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DONALD W. MACDONELL, Esq.
FRANVoIs FORTUNAT RoULEAU, Esq.

Speaker.
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Sergeant-at-Arms.
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GEORGE B. BRADLEY
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CONSTITUENCIES AND MEMBERS

OP THE

HOUSE 0F COMMONS
THIRD SESSION or THE FIFTH PARLIAMENT or THE DOMINION or CANADA,

1885.

ADDINGTN-John W. Bell.
ALBERT-JOhn Wallace.

ALGOmA-Simon J. Dawson.

ANNAPoLIS-William Hallett Ray.

ANTIGONISH-AngUS MclsaaC.
ARGENTEEUIL-11on. J. J. C. Abbott.

BAGoT-Flavien Dupont.
BEAucE-Thomas Linière Taschereau.
BEAuHARNoIs-Joseph Gédéon Horace Bergeron.
BELLEcHAssE-GUillaUme Amyot.
BERTHIER-E. Octavian Cuthbert.
BoNAVENTURE-L. J. Riopel.

BOTHWELL-HOn. iDavid Mills.

BRANT, N. Riding-James Somerville.

BRANT, S. Riding-William Paterson.

BRocKVILLE-John Fisher Wood.
BRoME - Sydney Arthur Fisher.

BRUCE, E. Riding-Rupert Mearse Wells.

BRUcE, N. Riding-Alexander MoNeill.
BRucE, W. Riding-James Somerville.

CA!pE BRETON-S Murray Dodd.
P Hector F. MoDougall.

CARnDWELL-Thomas White.
CARLETON (N.B.)-David Irvine.
CARLETON (O.)-Rt. Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald, G.C.B.
C&RInBoo-James Reid.
CHÂA Y-Pierre Basile Benoit.
CHAMPLAIN-Hippolyte Montplaisir.
CHARLEVoIx-Simon Xavier Cimon.

CHARLoTTE-Arthur Bill Gillmor.

CHATEAUGUAY-Edward Holton.

CHICOUTIMI and SAGUENAY-Jean Alfred Gagné.
COLoESTER-Hon. Archibald Woodbury McLelan.
COMPTON-Hon. John Henry Pope.

CORNWALL and SToRMONT-Darby Bergin.
CUMBERLAND-Charles James Townshend.

DIGB-Hon. William B. Vail.
DORCHESTER-Charles Alexander Lesage.
DRUMMoND and ARTHABAsKA-Désiré Olivier Bourbeau.
DUNDAs-Charles Erastus Rickey.
DURHAM, E. Riding-Arthur T. H. Williams.

DURHAM, W. Riding-Hon. Edward Blake.

ELGIN, E. Riding-John H. Wilson.
ELGIN, W. Riding-George Elliott Casey.
EssEx, N. Riding-James Colebrooke Patterson.
EssEx, S. Riding-Lewis Wigle.

FRONTENAc-Hon. George Airey Kirkpatrick.

GASPÉ-Pierre Fortin.
GLENGARRY-Donald Mac master.
GLoUCESTER-Kennedy F. Burns.

GRENVILLE, S. Ridingj William Thomas Berison.*
R Walter Shanly.

GREY, E. Riding-Thomas S. Sproule.
GREy, N. Riding-Benjamin Allen.
GREY, S. Riding-George Landerkin.
GuYsBoRoUa-John A. Kirk.

HALDIMAND-David Thompson.

HALIFAX- {Malachy Bowes Daly.
John F Stairs.

HALTON-William McCraney.

HAMILTON- Francis Edwin Kilvert.
LT Thomas Robertson.

HANTS-W. Henry Allison.
HAsTINGs, E. Riding-John White.

SHAsTINGs, N. Riding-Hon. Mackenzie Bowell.

* Died 8th June. Mr. WALTER SHANLY returned, 4th July, took geat
7th July, and sat for the remainder of the Seauion.

LIST
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EIASTINGS, W. Riding-Alexander Robertson.

HOCHELAGA-Alphonse Desjardins.

HUNTINGDON-Julius Soriver.
EURON, E. Riding-Thoinas Farrow.

HURON, S. Riding-Hon.Sir Richard J. Cartwright, K.C.M.G.
HURON, W. Riding-Maleolm Colin Cameron.

IBERVLLE-FrançOis Béchard.

INVERNESS-Hugh Cameron.

JACQUES CARTIER-Désiré Girouard.

JOLIETTE-Edouard Guilbault.

KAMouRAsKA-Charles Bruno Blondeau.
KENT (N.B.)-Pierre Amand Landry.
KENT (0.)-Henry Smyth.

KING's (N.B.)-George E. Foster.

KING's (N.S.)-Pouglas B. Woodworth.

KING's (P.E.L)- JPeter Adolphus MoIntyre.
Augustine Colin Macdonald.

KINGSTON-Alexander Gunn.

LAMBTON, E. Riding-J. H. Fairbank.
LAMBTON, W. Riding-James Frederick Lister.
LANARK, N. Riding-Joseph Jamieson,
LANARK, S. Riding-John Graham Haggart.
LAPRAiRIE-Alfred Pinsonneault.
L'AssOMPTION-Hilaire lurteau.
LAVAL-JOseph Aldérie Onimet.

LEEDs and GRENVILLE, N. Riding-Charles
Ferguson.

LEEDS, S. Riding-George Taylor.

LENNoX-Mathew William Pruyn.
{ Isidore Noël Belleau.*

LÉVIs- jPierre Malcolm Guay.
LINCOLN and NIAGaRA-John Charles Rykert.

LIsGAR-Arthur Wellington iRoss.

L'IsLET-Philippe Baby Casgrain.
LONDON-HOn. John Carling.
LoTBINIÈaE-Côme Isaïe Rinfret.
LUNENBURG -Charles Edwin Kaulbach.

MARQUETTE-Robert Watson.

MAsKINONGÉ-Alexis Lesieur Desau1niers.

MÉGANTIC-Fran2çOis Langelier.

MIDDLESEX, E. Riding-Dancan Macmillan.
MIDDLESEX, N. Riding-Timothy Coughlin.
MIDDLESEX, S. Riding-James Armstrong.

MIDDLESEX, W. Riding-Donald M. Cameron.

MissIsQuoI-George Barnard Baker.
MoNCK-Lauchlan McCallum.
MONTCALM-Firmin Dugas.

MONTMANY-Ph. Landry.
MoNTMoRENCY-Pierre Vincent Valin.
MONTREAL, Centre-John Joseph Curran.

Frederick

MONTREAL, East-Charles Joseph Coursol.
MONTREAL, West-Matthew Hamilton Gault.
MUSKOKA-William Edward O'Brien.

NAPIERVILLE-MédériO Catudal.

NEw WESTMINSTER-JOShUa Attwood R. HOmer.
NICOLET-Athanase Gaudet.
NORFOLK, N. Riding-John Charlton.
NORFOLK, S. Riding-Joseph Jackson.
NORTHUMBERLAND (N.B.)-Hon. Peter Mitohell.
NORTHUMBERLAND (O.), E. Riding-Edward Cochrane,
NORTHUMBERLAND (O.), W. Riding-George Guillet.*

ONTARIO, N. Riding-Alexander Peter Cockburn.
ONTARIO, S. Riding-Francis Wayland Glen.

ONTARIO, W. Riding-James David Edgar.

OTTAWA (City) - Charles H. Mackintosh.
1Joseph Tassé.

OTTAWA (County)-Alonzo Wright.
OXFORD, N. Riding-James Sutherland.
OXFORD, S. Riding-Archibald Harley.

PEEL-James Fleming.
PERTH, N. Riding-Samuel Rollin Hosson.
PERTH, S. Riding-James Trow.
PETERBOROUGH, E. Riding-John Burnham.
PETERBOROUOH, W. Riding-George Hilliard.

PICTOU- 1 Charles H. Tupper.
¯ John McDougald.

PoNTIAC-John Bryson.
PORTNEUF-JOseph E. A. De St. Georges.
PREsCOTT-Simon Labrosse.

PRINc E (P. E.1)- Edward Hackett.
P James Yeo.

PRINCE EDwARD-John Milton Platt.

PROVENCHER-JOseph Royal.

QUEBEC, Centre-JOseph Guillaume Bossé.

QUEBEC, East-FlIon. Wilfred Laurier.

QUEBEC, West-Hon. Thos. McGreevy.

QUEBEC (County)-Ilon. Jos. Phillippe René Adolphe Caron.

QUEEN's (N.B.)-George Gerald King.

QUEEN's (N.S.)-James F. Forbes.

QUEEN's (P. E. I.)- Louis Henry Davies.
1 John Theophilus Jenkins.

RENFREw, N. Riding-Peter White.
RENFREw, S. Riding-Robert Campbell.
RESTIGOUCHE-George Moffat.
RICHELIEU-LOuis Huet Massue.

RIcHmoND (N.S.)-Ienry N. Paint.

RICHMOND and WOLFE (Q.)-William Bullock Ives.

RIMOt sKi-Louis Adolphe Billy.
ROUVILLE -George Aguste Gigault.

RUs8EL L -MOss Kent Dickinson.

U: seated on judgment of Supreme Court, 16th March, 1885; re-
elected 7th April, and took seat 17th April.

Unsested on judg'nent of Supreme Court, 16th March, 1885; Mr.
GuÂT returned llth April, took seat 27th April, and sat for the
remainder of the Session.
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ST. HYAcINTIE-MiChael E. Bernier.
ST. JoHN (N.B.), City-Hon. Sir Leonard Tilley, K.C.M.G.

ST. JoHN (N.B.), City and County- Hon. Isaac Burpee.

ST. JOHN (Q.)-Frau çois Bourassa.

ST. MAURicE -Louis Léon L. Desaulniers.
SELKIRK-Hugh SRtherland.

SHEFFOD-Michel Auger.

SHE.LBURNE-Thomas Robertson.

SHERBROOKE -Robert Newton Hall.
SimcoEg, E. Riding-Herman Henry Cook.

SimoOZ, N. Riding-Dalton McCarthy.

SIMOoE, S. Riding-Richard Tyrwhitt.

SOULANGES -J. W. Bain. *

STANSTEAD-Charles C. Colby.
SUNBURY-Charles Burpee.

TÉMIscouATA-Paul Etienne Grandbois.
TERREBONNE-Hon. J. A. Chapleau.
THERE RIVERS-Hon. Sir Hector Louis Langevin, K.C.M.G.
TORONTO, Centre-Robert ]lay.

ToRONTO, East-John Small.

ToRONTO, West-James Beaty, Jr.

Two MOUNTAINs-Jean Baptiste Daoust.

VANCOUVER IsLAND-David William Gordon.

* Returned 5th February, and took seat on the 16th.

VAUDREUIL-Hugh MoMillan.
VERcHÈiEs-iEon. Felix Geoffrion.

VICTORIA (B.C ) Edgar Crow Baker.
( Noah Shakespeare.

VICTORIA (N.B.)-Hon. John Costigan.

VICTORIA (N.S.)-Chas. Jas. Campbell.
VICTORIA (0.), N. Riding-Hector Cameron.
VICTORIA (0.), S. Riding-Joseph R. Dundas.

WATERLOO, N. Riding-Hugo Kranz.
WATERLOO, S. Riding-James Livingston.
WELLAND-John Ferguson.

WELLINGTON, C. Riding-George Turner Orton.
WELLINGTON, N. Riding-James MeMullen.
WELLINGTON, S. Riding-James Innes.
WENTWORTH, N. Riding-Thomas Bain.
WENTWORTT, S. Riding-Lewis Springer.

WESTMORELAND-Josiah Wood.

WINNIPEG-Thomas Scott.

YALE-Francis Jones Barnard.

YAMsKA-Fabien Vanasse.

YARMoUTH-Joseph Robbins Kinney.
YORK (N.B.)-Thomas Temple.
York (O.), E. Riding-Hlon. Alexander Mackenzie.
YoRK (O.), N. Riding-William Mulock
YoRK (0.), W. Riding-Nathaniel C. Wallace.

SELECT COMMITTEE APPOINTED TO SUPERVISE THE PUBLICATION OF THE OFFICIAL REPORTS
OF THE DEBATES OF TEE HOUSE.

BÊcHARD, Mr. François (Iberville).
BERGIN, Mr. Darby (Cornwall and Stormont).
CHARLTON, Mr. John (North Norfolk).
COLEY, Mr. Charles C. (Stanstead).

DWsJARDINS, Mr. AÌphoDse (-Hochelaga).
FoSTER, Mr. George E. (King's, NB.)

INNEs, Mr. James (South Wellington).
ROYAL, Mr. Joseph (Provencher).
ScRi VER, Mr. Julins (lluntingdon).
SOMERVILLE, Mr. James (West Bruce).

WHITE, Mr. Thomas (Cardwell).
WOODWORTH, Mr. Douglas B. (Kinq's, N.S.)

Chairman :-Mr. TH omAs WHITE (Cardwell).
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LIST OF PAIRS DURING THE SESSION.

On amendment of Mr. MeLelan to motion of Mr. Edgar, of
13th Feb., 1885:-

Opposition.
M3. FORBES.

On motion with reference to Supreme Court, 19th Feb.:-
Ma. KILVERT. M. THOMPSON.

On Mr. Tupper's amendment, 20th Feb.:-

Mu. KIL VERT.
ML BERGERON.
MR. MASSUE.

On Sir Hector Langevinl's
Feb.:-

Mu. KILVERT.
Ma. MASSUE.

Ma. THOMPSON.
MR. BÉOHARD.
Mn. SUTHERLAND.

motion to adjourn debate, 23rd

Mi. THOMPSON.
MR. SUTHERLAND.

On Mr. White's (Renfrew) motion, 26th Feb.:-
MR. WILLIAMS. M. TROW.

On Mr. Curran's amendment, 27th Feb.:-

Mu. TAYLOR.
Mu. WOOD (Brockville).
Mu. BENSON.
M. PINSONNEAULT.

MR. COCKBURN.
Mu. ARMSTRONG.
Mu. CHARLTON.
Mu. CAMERON (Middlesex).

On motion of Sir Richard Cartwright, re Exchange Bank,
5th March:-

HoN. n. McLELAN.
HoN. MNu. CARLING.
Mn. VALiN.

MR. RAY.
HoN. Mu. VÀL.
HON. MB. MAOKENZIE

On Mr. McCarthy's amendment, l1th March:-

Ma. WILLIAMS. Mu. TROW.

On Mr. Edgar's 2nd reading of Divorce Bill, 23rd March:-1

Ma. DAWSON.
ME. VANASSE.

MN. ROBERTSON (Shelburne).
Mn. RLNFRET.

On Mr. Blake's amendment, 26th March:-
HoN. Mu. MITCHELL.
ME. GUILBAULT.

Mu. WELLS.
HoN. MR. MACKENZIE.

On Mr. Blake's amendment to the motion to go into
mittee of Ways and Means, 26th March:-

Mu. GUILBAULT.
HoN. Ma. MITCHELL.

Com-

HoN. MB. MACKENZIE.
M. WELLS.

On Mr. Davies' amendment to the motion to go into Com-
mittee of Supply, 10th April:-

MR. WILL1AMS.
Mu. COURSOL.
Mu. VANASSE.
Mu. DEBJARDINS.
Hox. Mn. MITOHELL.
Mu. CAMERON (Victoria).
Mu. TAYLOR.

MR. TROW.
Mu. BÉCHARD.
MR. COKBURN.
Mu. WELLS.
Mu. CASGRAIN.
Hou. My. MAOKENZIE.
Ma. ROBERTSON (Shelburne).

On 16th April:-

miniuterial.

M. COURSOL.
MR. WILLIAMS.

On 17th April:-
Mu. WRIGHT.
Ma. WILLIAMS.
Mu. FORTIN.
HoN. N. ABBOTT.
Mu. CUTHBERT.
Ma. WHITE (Renfrew).
MR. HURTEAU.
MR. BAIN (Soulanges).
MR. TAYLOR.

On 22nd April:-

Mr. MASSUE.
Mu. WILLIAMS.
Mu. WOODWORT H.

MR. MASSUE.
MR. WILLIAMS.
MR. WOODWORTH.
N. WHITE (Cardwell).

Opposition.

HoN. Ma. MACKENZIE.
MR. THOMPSON.

Mu. CHARLTON.
MR. ROBERTSON (She burne).
MR. COOK.
Ho. Mu. MACKENZIE.
MR. LANGELIER.
MR. WELDON.
MR. BÉCHARD.
MR. McCRANEY.
MR. SCRIVER.

laT DIvisioN.

MR. Du ST. GEORGES.
Ma. THOMPSON.
MR. ROBERTSON (Shelbure).

2ND DIVIsioN.

MR. DE ST. GEORGES.
MR. THOMPSON.
Mu. ROBE RTSON (Shelburne).
Ma. ALLEN.

Sn DrmsIoN.

Same as second division.

4TH Dmîs1oN.

Same as previous division, also
Mu. COLBY. Mu. CHARLTON.
Mu. BENSON. Ma. SCRIVER.

On 23rd April:-
15T DmvsloN.

MR. BRYSON. Ma. CAMPBELL (Renfrew).
HoN. MR. CHAPLEAU. Ma. LANGELIER.

Mu. FORTIN.
Mu. WRIGHT.

2ND DivisIoN.

Same as first division, also
Ma. THOMPSON.
N. CHARLTON.

3UD DMIsoN.

Same as lat division.

4TH DivisioN.

Same as lait division, alo

MR. CAKERON (Victoria). ML. WELLS.

5T AND 6T DmISIou.

Same as last division.

vn

MinisteriaL
M. WOODWORTH.



THIRD SESSION, FIFTH PARLIAMENT.-48 VIC.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THURSDAY, 29th January, 1835.

TUE PARLIAMENT, which had been prorogued from time
to time, was now commanded to assemble on the 29th day
of January, 1885, for the despatch of business.

Tii SPEAKER took the Chair at fifteen minutes before
Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

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

Mr. SPEAKE,--

Ris Excelleney the Governor General desires the immediate
attendance of this Honorable House in the Senate Chamber.

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

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had reoceived
from the Hon. Mr. Justice Armour,one of the Judges selected
for the trial of Election Petitions, pursuant to the Dominion
Controverted Elections Act, 1874, a certificate relating to
the Controverted Election for the Electoral District of Len-
nox, declaring the election of the respondent, David Wright
Allison, nuil and void.

Alis,from the Registrar of the Supreme Court of Canada,
a copy of the judgment and decision of the said Court in the
election appeal relating to the Controverted Election for
the Electoral District of Soulanges, declaring the election of
the respondent, James William Bain, null and void.

Also, from the Hon. Mr. Justice Osler, a judgment relat-
ing to the Controverted Election for the Electoral District
of West Middlesex, declaring the sitting member, Donald
M. Cameron, duly elected.

VACANCIES.

Mr. SPEAKER also informed the flouse that during the
Recess he had received communications from several mem-
bers notifying him that the following vacancies had occur-
red in the representation:-

Of WILLIAM MoDoNALD, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of
Cape Breton, by being summoned to the Senate;

Of the Hon. Sir OnAaEs TupPER, K.O.M.G., Member foi the Electoral
District of Oumberland, by the acceptance of an office of emolument
under the Orown-

Of Gzoaeo WHarLu, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of the
West Riding of the County of Ontario, by resignation;

Of F»aDRiuCx DU ST. Caoix BaucEXNI, Esquire, Member for the Electoral
District of Queen's County District, P.E.., by the acceptance of an
office of emolument under th e Crown; and

Of JoIEPE BoLDUc, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of
Beauce, by being summoned to the Senate.

He also informed the louse that he had issued his sev-
oral Warrants to the Clerk of the Crown in Çhanoery, to

make out new Writs of Election for the said Electoral Dis.
tricts, respectively.

He also informed the fouse that the Clerk of the House
had re3eived from the Clerk of the Crown in Chaneery, a
copy of a Warrant, showing a vacancy which had taken
place in ýhe representation of the Electoral District of Mas-
kinongé, by the decease of Frédérie Houde, Esq., and that
the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery had, by virtue of the
Act 41 Victoria, Chapter 5, Section 14, Sub-section 2, issued
a new Writ of Election for the said Electoral District.

NEW MEMBERS.

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

Of A THANAÂB GAUDET, Esquire, for the Electoral District of Nicolet;
Of FRANÇOIs LANGELIER, Esquire, for the Electoral District of Megantic.
Of CHARLEs JAaMzs TOWNSHEND, Esquire, for the Electoral District of

Cumberland;
Of HECTOR F. McDOUGALL, Esquire, for the Electoral District of Cape

Breton;
Of JoiEN THEOPHILUS JNINs, Esquire, for the Electoral District of

of Queen's County District, P.E.I. ;
Of JAmEs DAVID EDGAR, Esquire, for the Electoral District of the West

Riding of the County of Ontario;
Of THoisa LINIÈRs Tast ERsAU, Esquire, for the Electoral Distict of

Beauce;
Of ALEXIs LESIEUR DESAULNIER, Esquire, for the Electoral District of

Maskinonge, and
Of MATTHEW WILLIAM PRUYN, Esquire, for the Electoral District of the

County of Lennox.

MEMBERS INTRODUCED.

The following Members, having previously taken the
Oath according t law, and subscribed the roll containing
the sume, took their seats in the flouse:

ATHANAsE GAUDET, Esq., Member for the Electoral District of Nicolet,
introduced by Sir Hlector Langevin and Hon. Mr. Caron.

CHARLES J.ME srTownsHKND, ESq., Meber for the Electoral District
of Cumberland, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Hon. Mr.
McLelan.

TRoxAs LiNiRE TÂscHERr,Âu, Esq., Member for the Electoral District
o Beauce, introduced by Sir Hector Langevin and Hon. Mr. Caron.

MÂTTHEW WILLIAM PRUYN, Esq., Member for the Electoral District of
the County of Lennox, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Mr.
Mackintosh.

ALExIs LusioUR DEsA&uLNIEs, Esq., Member for the Electoral District
of Maakinonge, introduced by Sir Hector Langevin and Hon. Mr. Caron.

FRANqoIs L ANELIER, Esq., Member fer the Electoral District of Me-
gantic, introduced by Hon. Mr. Laurier and Hon, Mr. Blake.

JON TiHEoPILUS JENINS,Esq., Member for the Electoral District of
Queen's County District, P. E. IL, introdnced by Sir John A. Macdonald
and Sir Leonard Tilley.

JAMEs DAVID EDoAR, Esq., Member for the Electoral District of the
West Riding of the County cf Ontario,introduced by Hon. Mr.Blake and
Hon. Mr. Mackenzie.

REPORT.

Mr. SPEAKER laid before the flouse the Report of the
Acting Librarian on the state of the Library of Parliament.

ADMINISTRATION OF OATIHS OF OFFICE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD introduced Bill (No. 1)
respecting the Adminiatration of Oaths of Office.

Bill read the first time.
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SPEECH FROM TIE THRONE.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honor to inform this House,
that when the House attended His Excellency the Governor
General this day in the Senate Chamber, His Excellency
was pleased to make a Speech to both Houses of Parliament,
and, to prevent mistakes, I have obtained a copy of the
Speech. which is as follows :-
Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate:

Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

In again meeting you for the despatch of business I have to congratu.
late you on the abundant harvest with which Providence has blessed
our country and upon the general condidion of the Dominion. Its com-
mercial prosperity, although it has to some extent shared in the depres-
sion which has prevailed in Great dritain and in the neighboring Re-
public, reste npon foundations which no temporary or partial distur-
bance can remove.

I trust that the present year will be one of peace and progress.
The flow of population into Manitoba and the North-West Territories,

although impeded by various and unexpected causes, has been substan-
titl, and the testimony of members of the British Association and other
visitors of the North-West last summer as to the well-being, content-
ment, and hopefulnese of the settlers, is most gratifying.

A Bill introducing into those Territories a more simple and economi-
cal system for the transfer of land will be laid befk re you.

The Report of the Commission for the consolidation of the Statates
affecting the Dominion has been completed and will be submitted to you
for legislative action.

You are again invited to consider a measure relating to the represen-
tation of the people in Parliament and for the assimilation of the Elec.
toral Franchises in the several Provinces.

A provisional arrangement of matters for some time under discussion
with the Government of Manitoba has been entered into, and a measure
confirming the same will be submitted to you so soon as it has been
accepted by the Provincial Legislature.

I deemed it expedient to issue during the Recess a Commission to
consider and report upon the whole subject of Chinese immigration
with reference to its trade relations, as well as to those social and
moral objections which have been taken to the influx of the Chinese
people into Canada.

The Report of the Commissioners le very nearly completed, and will be
laid before you during the present Session.

The necessity of encouraging the speedy construction of lines of rail-
way through the North-West Territories has pressed itself on my Govern-
ment, and you will be asked to aid railway enterprise by liberal grants of
land.

Urgent representations have been made by the Boards of Trade of the
chief towns in Canada, as well as by some of the Chambers of Commerce
in Great Britain, of the necessity that exists for the adoption of some
system of bankruptcy or insolvency giving adequate protection against
undue preferences, and your attention to this important subject is earn.
estly invited.

In pursuance of the vote of last Session I caused a vessel to be fitted
out and dispatched to Davis' Straits and Hudson's Bay, in order to
obtain more accurate information as to the navigation of those waters,
and test the practicability of the route for commercial purposes.

A report ofthe progress of the expedition duringthe last season will
be laid before you.

An International Exhibitign will be opened at Antwerp during the
present year, and a Colonial and Indian Exhibition is to be held in
London in 1886. Canada should, I think, be represented in her varions
manufactures and natural productions on both occassions, and I invoke
your consideration of the best means of aiding in these important
objects.

Several other measures of importance will be submitted to you;
among them will be Bills to amend the Insurance Act of 1877, the Civil
Service Act, and the law relating to contagious diseaes among cattle,

Mr. SPEAKER.

as well as measures for taking, at an early period, a census of the popu-
lation of the North-West Territories, and one relating to the North-
West Mounted Police.

Gentlemen o the Rouse of Commons:

The accounts for the past fiscal year will be laid before you. You
will find that notwithstanding the very considerable reduction in the
prices and volume of many of the leading imports, the income has
exceeded the expenditure chargeable to Consolidated Revenue.

The estimates for the ensuing year will also be submitted. They will
be found, I trust, to have been prepared with due regard to economy.

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate,
Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

I am sure that your earnest consid eration will be given to the subjects
I have mentioned, as well as to every matter which may affect the
prosperity and good government of Canada.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the Speech of
His Excellency the Governor General be taken into consi-
deration to-morrow.

Motion agreed to.

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
That Select Standing Committees of this House, for the present Ses-

sion, be appointed for the following purposes :-I. On Privileges and
Elections. 2. On Expiring Laws. 3. On Railways, Cana!s, and Tele-
graph Lines. 4. On Miscellaneous Private Bills. 5. On Standing
Orders. 6. On Printing. 7. On Public Accounts. 8. On Banking
and Commerce. 9. On Immigration and Colonization; which said
Committees shall severally be empowered to examine and enquire into
aIl such matters and things as may be referred to them by the House ;
and to report from time to time their observations and opinions thereon;
with power to send for persons, papers, and records.

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

the House.
Motion agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock) the House ad.

journcd.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 30th January, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

MEMBER INTRODUCED.

The following Member, having previously taken the Oath
according to law, and subscribed the roll containing the
same, took his seat in the House:

HECTOR F. MoDOUGALL, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District o
Cape Breton, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Hon. Mr. Mc-
Lelan.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS EXCELLENCY'S
SPEECH.

The House proceeded to the consideration of His Excel-
lency's Speech at the opening of the Session.

Mr. TASCHEREAU. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker: Hav-
ing been called upon as the youngest member of this House,
by virtue of a time-honored tradition, to move the Address
in answer to the Speech from the Throne, I feel that, less
than any of my predecessors, would I be justified in leav-
ing aside that other time-honored tradition which makes
it my duty to begin by craving the indulgence of this

1
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House. When I consider that, in order to deserve the in-
terest of the House, I must comment on this document in a
new and able manner, and when, on the other hand, I am
struck with my own want of experience, I feel that the
duty which I have undertaken to fulfil is quite out of pro
portion with my ability. However, in the idea that this
invitation has been extended to me out of respect for the
people by whom I have been chosen as their representative
here, of the fine electoral division for which I am a member,
and in my deep sense of gratitude for my constituents, I
shall find courage enough to pursue this difficult and
honorable task. Moreover, Mr. Speaker, when I throw a
glance on this document and when my mind is fixed upon
the numerous and important subjects of new legislation
which it announces, and when at the same time I consider
the general condition of the country, I feel that my task
becomes casier as it becomes more agreeable to me. In
fact, how could I not feel happy while inviting all members
of this hon. House and the country at large to congratulate
themselves on the abundant harvest with which Providence
has blessed our country, and upon the general condition of
the Dominion ? Therefore, to Providence we owe our
thanksgivings, but we should not forget to offer also to the
Government our congratulations on the results of their
financial policy. In fact, when we remember the disastrous
effects in the country of the commercial crisis which has
preceded the actual depression, when we have been in
a position to have such a clear insight into the great de-
pression which prevailed last year in Great Britain and
in the neighboring Republic, when we consider the inti-
mate and constant commercial intercourse between these
countries and our own, if we look at the actual condition of
our trade, we cannot certainly refrain from making a com-
parison between the old financial system and the present
one, and this comparison being made, the superiority of
the new system is not only made apparent by speeches
or by words, but is perfectly established by accomplished
facts and by experience. Neither can we help admiring the
clever direction given by our legislators to our commerce
whose prosperity to-day rests upon foundations which no
temporary or partial disturbance can remove. If then, Mr.
Speaker, the stability of our institutions, the safety ofthe pre-
sent and the prospect of the future which cannot but improve
the wealth and welfare of the inhabitants of this country,
are as many tokens of peace and prosperity, why should we
not feel confident that the year now commencing will open
an era of peace and prosperity ? Of peace, Mr. Speaker,
not only with foreign nations, but of peace also in the
union and harmony which ought to exist among citizens of a
nation to enable them to make more rapid strides in the
high road to progress. Our legitimate aspirations, like thoàe
of ail new nations, must necessarily tend to lead us in the
way of progress, and, indeed, no one can pretend that our
advance in that direction has been too slow up to this day.
Let us sec: the immense wilderness of the North-West whose
soil was heretofore untrodden except by savage tribes or by
a few bold explorers endeavoring to discover the unknoWn,
and whose echoes had only been awakened by the howling
of wild beasts, that wilderness is to-day covered by a net-
work of immense railways. Closely following in the wake
of the constructors, thousands of laborers, settlers, and dili-
gent workers have inaugurated a new era in that great
country, and to-day the shrill whistle of the locomotive is
heard in these new regions and proclaims loudly in all parts
of that country that civilization and progress have conquered
the great wilderness. But, in spite of ail that has been
accomplished up to this day, we have only made our first
step in that direction. It is true our institutions are well
established, but our traffic is daily increasing its scope, new
routes of communication are furrowing the country in all
directions, and soon, in a few months hence, a line of rail-
way will cross it through and through, from one ocean to

- the other. Notwithstanding this, what a great amount of
work remains to be done lWhat a great number ofresources

i remain undeveloped 1 What an extent of unsettled territory
and what an amount of wealth still lies in the bosom of the

- earth! Even apart from the older provinces, what a great
field for work is offered in the development and settlement

3 of Manitoba and the North-West Territories0! Our efforts
e must, therefore, be pushed in that direction, by promoting

emigration in these rich and yet unsettled Territories, by
aiding their colonization and development, in order that the

i sacrifices made in the hope of seeing one day that immense
Sregion transformed into a vast empire, may not be lost.

With this purpose in view the Government have felt the
necessity of encouraging the rapid construction of a railway
line across these Territories, and have decided to ask the
House to help the construction of that line by a liberal
grant of lands. We may also congratulate the Government
for the impulse which they have, by legitimate means,
given to the advancement of the country. For my part I
am an admirer of the system which tends to facilitate by
grants of land the construction of railways, for this system
gives to the immense area of lands still remaining in the
hands of the Government a great increase of value, and at
the same time makes of every individual interested in those
grants a devoted and zealous agent ofcolonization. The efforts
of the Government have, besides, during the course of last
year, been admirably seconded by the eulogistic reports on
the country made by members of the British Association
for the Advancement of Science. A visit on the part of
such prominent men, whosereputation for science and gen-
eral knowledge is so widely spread in Europe, cannot fait
to have the most happy results. Therefore, I feel eQnfident
that in the near future, the results obtained from such a
visit will be made clear to us by the great increase in the
number of settlers coming to our Canadian North-West.
The Government, on their part, must also contribute as far
as they can to promote this immigration, and they can do
this by extending to the settlers coming into this country
all the legitimate and efficacious protection in their power,
and by giving them a simple and economical means of
transferring their properties, while giving to their title
deeds an indisputable character of authenticity and of
validity. It is, therefore, just and right that we should re.
spond to the appeal made by the Government to this House,
in order to pass a law which will authorize a safer and
more economical mode of transfer of reat estate. Before
leaving this question aside I beg to be allowed to allude to
that partof the Speech from the Throne, which informs us
that a provisional arrangement bas been enterecd into with
the Government of Manitoba on matters whieh have been
for some time under discussion, and that a measure con-
firming the same will be subnitted to us so soon as it shall
have been accepted by the Provincial Legislature. No
doubt, Mr. Speaker, that this information will be greeted
with satisfaction by the whole House. Every question
which has heretofore arisen between the various Legisla-
tures and Parliament has been amicably settlel. This is
one of the strongest arguments in favor of our constitution,
and it speaks well for the foresight of those who have con-
ceived the plan and have carried it out. Let us hope that
such differences will always be settled in the same amicable
manner, so that prolonged quarrels and acrimonions con-
tests may not trouble that harmony among the people
which is so necessary to the advancement and pro-
gress of the provinces. The Speech from the Throne, Mr.
Speaker, after giving us a knowledge of those measures of
legislation more especially adapted to that part of the
country called the North-West, points out to us measures
which are proposed in the general interest of the country.
I read with pleasure the paragraph which informa us
that the work of the Commission for the consolidation
of the Statutes affecting the whole Dominion is completed,
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and that the report will be submitted to us for legislation.
1 attach to it a great deal of importance, not only as a mem.
ber of the legal profession, but furthermore, and above all,
in view of the very great advantages which will be derived
from the measure by citizens of this country who are not
familiar with the study of our laws. During the eighteen
years which have elkpsed since the establishment of Con-
federation, so many amendments to existing laws have been
passed that even legal men were obliged to make long and
patient enquiries to discover ail the bearings of a law. Still
more numerous were the difficulties met with by people who
were not familiar with our laws. But to-day, thanks to this
consolidation, every one will have easy access to the laws
passed by Parliament, and more than any others, members
of the legal profession will owe a debt of gratefulness to the
Government. The next paragraph of the Speech from the
Throne tells us that we will be again invited to consider a
measure relating to the representation of the people in Par-
liament, and for the assimilation of the electoral franchises
in the several provinces. It would be useless for me, Mr.
Speaker, to deal lengthily with this paragraph, for I could
only repeat that which was so eloquently said last year
by the mover and seconder of the Address. However, I can-
not help calling the attention of the House on the import-
ance of defining the class of voters which shahl elect its own
members. Is it not an anomalous fact that- by the system
which prevails to-day members of the House of Commons
should be elected by voters chosen and pointed out by
Local Legislatures ? If, in order to act with more freedom
in its own sphere, each Local Legislature must be thoroughly
independent fromthe control of the Federal Parliament, for
the same reason the House of Commons must be absolutely
independent, either directly or indirectly, from the control
or action of Local Legislatures, and, above all, not be exposed
to fall, sooner or later, into the hands of an electoral division
created against their will. We all wish that the
relations existing between Local Legislatures and the
Federal Parliament should be relations of peace and
good-will. Well, Mr. Speaker, the surest means to
keep them such is for all parties to entrenclh themselves
behind their rights, to carefully watch over them
and to maintain them with all their might. In such a way
the positions of each will be beyond attack, and peace and
harmony must necessarily prevail. The Government can-
not be charged with not having worked constantly to main-
tain this union, not only among the various institutions, but
also among the different races and nationalities coexisting
in the country. I find the proof of this in that part of the
Speech from the Throne which promises us that the work
of the commission named to consider and report upon the
whole subject of Chinese immigration with reference to its
trade relations, as well as to those social and moral objec-
tions which have been taken to the influx of the Chinese
people into Canada, will be submitted to the House during
this Session. No doubt, Mr. Speaker, that in preparing
this report due consideration has been given to existing
treaties between Great Britain and China, and that, at all
events, the determination to be taken on this point will be
taken after that careful study which is the guarantee of
sound legislation. Our attention is next called to the fol-
lowing paragraph:-

" Urgent representations have been made by the Boards of Trade of
the chief towns in Canada, as well as by some of the Chambers of Com-
merce in Great Britain, of the necessity that exista for the adoption of
some system of bankruptcy or insolvency giving adequate protection
against undue preferences, and yourattention to this important subject
is earnestly invited."

Mr. Speaker, if I remember aright, when the repeal of the
Insolvent Act, which existed some few years ago, was
moved in this louse the great majority of the House of
Commons of Canada voted for the repeal. I think that the
House then reflected the opinion of the people, and I am

Mr. TAscHEaEAU.

not aware that there are to-day any reasons for a change of
sentiment. But before deciding on this question it might
be well, perhaps,. to form a just idea of the wants of
the people on this point. As for us, members of
the Province of Quebec, we have, by virtue of our civil law,
an equitable mode of distributing the estates of insolvent
debtors. Perhaps it would be just, perhaps it would be
advantageous, for the Dominion at large to accept the mode
of legislation now existing in the Province of Quebec. The
next paragraph informs us that in pursuance of the
vote of last Session a vessel has been fitted ont and des-
patched to Davis' Straits ard Hludson's Bay, in order to
obtain more accurate information as to the navigation of
those waters, and test the practicability of the route for
commercial purposes. The progress of science and human
faculties have, for a certain number of years, developed the
natural resources to such an extent that feats which we-e
considered as impossible even at the beginning of the pre-
sent century, may now be accomplished with astounding
facility. If I remember aright, Mr. Speaker, the general
impression has long been entertained that it, was impossible
to navigate the Strait of Behring; to-day, this problem bas
long been solved. Why should not we be as justified to
think to-day that the Hudson's Bay is navigable as people
were a few years ago in believing that the Strait of Behring
could be navigated ? What great advantages would result
for Canadian trade if we could come to the conclusion that
Hudson's Bay is navigable for commercial purposes ? A n.
other paragraph of the Speech from the Throne tells us
that an International Exhibition will be opened at Antwerp
during the present year, and a Colonial and Indian Exhibi-
tion is to be held in London in 1886. Canada should be
represented in her various manufactures and natural pro-
ductions on both occasions. Mr. Speaker, the success already
obtained by Canada at the varions exhibitions to which i t
has been represented during the last few years, is certainly
a great encouragement for the future. At the Philadelphia,
London and Paris Exhibitions, Canada bas been very suc-
cessful, and I think we should send our productions to the
two exhibitions which will soon take place; and increase, if
possible, the quantity of articles to be exhibited, the more
so as we are pursuing a policy of immigration to our coun-
try, in order to cause the richness of our soil and the great
variety of our resources to be known abroad. Finally, Mr.
Speaker, I beg to conclude as I have commenced, by con-
gratulating our country on the happy condition of affairs,
and on its prosperity during the commercial depression
which has prevailed of late years. In spite of the numer-
ous expenses necessitated by the administration of such a
vast country as ours, a country whose population is dissemi-
nated on all points, still, the fact that the receipts exceed the
expenses chargeable to the Consolidated Revenue is a proof
of the spirit of economy, and of the ability of our rulers who
have foreseen all coming emergencies, and have managed
to throw the. balance on the surplus side. Moreover, I think
that I reflect the opinion, if not of the whole population, at
least of the greatest part of the population, when I state that
the inhabitants of this country are satisfied with their lot;
that they live happy under the protection of Great Britain,
and that they do not intend to transfer their fealty and
homage, but that they wish to continue to live, grow and
prosper under the felds of that glorious flag which ensures
to them peace and prosperity for a long time to come. I
have the honor to move the following Address in answer to
the Speech from the Throne:-

That an humble Address be presented to Bis Exe11ency the Governor
General, to thauk Hio Excellency for his gracions Speech at the opening
of the preent Session, and further to assureHim Excellency:

That we rejoice to know that-in again meeting us for the despatch of
business, His Excellency is able to congratulate us on the abundant
harve®t with which Providence as blesed our count7, and utn th
general conditiony fthe Dominion, and to expret shibedief that ste com-

1mercial prosperity, aithough it bu has mre xterit hared in the depres-
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sion which has prevailed in Great Britain and In the neighboring
Republic, reste upon foundations which no temporary or partiel distur-
bance can remove; and that we trust with His Excellency that the pre-
sent year will be one of peace and progress.

T bat we are glad to learn that the flow of population into Manitoba
and the North-West Territories. although impeded by varions and un-
expected causes, has been substantial, and that the testimony of members
of the British Association and other visitors of the North-West last
summer as to the well-being, contentment, and hopefulness of the set-
tiers, is most gratifying.

Thatany Bill introducing into these Territories a more simple and
economical system for the tnansfer of land, laid before us, shall receive
our best attention.

That we learn with pleasure that the report of the commission for
the consolidation of the Statutes affecting the Dominion has been com-
plAted and will be submitted to us for legislative action.

That we shall carefully consider any measure relating to the represen-
tation of the people in Parliament and for the assimilation of the elec-
toral franchiaes in the several provinces, which may be laid before us.

That we thank His Excellency for informing us that a provisional
arrangement of matters for some time under discussion with the Govern-
ment of Manitoba has been entered into, and that a measure confirming
the same willh be submitted us so soon as it has been accepted by the
Provincial Legislature.

That we learn with great interest, that Ris Exellency deemed it ex-
pedient to issue during the reces a Commissoin to consider and report
upon the whole subject of Chinese immigration with reference to its
trade relations, as well as to those social and moral objections which
have been taken to the influx of the Chinese people into Canada, and
that the report of the Commissioners is very nearly completed and will
be laid before us during the present Session.

That we thank [lis Excellency for informing us that the necessity of
encouraging the speedy construction of 1mes of railway through the
North-West Territories has pressed itself on his Government, and that
we shall be asked to aid rail way enterprise by literal grants of land.

That we feel with Ris Excellency that the urgent representations
which have been made by the Boards of Trade of the chief towns in
Canada, as well as by some of the Chambers of Commerce in Great
Britain, of the necessity that exists for the adoption of Borne system of
Bankruptey or insolvency giving adequate protection against, iodue
preferences, demand the earnest attention to this important subject
wbich Ris Excellency invites us ta give to it.

That we learn with much satisfaction that in pursuance of the vote of
last Session Ris Excellency caused a vessel to be fitted out and dis-
patched te Davis' Straits and Hudson's Bay, in order to obtain more ac-
curate information as to the navigation of those waters, and test the
practicability of the route for commercial purposes, and that a report of
the progress of the expedition ri v I t îcason will be laid before us.

That we thank His Excel' ! -. _g Us that an International
Exhibition will be opened ai a -ry dring the present year, and
that a Colonial and Ind an Exhibition is to be held in London in 1886 ;
that we agree with His Excellency in thiLking that Canada should be
represented in lier various manufactures and natural prodnctions on
both occasions, and that we shall attentively consider the best means
of aiding in these important objects.

That any other measures of importance submitted te us, including
among them Bills to amend the Insurance Act of 1877, the Civil Service
Act, and the law relating to contagions diseases among cattle, as well
as measures f r taking at an early period a census of the population of
the North-West Territories, and one relating to the North-West
Mounted Police, will receive our attentive and earnest consideration.

That we thank His Excellency for informing us that the accouîts for
the past fiscal year will be laid before us; and that we shall be glad to
find that notwithstanding the very considerable reduction in the prices
and volume of many of th" leading imports, the income has exceeded
the expenditu.e chargeable te consolidated revenues.

That we shall reepectfully consider the estimates for the ensuing
year to be submitted to us, and which will be found, we trust, to have
been prepared with due regard to economy.

That Ris Excellency may rest assured that our earnest consideration
will be given to the subjects he bas mentioned, as well as to every mat-
ter which may affect the prosperity and good government of Canada.

Mr. TOWNSHIEND. In rising to second the motion for
an Address in reply to His Excellency's Speech, I beg the
indulgence of the House while I make a few remarks. There
is nothing contained in the Speech from the Throne which is
more deserving of the attention of the flouse and the coun-
try than the reference made to the recent visit of the Brit-
ish Association to this Dominion. The presence in Canada
of a body of such eminent men would, under any circum-
stances, be an advantage to the country at large, but coming
as they did and meeting here, and afterwards visiting every
portion ofthe Dominion, seeking to inform themselves as to
the resources of our country with the same eagerness as they
have displayed in prosecuting scientific enquiries in other
countries, their visit gave to Canada a double advantage.
We find that far from confining themaselves merely to the
objects of their meeting as an association they traversed

this country from one end to the other acquainting them-
selves in the most thorough manner with its resources and
capabilities; *and having obtained that information they
have carried it with them to England and to Europe gen-
erally, dispersing it in all directions in a manner most ad-
vantageous to this country, and in a mode by which, under
no other circumstances, could the sane advantages have
been secured to this Iominion. The utterances of such men
as visited this country with the British Association, such
mon as Sir Richard Temple, Professor Tanner, Professor
Sheldon, Professor Gilbert, General Lefroy and others-
for I have only mentioned a few of the most prominent-
with the fact that they sought this information and
gave it to the British public, cannot but be of immense
advantage to us, because these men speak with authority.
It is with no ordinary pleasure that I have had the
opportunity of perusing some of the letters and speeches
of those gentlemen since their return to the Mother
Country, in which they have spoken in the most glowing
terms of this great Dominion of ours, impressed as they were
with our great agricultural and mineral resources-in fact,
with all the great material resources of this country-to
such an extent as thoroughly to surprise them; and I repeat
that their viows given to the public cannot but be of in-
estimable advantage to us Indeed, I consider that nothing
which has taken place in the history of Canada during the
present century has been of more consequence to the people
of this country than this visit, and it is an event which
speaks well for the intelligence of Parliament and the Gov-
ernment in affording the association so much assistance in
visiting the different parts of this country. There was
nothing that struck me mora forcibly-and I think it must
bave struck almost every one-than the contrast between
the eloquent and truthful statements of these gentlemen-
statements which were made and published by men unbiassed
in the slightest degree-and some of the doleful utterances
which have been spread broadcast through Canada itself.
Sir, the contrast was so striking that it would be hard to
pass over it without comment. These statements by mem-
bers of the association came from men who are utterly
without bias, and without any political ends in view. I
think, Sir, that this country will ever remain under a debt of
deep gratitude to these men who have spoken so well of us
and have taken such pains, even at much cost and trouble to
themselves, to find out what our resources really are, and
what this Canada really contains. Now, Sir, the general
condition of this country is spoken of in His Excellency's
Speech. The revenue, we are told, will again give us a
surplus. I rejoice, and the country must rejoice, that
the days of surplusses are not yet gone by, and, Sir,
this is the more gratifying when it is remembered
that at the last Session of Parliament a considerable reduc-
tion was made in the taxation of the country. I refer
principally to the tax on tobacco, which was reduced from
20 to 12 cents on the pound. This, with some other reduc -
tions, if I remember rightly, was estimated to cause a [oss in
the revenue of over a million dollars ; and yet, Sir, we find,
notwithstanding that, and in spite of the large expenditures
made in the country, that the Government are able to meet
Parliament with the announcement of a surplus. This is the
first year that we have felt the effect of this great reduction
in the taxation. We might also have expected a consider-
able diminution in the revenue from other causes. We know
from the returns that the duties collected on spirits bave
been very much reduced, which I attribute to the greatly
diminished quantity of spirits consumed th-oughout the
length and breadth of the Dominion, owing to the general
temperance sentiment which is happily now prevailing. I
hope, Sir, it may long continue so. N ow, Sir, while on the
subject of revenue, I may be permitted to refer to what
must be a cause of congratulation te this country-the
loan effected in England last summer by the Finance
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Minister-effected on terms, I believe, never obtained by
any colony before, and at a rate of interest lower than we
ever had enjoyed up te this time. As te the details of that
loan, whether it might have been for a larger amount
or whether it was the best which could have been obtained
I say nothing; but this I do know, that eminent financiers
on both sides of the Atlantic have pronounced it an admir-
able transaction; and I think it speaks well for the credit
of this country, and should convince us that we are not
going backwards, that such is the opinion cf men best able
to form a judgment on the matter. Now, Sir, the trade and
commerce of the country have been referred te by His
Excellency. It is true there bas been a certain amount of
depression common to this country with the United States
and Great Britain; but, Sir, we have the consolation of re-
flecting that if there is a depression bore, it is less trying
and less damaging in every respect than in either the
United States or England. Any person who reads the
terrible accounts of the trade depression in England-of
closing factories and unemployed operatives-and the same
thing in the United States, and compares that condition of
affairs with what exists in Canada, must at once be con-
vinced that the trade of this Dominion, if depressed
at the present time, at least rests on sound foundations.
The trade of our country consists chiefly in fisheries, coal
and other mineral products, agricultural and animal pro-
ducts, lumbering and manufacturing. From these we should
find the best index of the condition of the trade of this
country. Now, taking the six months ending the 31st
December, 1884, I find that the exports of the products of
the mines, as compared with the corresponding period in
1883, have increased $683,000, of animals and their pro-
ducts, $1,900,000, of agricultural products, $500,000, and of
manufactures, $45,000; showing a steady increase in the
value of our exports in these important branches of indus-
try in which our people are engaged. This is convincing
evidence that the tendency of the present fiscal tariff
is te broaden and extend the base upon which our com-
mercial prosperity must rest-that instead of having, as
was the case when the former depression overtook the
country, to depend solely upon our agricultural and mining
interests, we have other industries which have beon created
by the present fiscal policy, te supply the deficiencies that
existed. Now, Sir, with regard te our shipping in-
terest. I come from a Maritime Province-a pro-
vince which, I think, is the largest shipping province in
the Dominion ; and, notwithstanding the fact that there is
a decrease amounting, I think, te some $20,000,000 in the
value of the imports and exports of the Dominion during
the past year, yet we find that the tonnage of the sea-going
vessels, inwards and outwards, bas largely inereased. The
increase, I find, amounts to 558,291 tons, showing that a
larger quantity of goods bas been moved during the year
than previously; and the increase, compared with 1879,
reaches the very large amount of 2,712,214 tons. This I
take te be very strong evidence of the soundness of our trade
policy; for I believe I am not wrong in saying that, accord-
ing to eminent statists,'there is no botter evidence of the
soundness of a country's trade than the extent of its inward
and outward shipping. I find alseo that the coasting trade,
notwithstanding the development of railways and low
freights which have prevailed, has steadily and satis-
factorily increased, that trade now amounting to
15,473,000 tons. These figures afford strong testimony
to the healthy state of trade, particularly in connection
with the shipping interest. I had my attention drawn the
other day to a very excellent and clear statement made by
Mr. Fairweather before the Board of Trade in St. John,
N.B., in which ho exhaustively discussed the question of
inter-provincial trade. le gave figures which, I think, were
unknown, or at any rate unappreciated, up te this time.
From his statement we find that the trade between the pro-
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vinces amounts to the very large sum of $16,271,332. Six
years ago, before the introduction of the present fiscal policy,

t our inter-provincial trade amounted to only one-eighth of this
figure. This is a remarkable and healthy state of affairs, and
is clearly the result of the fiscal policy adopted at that time.
From these figures we can draw our own conclusions as to

- what in the near future this trade must grow to. From
the steady increases it bas shown we may expect, when the
great North-West is more fully connected with the Eastern
Provinces, that an infinitely larger trade will spring up
between them and that portion of the Dominion. Now, Sir,
there is one fact in connection with our trade to which I may
be permitted briefly to refer, and that is that the
exports from the Maritime Provinces during the past year
were much larger than the imports. I think the excess for
consumption amounts to $2,137,000; that is the excess of
exports over the imports entered for consumption; while
on the other hand in the Western Provinces the imports
very largely exceed the exports. For those who contend
that the excess of exports over imports is evidence of a
country's prosperity, these figures, I hope, will make them
once and for all appreciate the value of the Maritime
Provinces to the Dominion. When you add to that the fact
that our vessels, sailing in every sea, manned by the expert
and hardy mariners who belong to our provinces-when
you reflect that those vessels are returning to this Dominion
the freights earned by them, you will see that the Maritime
Provinces are a still greater source of wealth to the Do-
minion. Shipbuilding is said to be on the wane; we were
told that that industry would be ruined by the introduction
of the present fiscal policy. Now, I am not in a position to
speak for the other provinces, but I can say for Nova
Scotia that, so far from that being the case, the tonnage is
greater; I eau say that, although the number of vessels has
slightly diminished, the tonnage has actually increased. In
1883 the result of the National Policy was to show that in
Nova Scotia we were building a much larger class of vessels.
In 1883 we built 202 vessels with a tonnsge of 35,765
tons; in 1884, while we only built 175 vessels, the tonnage
was 42,000 tonp, thus showing that so far from that industry
diminishing it is on the increase. The tonnage is also-and
that is another fact worthy of note-the largest tonnage
since 1878. There are some other facts in connection with
this matter to which I will refer further on. I will take
now the fisheries, an interest also connected with my pro-
vince, and I am happy to be able to congratulate the
country on the fact that the catch of fish steadily increases.
Thus, notwithstanding the decrease of prices, the total value
of the catch last year exceeds that of the year previous by
a million dollars. Now that is a satisfactory result for us
in view of the fishing interest, and it bears testimony to the
wisdom of the policy adopted by this House in giving
bounties to fishermen. I find on reference to some reports
that I hold in my hand that the effect of the bounty was
to increase the number of vessels employed in the deep
sea and in-shore fishing. Last year we had about 40 fish-
ing vessels built in the county of Lunenburg alone. An-
other fact, which I also claim as proof of the wisdom of
the policy ofgiving bounties, is that, in 1883, we had 902 ves-
sels against 116 in 1882, an increase of 786 vessels, 26,711
tons, which increase was made up almost entirely from Nova
Scotia, principally in the counties of Lunenburg, Shelburne,
Yarmouth and Digby. iReference has been made in the Speech
to the Hudson's Bay expedition. I have no doubt, from what
we have learned on the subject, that even if that oxpedition
does not realize all the happy results anticipated by this
country-even if all the objects for which it was sont ara
not accomplished-and that we cannot know yet-it will,
in the matter of fisheries, be a large gain to this country.
From reports we have already received we find both in
regard to the salmon and cod fisheries that the Hudson's Bay
expedition will give us important information. In fact it
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has already shown us that in addition to the great sea
pastures which we have, both in the Eastern Provinces and
British Columbia, we will have one more very im-
portant field added in the north. A great deal has been
said with reference to the treaties about to be made be-
tween the United United and Spain. While we would re-
gret being excluded from any advantage we might gain by
trading with the West India Islands on equal Lerms with our
neighbors, yet we must not forget one fact, that we possess
the great fisheries of this continent, and that the United
States have not sufficient to supply their own consumption.
From some figures I have, I find that, in 1881, the Americans
exported $4,742,000 while they imported $5,579,000, show-
ing that they actually have not enough for their own
consumption, and that, should they make these treaties,
they will have to look to us for their supply. In
this connection I may be pardoned for referring to the
Washington Treaty, and expressing a hope that, if, when
the fiehery clauses expire inJune next, they cannot be re-
newed on as- favorable terms as were obtained by our
worLhy chief, the Premier of this Dominion, at Washington,
formerly, such measures will be taken as will guard and
protect this our national heritage. I may be permitted to
add one thing more. We have another industry in the Mari-
time Provinces which we trust may be protected at the
same time. I refer to our great coal industries, and I can-
not forbear expressing the hope that the United States may
remove duties from the coal, thus enabling our great col-
lieries to immensely increase their output. I hope for this,
unless, indeed it would have the effect of raising the price
of coal in Ontario by enabling the Pennsylvania coal own-
ers to increase their price. I find that the total exports of
animals and animal products for this year is some $24,500,-
00v, making an increase of over $3,000,000 as compared
with 1883, and that for the past six months the increase in
this export is $1,875,000, showing a much larger increase
than in the previous year. While on that subje3t and referring
to the immense importance of that industry to the people
of this Dominion-becoming, as it must, greater year by
year as the North-West is more settled and developed-I
cannot help alluding to the vigorous and wise action of my
predecessor in the representation of Cumberland, Sir Charles
Tupper, who so ably represents this country in England,
and whose wise management has done so much to assist and
improve this trade. Taking into consideration the large
ranches now existing in the North-West and the millions of
dollars that have been invested in that industry, we can
hardly estimate the immense importance it is going to b
to this country. But, Sir, there is one thing that we may
anticipate. Perhaps it may be received with an incrodulous
smile by some persons, but I believe the day is not far
distant, when communication is effectually made between
theNorth-West and the Eastern Provinces, when we shall
have the cattle bred and fed on those ranches in the North-
West brought to the shores of the Bay of Fundy and fatten-
ed on the marshes which surround its borders, thus enabling
them to be transported to England with the least loss of
flesh, which is the great difficulty that now exists in
bringing the cattle from so great a distance. The
lumbering industry, it is true, is to a certain extent
depressed. That is a matter which is beyond the con-
trol of any fiscal policy. What the Government could
do has been doue by enabling the lumbermen to obtain
their supplies at the very lowest rates. On examining the
returns, however, it will be found that the volume of
exports from the forests is actually greater during the past
year than in the previous year, while we know the
price has been less. This is convincing evidence of the fact
that our hardy lumbermen are receiving employment,
although those interested in buying from them may not
receive such large returns. It is also a matter of congratu-
lation to us that the latest reports show that the market is
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rising. I find that the export of manufactures during the
past fiscal year is greater than in the previous one, and
during the past six months it has been proportionately
larger than for the previous twelve months. This, Sir,
shows that this important industry, the creation, we may
almost say, of the National Policy, is not in such a depressed
state as we were led to suppose. I can only refer, in sup-
port of this, to the remarks made by the Finance Minister
recently in Toronto, as very satisfactory evidence on that
point. He showed that the artisans have increased since
the introduction of the protective policy 9,500 a year, while
during the previous ten years tho inerease was only 6,500.
Take that statement in connection with Bradstreet's, where
we find that the decrease of artisans and mechanics in the
United States was 130 for everyl0,000,while in Canada it was
only 65 in ten thousand during the same period. In the
matter of immigration-although it is true that there is a
falling off, owing, as Ris Excelloncy says, to various causes
to which I need not now allude-we find that a much better
class of substantial settlers is coming amongst us, and be-
coming permanent residents. I find the total number of im-
migrant settlers is, in round numbers, 100,000 for the past
year. I think these few facts which I have been enabled to
give to the House will verify the first statement in His Excel-
lency's Speech, when he says that the "commercial pros-
perity, although it has to some extent shared in the depres-
sion which has prevailed in Great Britain and in the neigh-
boring Repnblic, rests upon foundations which no temporary
or partial disturbance can remove." Reference is made to
the railways in the North-West. Now, Sir, we can all appre-
ciate the immense value which the North-West is to this
country. It is not for me to descant on that subject, but I
do believe that, if the North-West is important to the Do-
minion, it is equally important that everything should bc
done by Parliament to help and develop that country. It is to
be remembered that every extra cent of freight which the
farmers have to pay for want of railway communication
in that country handicaps them in the English market.
The country can congratulate itself upon the near comple-
tion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, that great trunk line
which we must regard as a national achievement of which
every Canadian may be proud. I regard it as a work, not
only of importance to Canada, but to England and to the
Empire itself, and we may expeet at no distant day that it
will form the great highway from England to her Eastern
possessions. While we are fully convinced that Parliament
has done well to aid railways in the North-West, there are
some railway matters in connection with the Maritime Pro-
vinces to which I beg leave to refer. Parliament gave large
assistance to railway communication throughout the North-
West, and at the same time some compensation to the
Maritime Provinces was given by subsidising our railways.
Respecting the construction of the road from the Inter-
colonial to Louisburg through the Island of Cape Breton, the
flouse will learn with regret that the company have failed
to carry out the object Parliament had in view. I am sorry
to have to say that the people are suffering in consequence
of the default of that company, but I trust I am fully justified
in believing that ere the Session closes, such provision will
have been made by the Government, either by negotiation
or legislation, as will remove all cause of discontent and
lead to the early completion of that road to the Port of
Louisburg in Cape Breton. Now there are many other
matters in the Speech, but I do not propose to allude to
them at any length. The franchise, for instance, is of great
importance to this country, and it is time that it should be
dealt with. Hlaving, as we now have, different franchises
on which members are elected to this House, it is impor-
tant those franchises should be made uniform, and any mea-
sure of that kind, I have no doubt, will have ample consid-
eration. The revision of the Statutes, also, is a matter of
great importance to the country. The subject of a bank-
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ruptcy law, we must all admit, is a difficult one to deal with
-a most difficult subject, indeed, to deal with. It has been
found so in the United States ; it has been found so in Eng-
land; and I can only trust that any measure that may be
brought forward in reference to that subject, will have a
just and proper regard to the relations between debtor and
creditor. The exhibitions at Antwerp and London are also
matters of great importance to this country, and as they
will be an excellent advertisement of the country's re-
sources, it is our duty to encourage manufacturers and
others to show the world what our country eau do. In
conclusion, Sir, I cannot forbear referring to the
gratification we must all feel at finding still at the
head' of the Government of this country the dis-
tinguishel leader of the Liberal-Conservative party,
who, with undiminished vigor, is still able to sustain
the responsibilities of his office. It was with feelings of
gratification that the people of this country, from one end
to the other, heard of the honors conferred upon him by
Her Majesty; and I think I am sale in saying that through-
out this Dominion the hope is indulged that he may long
be spared to preside over, and guide, and guard the destinies
of this great Dominion of ours.

Mr. BLAKE. I have to congratulate my hon.
friends who have just addressed the House on the manner
in which they have discharged their somewhat difficult and
onerous task. It is true that we observed at some stages
slight signs of hesitation, but upon the whole, if I were
asked to say in what particular art of oratory they have
most shown their abilities to-day, I should say it was in the
euphemistic and hyperbolic style. We have heard an
account of the country, we have heard an account of its
progress and prosperity, we have heard an account of its
condition, which we should be only too glad if we could
adopt as correct, but which, unfortunately, from the point
of view from which we look at that condition, from the
facts which are visible to our eyes, from the accounts which
reach our cars, we are utterly unable to assent to; and I must
repeat my congratulations to my hon. friends, having
undertaken the task of seconding and bettering the expres-
sions in the Speech, that they have been able to go through
their business with so much gallantry, and, upon the whole,
with se little hesitation. I am sorry that we are met so late.
I had hoped that after the promise made the Session before
last, and which was very measurably kept last Session, we
should have adhered to the notion of coming here as soon as
our friends and colleagues from the most distant parts of
the Dominion could reach Ottawa, after passing their Chri.t-
mas week at home. I believe that that is the most con-
venient time for the discharge of the legislative business of
the Dominion, and it is a very important thing for us that
that business should be discharged at the period at which it
can, with the least inconvenience to the country, and to the
menbers who compose the Legislature, be discharged. I
trust that we shall not on future occasions go further into the
year than to-day, but rather that our future Sessions may
commence at the time at which the hon. gentleman brought
us together last year, if not a few days earlier. I join in the
congratulations which have been addressed to the House in
the gracious Speech, and referred to slightly by the hon.
gentlemen who have moved and seconded the Answer, as
to the abundant harvest which, no doubt, has been a very
great blessing. I have not observed upon this occasion a
repetition of those further eulogies with reference to har-
vests which have accompanied some former Ministerial
utterances upon that subject. I recollect very well the
occasion of a Ministerial demonstration in the western part
of this province a few years ago-I think in honor of the
Minister of Public Works-when a thon member of Parlia-
ment representing an Ontario constituency, declared that
ho had voted for, and intended to support, the Government
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that had raised the price of wheat from 77 cents to $1.40.
He did, I admit, vote for and support that Government,
whether upon those or other grounds I know not. He was
faithful, and he has received his reward. He no longer
adorns these benches, at least during the sitting of the
House, but ho receives a handsome salary for inspecting
the Colonization Companies of the North-West. I dare
say, under similar circumstances, some other hon. members,
with similar expectations, may be induced to say that the
price of wheat is to-day satisfactory ; but that stretclh of
audacity has not yet prevailed in this House. And we are
told besides, in effect, that we are enjoying commercial
prosperity as well as a good harvest ; and the hon. mem-
ber for Beauce (Mr. Taschereau), several times felicitated
us upon the condition of the country. fle opened his
speech with felicitating us on our general prosperity, and
he said he could not do better than close it with a repeti-
tion of the same felicitation. It is admitted, indeed, that
we have a share, a slight share, a modest share h4rdly
worth mentioning, to be mentioned only in a whisper at all
events, in the depression which is said to prevail in the
neighboring Republic and also in Great Britain. But we
are told that we are ever so much better off than
they are-the great exemplars of Free Trade on the
one hand, and of Protection on the other. We
have, I presume, reached the happy medium with
respect to our fiscal policy. We are, I suppose, just
right. They protect too much in the United States, and s
their depressions are deeper; they protect too little in
England, and so their depressions are deeper; but happy
Canada, its financial destinies presided over by the hon.
gentleman who smiles so blandly upon me, and who, no
doubt, would smile in the same way on a platform in St.
John, if h happened to be there to-day,-I say happy Can-
ada has found the medium. She neither indulges in Free
Trade nor does she indulge in Protection, and so, by conse-
quence of that the depression is ever so much lighter. But
there is a depression. lt is now acknowledged. it was
faintly denied last year. I remember, two or three years
before, the hon. Minister of Finance prophesied -standing
as he does on a great eminence, with means and sources of
information not available to the general public, responsible
as he is, at least to some extent for giving the tone and turn
to public opinion, which is important in theso respects-
ton years of prosperity, and invited those who might trust
in him to clap on all sail for that time and thon to take it
in. Last year he offered us a modified prosperity. Three
years had elapsed so be did not offer us the ten years thon;
but he gave us seven years, to date from last Session. It was
not absolute prosperity, it was not an all-sail kind of pros-
perity; you were to take in a reof or two, and if only you
took in a reef or two, and were prudent, you would get seven
years of prosperity. Well, we bave had one year of the
hon. gentleman's half-breed prosperity; we have had one
year of going under reduced canvas, and I am afraid in too
many instances with masts gone and running under jury
masts, and in some other instances with wrecks on diverts
rocks and reefs, some of which were created by the hon.
gentleman himself. I say we have had that little time, and
now we are told that there is depression, but that it is only
a modified depression. What a contrast that is to the ton
years of full-sail prosperity, and oven to the seven yeai-s of
modified prosperity promised last year ! What a contrast
the condition of the country presents in the light of the pro-
mises made by the hon. gentleman just before the General
Election of 1882! What do we hear to-day of the increasing
industries which were to be established, provided he se-
cured the verdict which the hon. gentleman solicited and
which he obtained upon the faith of fallacious promises
made in 1882? The hon. the First Minister speaking in
Toronto, said :
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"I tell you th:s, and this is not a matter of supposition but of certainty

and knowledge on my part, that there are millions of dollars waiting to
be invested in Canada, millions in England and large sums in the United
States waiting to be invested in every kind of industry, in mines and
manufactures of every kind. "

And thon a little later ho said:
l All that is wanted by capitalists in Canada, England, and the:United

States, aye, in France and Germany, is to learn whether the country is
of the fixed, constant opinion that the National Policy shall be continued
as settled in 1878."

He promised us, not as a matter of speculation, not as a
matter of expectation, not as a matter of belief, not
as a matter of calculation as were the hon. Finance
Minister's promises of continued prosperity,not as a matter of
supposition, but of certainty and knowledge, that if he
got the verdict which a few weeks afterwards he did get,
we would see not merely a continuance of the exist-
ing industrial activity, not merely a continuance of exist-
ing industrial investment, but an enormous influx of
capital in addition, to be invested in varions industries.
Where are they ? I ask again, where are those millions
which the hon. gentleman certified to us as a matter of
absol ute certainty would be here if ho was retained in power ?
The gracious Speech assures us that our commercial pros-
perity rests upon foundations which no temporary or partial
disturbance can remove. There is a sense in which I agree
to that proposition. I am glad to do so, because I do not
desire to move an amendment to the Speech. There is a
sense, I say, in which I agree to that proposition. Such
commercial prosperity as in this country we can enjoy does
rest on permanent foundations. It rests on the land and on
the sea. It rests upon the fertility of the soi], upon our
agricultural products, upon our great timber resources,
upon our minerals, upon our ships, upon our fisheries; but
important and large as all these interests are, it rests, and
will for many generations mainly rest in Canada, upon the
land. And it depends, these being the foundations, upon
the well-applied energy and industry of our people and the
frugality of their expenditure. If those energies and abili-
ties and that frugality are properly applied we shall
grow in trade, commerce and manufactures. But the hon.
gentleman obviously reads the Speech in another way. It
is not upon these great foundations to which I have re-
ferred, which the hon. Finance Kinister may indeed shape,
which he may indeed to some extent interfere with. but it
is upon Acts of Parliament that he thinks our trade and com-
merce and prosperity depend. We should, circumstanced
as we are, having gone through a very long period of liqui-
dation, of depression, of economy, during which all the
weak hmuses in business were eliminated, and having made
a fresh start a very little while ago, we should, in the
natural and ordinary course of things, have had a right to
expect, not indeed the Finance Minister's promised duration
of prosperity, but we had a right to expect a very consider-
able number of years of extraordinary prosperity. That
is what past events,. and the experience of different
commercial countries, would have indicated to us. What
we have got is a 1oo brief gleam of prosperity. What
we obtained by the hon. gentleman's arrangement was
not an increased permanence of that prosperity but an
abbreviation of it. It las been contracted, its term bas been
shortened, and difficulties have been created by the system
which ho lauds as the very foundation of prosperity itself.
How has this been done ? Disturbances the hon. gentle-
man speaks of. He talks of temporary and partial disturb-
ances. There have been disturbances not very partial but
pretty general-not very temporary, for they have lasted a
good while. There have been disturbances which he as
created. There bas been the disturbance of a high, an
excessive taxation. There has been the disturbance of an
unequal, an unjust taxation. There has been the disturbance
of a sectional taxation. There bas been the disturbance of
an unnecessary amount of taxation. There has been an
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unnecessary withdrawal of the people's earnings from the
conduct of the people's business. There has been a diver-
sion and a lock-up of money, causing an entire loss and
annihilation of capital as an effect of his polhcy. There have
been great inflation and speculation promoted by the hon.
gentleman's policy. There has been an unnatural stimulus
administered to certain favored industries, giving to them
a brief opportunity of fleecing the public with the higher
rates they were enabled to charge while they were practical
monopolies, and producing, natural, inevitable, predicted
results at a time even earlier than we might have expected
them. These disturbances are due not to visitations from
on high; they are not due to the natural difficulties of our
situation. They are due to the action of this Government
and the preceding and present Parliament. It is natural,
under the circumstances to which I have alluded, that the
hon. gentleman should propose to press upon our attention
a bankruptcy or insolvency law. It was the natural out-
crop of his policy. lie las delayed it as long as ho could,
but he feels that the situation is so serions that that
measure must be brought into the prominence which
all measures receive when they are introduced in the Speech
from the Throne. We are told that Canadian boards of
trade and English chambers of commerce alike have
pointed out the necessity of such a measure. We were
quite familiar with the views of Canadian boards of trade.
1hey have been pressed upon us for more than one Session
past. Strong representations bave been made by
the principal boards-the Montreal board, the Toronto board
-and, I think, one of the lon. gentlemen from Moutrual
introduced last Session a Bill, based on a report or pro-
posal by the board of trade of his city, and we know
the active course which las been pursued by some of our
western boards. They did not have much effect; but I
observe by the papers that the First Minister has taken a
trip to the other side of the water and has seen there some
of the English chambers of commerce. The Finance
Minister has also seen them, and I am glad to know that
their representations have had more effect than the repre-
sentations of our home-made boards of trade, and that they
have given so much attention to the subject as is involved
in suggesting its consideration in the Speech. The First
Minister, indeed, in that country, in which it seems there is
something in the air-I do not know what it may be-
which makes our tongues wag a little wildly sometimes,
told one of the chambers he addressed, that we were prin-
cipally a rural population, with the prejudices of a rural
population ; that we naturally represented those prejudices
ourselves, and of course there were diffieulties i passing
such a law. If we were an urban population, if we had the
superior intelligence and knowledge of affairs which
belong to urban populations, there would be no difficulty in
the matter; but having only poor homespun country
people for our constituents and representing them in
this House, there were difficulties in carrying ont
the measure. However, he said he would do what ho could
with us; he would do his best to open our eyes and remove
these scales of prejudice from our vision. And I suppose he
has satisfied himself that if his influence is so great, and in-
deed I observe that the Secretary of State has said l'état,
c'est moi-that he will do what he will-and I suppose from
the utterances of the hon. gentleman that ho las decided that
he will do what ho will in this matter. Now there were glori-
fications on this subject some time ago when, after a long
period of depression, the threat of the removal from the
Statute Book of the existing bankruptcy Act had frightened
all the weak houses into, in some cases; premature assign-
ments. We had pointed out to us as the effect of the
policy of the Administration the short bead roll of the
bankruptcies and insolvencies when they were something
between six and eight millions for a period of three years.
In 1883 they became heavy, though not so heavy as in the
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old days, and they beeame very heavy in 1884. The list of
liabilities for 1883 was about $15,900,000 while for 1884 they
were about $819,000,000, and these figures become still more
remarkable when we look at the distribution of the bank-
ruptcies by Provinces. Quebec has fared mach botter in
this regard in 1884 than in 1883. The Province of
Manitoba has fared better still, for if I rightly recol-
lect its insolvency liabilities amounted to only about one-
fourth of the liabilities for the year before. But the
other Provinces, Ontario, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and
Prince Edward Island, present very different features. The
liabilities for Ontario, in 1883, are stated at $4,700,000 ;
for 1884, $9,600,000. Nova Scotia, 1883, $1,075,000 ; in
1884, $2,075,000. In New Brunswick, in 1883, the liabilities
were $750,000, and in 1884, $1,675,000. The liabilities in
Prince Edward Island in 1883 were $40,000, and in 1884,
$150,000. In all cases I have given the round figures, and
they make a gross result for 1883 in these four provinces
of $6,550,000, and in 1884, $14,400,000, an increase of
about 140 per cent. As to the numbers, I observe that the
hon. First Minister the other day stated that we compared
faverably in that respect with the United States. But that
was a statement made on very inaccurate information
indeed, because the number in proportion to the number of
traders in Canada was one in fifty, while in the United
States it was only one in eighty-four; and it would be difficult
even for my bon. friend from Beauce (Mr. Taschereau) or
my bon. friend from Cumberland (Mir. Townshend) to make
out that that was a sign of comparative prosperity. The
bank returus show similar results. The current commer-
cial loans have decreased over eighteen and a-half millions
between 1882 and 1884, and the larger portion has taken
p lace in 1883. Overdue debts have more than doubled
between 1t82 and 1884. They were $3,190,000 in 188,
and $4,400,000 in 1883, and $6,440,000 in the year which
bas just expired. The circulation has decreased more than
four and a-half millions between 1882 and 1884; public de-
posits have decreased about the same amount in the same
period. Government deposits have decreased about one
half-in fact we do not know where the money has gone.
On the whole I maintain, notwithstanding the smooth
phrases of my h:n. friend, that the condition of the country
in the large is one of dulness and depression ; of stagnation,
of short hours, of reduced wages, of reduced opportunities
for working men, of lost capital, of vanished opportunities,
of hard times generally, and hardest chieffy in those
industries which were but a while ago the chief and prime
glories of the hon. gentleman's fiscal policy. Take
the cotton industry. In New York the First Minister
was candid enough, I observe, to admit that there was a
little trouble in cotton, but when he got to England he
almoet forgot the existence even of that trouble, and said
there was a condition of tolerable general prosperity. Take
the iron industry; take the sugar industry; take important
branches of the woollen industry. I will give as an example
the general production of knitted goods. All these were
cases for the application of unbounded praise but a short
time ago to the fiscal policy of the Administration, which
had, it was said, revived and almost recreated these indus-
tries, and put them in a position of stability, permanence,
and great prosperity. What is their condition to-day ?
What has it been for the past year? Does any man doubt
that there has been an immense permanent loss of capital
in the cotton industry ? Does any man doubt that there lias
been an unproductive diversion of capital in that
industry, as well as in the industry of knitted goods ?
There is another great industry-an industry which if
you take the output, may be said to be almost the
largest - the milling industry. I do not perceive
that the millers are entirely contented with the present
tariff. The degree of protection the bon. gentleman has
given them does not seem to satisfy them. On the contrary,
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they seem to be so blind as to suppose that they are dis-
criminated against. They are so foolish as to allege that
there is a positive premium placed on the importation of
flour in place of wheat from the United States; and I see
that they are presenting a petition, whether.to the Govern-
ment or the Parliament I know net, asking that the duty on
flour should be raised to a dollar a barrel, and I observe
that the Finance Minister has more than once stated lately
that serious consideration would have to be given to the
difficulties of the milling industry. Ilaving stated so much
generally with reference to the condition of the country, I
would alUude again to the City of St. John. It is the con-
stituency of the Finance Minister, and in its fate and fortune
he is no doubt specially interested. 1 do not believe things
have been se bad in the City of St. John for forty years as
they have been in the last year, and I do not believe the
hon. gentleman would find his old and faithful friends
in that city rally around him in support of his
policy as they might do in support of himself indi-
vidually. I believe they have had amongst the
saddest and most difficult experiences of the failure
of the hon. gentleman's policy to do the great things which
ho promised it would do. Take the capital city of Nova
Scotia, the City of Halifax, and ascertain what its condition
is. Ascertain in each case what the condition of tho
specially-protected industry is. Look at the cotton indus-
try of St. John; look at the cotton industry of Halifax, the
sugar industry ofiHalifax, the West Indian trade of Halifax
which this policy was going to do so much to develop. Go
te the far West, and look at the City of Winnipeg, and what
is its condition this year as compared with the last ? Manu-
factures, of course, have net been developed there; but
take the returns of Customs duties, of populations, of assess-
ment, take the general condition of the people, and tell us
whether Winnipeg has prospered. And se, whether yon go
to the far East or to the far West on this side of the Rocky
Mountains, can you find prosperity ? Take the old City of
Quebec, and notwithstanding the statement of the bon.
member for C umberland that the timber and ship-building
industries are flourishing in Nova Scotia, I ask what is
the condition of these industries in Quebec ? There is
another view, however, not quite so pleasant, which the
hon. gentleman overlooked when ho told us of the change
that has taken place in the system of construction of ships in
Nova Scotia, and that is, that it is found that the ships of
the tonnage formerly prevalent can no longer live, that they
cannot do a business te keep then afloat, and that vessels of
larger tonnage for longer voyages have to be constructed.
There bas been a change in the system owing to a change
in the times. In the long struggle between steam and sail
and between wood and iron, it is found that the only chance
for wood must be in vessels of large tonnage and built for
long voyages, and if so ships constructed before that change
took place must be doing an unprofitable business. So,
when the hon. member for Cumberland spoke of the large
amount of tonnage employed, and said it was in an active
condition, I must say ho surprised me, because it is the
common talk of the world that there bas never been a time
when tonnage was so unprofitable as it has been uin the last
year. It is certain that there has been a great over-
production in the world's tonnage. It is also certain that
freights were never lower and that ships are carrying
freights at prices which cannot pay. It happenel only
the other day that there were tenders for carrying a
certain lot of stuff from Liverpool te London, and an
Atlantic liner agreed to carry it by way of New York for
six shillings. That is the state of the shipping industry of
the world when the hon. member for Cumberland finds
cause for congratulation in the state of the shipping indus-
try of Nova Scotia. The hon. member having told us that
his province was flourishing so greatly, it was natural that
out of the abundance of bis heart ho should have had regard
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for the.poor Province of Ontario. I thank him for his con-
sideration when, in expressing the hope that the article of
coal should be admitted free into the United States, ho
coupled with it the reservation that he would have regard
for the Province of Ontario, and that he should not like to
have the price increased there by the removal of the pre-
sent duty on that article imported from the United States.
I do not know whether the hon. member's remark was
serious or a joke. If a joke he will allow me to say that it
was not a very good one; if serious, I will not waste time
upon it. To go a little farther west than Montreal, take the
town of Cornwall, one of the glories of the National Policy,
a place the hon. Minister of Finance was good enough to
visit shortly after the election of 1882, and find what the
condition of the main industry in that town is. Go to the
City of Kingston, to Cobourg, to Oshawa; go even to
Toronto, which has exceptional opportunities of prosperity
and growth, and which has fortunately only a few pro-
tected industries. It is true we have a couple. We
have the bolt works, but they are shut up-yes, they
bolted, as my hon. friend from Jast York (Mr. Mackenzie)
says; we have also the glucose works, but they were
never opened. Other industries we have, and they are
in a happier condition. Thon take Hamilton, Dundas,
London, St. Catharines, Guelph, Chatham-it would be
too tedious, Sir, to prolong the list, but with very few ex-
ceptions you will find that the story of the cities and towns
and industrial centres of Canada is the same everywhere.
It varies in degree, but it is the same in kind; it is one of1
difficulty and depression instead of life and animation. No1
wonder. The bon. gentleman, as I have said, has done
what he could to disarrange the natural progress and growth1
of these industries, and we have in the lumbering industry,1
the farming industry and, notwithstanding the statementsî
of the hon. member for Cumberland, the fishing and ship-î
ping industries, great sources of difficulty, owing to thisE
process of disarrangement. You could not give that perma-i
nent prosperity you talked of, but you could take it away,î
you could shorton it, and that you have done. The Speech
rather regrets than otherwise the diminution in importa, but1
it announces, I observe, that notwithstanding that circum-1
stance and notwithstanding the lessened prices and volumet
of imports, the revenue exceeds the expenditure. At ther
close of the financial year a surplus was announced of about1
$1,600,000-$700,000 from the other sources of the revenue
and $900,Q00, in round figures, from Dominion lands. TheL
expenditure on Dominion lands was omitted, and I am a
afraid it was very large, but as the bon, gentleman chargesa
it to capital account, ho finds it is of no account at t
all. We borrow the money to pay for the expenditure i
on Dominion lands which I am afraid was about $700,000. f
This would leave a modest margin of $200,000 as the net p
revenue from Dominion lands instead of $900,000: or if E
you leave your revenue from Dominion lands intact, it n
would absorb the surplus from all other sources. Perhaps (
I am uncharitable, but I suspect the hon. gentleman of d
having put to capital account some of those railway aids -v

which we have been granting so lavishly out of our revenues, 1
from time to time, until to-day; and I shall look with some c
anxioty for the production of the Public Accounts to see t
whether this surplus, small as it is, compared with former &
surplusses which the bon. gentleman gloried in, is real or t
in large part fictitious. With reference to the question, &
adverted to in the Speech, of the lessened price of importa, s
it is to be remembered that that circumstance is not of such
great importance under the prosent as under the old ad a
valorem tariff, because there is now a very large proportion i
of the duties specific, and yon pay the same duty to that g
extent, however cheaply the goods may be bought. But t
this is also to be remembered, that your revenue-although c
you very noarly produce an equilibrium-is still very large. t
ln 1879 and 1880 the imports were from eighty-two to r

eighty-six and a half million dollars, and the hon. Minister
said they were too large and ought to be reduced. He said
that one of the great sources of evil and difficulty in this coun-
try had been the expansion of imports; he congratulated as
on their being down to these figures, but ho wanted to
break them down still further in order to make things safe
and lidy and comfortable. Now in this year of reduced
imports they are still 830,000,000 to $35,000,000 more than
they were in the year when the hon. gentleman said they
were too large, so that it is not for you, whose policy it
was to make the imports smaller than $85,000,000, to con-
gratulate yourselves, because they are $35,000,000 more
than what you said was too much. If, on the one hand,
the imports have decreased and the revenue has diminished,
on the other hand the hon. gentleman is getting back slowly
to his policy which was to have less than $85,000,000. But
about the same time the hon. gentleman denounced the
adverse balance of trade and gloried very much in the cir-
cumstance that in one year that adverse balance had been
turned the other way, and I recollect well how the Minis-
terial organs generally crowed over that event. The good
time had come and we were going to keep it up. We were
going to keep up our exports and to keep down our
imports. Well, that bas not happened. At the time that
the hon. gentleman said he did it, he had succeeded, in
pursuance of his policy, in Po arranging that he had,
I think, one or two millions excess of exports over imports
and he was happy. But if his policy is to be measured
by his statement at that time, what sort of value must
be given to it when there is an adverse balance of
$.5,000,000? In 1878 he declared $13,000,000 was about
the sum required for Customs duties to carry on the
public service, and in 1881 lie gloried in having obtained
a revenue of eighteen and a-half millions, which was
a very handsome revenue and produced a very large
surplus. This year the hon. gentleman has a Customs
revenue of more than twenty 'millions, or more than one
and a-half million greatur than in the year 1881, when he
got this eighteen and a-half millions which produced so
large a surplus as the surplus of that year. Yet we
learn now that the hon. gentleman almost seems to regret
the revenue is reduced, and says that notwithstanding its
reduction ho is still able to produce a modest surplus.
Well, I admit the growth of Canada in one respect ;
we have grown in many things, in various degrees,
but there is one thing alone in which it may be
said we have grown enormously-a growth, I think,
almost too grent to be natural and wholesome, though
the hou, gentleman has thought differently. What I re-
fer to is the amount of money we take out of the people in
the way of Customs-an amount which has increased 50
per cent. Whether we have grown equally in any other re-
spect, except in our ability to extract from the people their
national life, I leave to the most ardent supporters of the
Government, not to assert but to establish. Our public
debt has increased very largely; we shall get the account
very soon. With the engagements of the year preceding, and
ooking to those engagements which are to be added in the
coming year, it is clear that there must be an increase of
he public debt to a very large extent. That general result
affected our credit. Notwithstanding the great commenda-
ion of hon, gentlemen opposite on the great loan, we find it
drags ; we find that it is a drug in the market; we find it
tated in an important London paper the other day that a
portion of it was taken by a few persons who hold it still,
as they have been unable to unload. And that
s the condition of things, arranged by the hon.
gentleman, in which we have to effect the important opera-
ion of exchanging a very large proportion of our Ù per
ent. debt in a very few months. I hope, however, Sir,
hat whatever else the hon. gentleman may have done with
reference to our finances, ho las been more careful of hie
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investments than he was last year. I trust he has not in-
vested any more money in banks like the Exchange Bank,
and that no item of that description will reappear in
our Public Accounts as an investment. All the circum,
stances which have since become manifest to the general
public with reference to the disgraceful management of that
institution throw light upon what ought to have been the
conduct and the policy of the Administration, when they
lent, under the peculiar circumstances under which they
did lend, that sum at the time at which they did lend it;
and I cannot but conceive that the hon. gentleman will
have a very difficult task, even in this House and to this
louse, in vindicating, with that added light, his conduct in
that transaction. We seam to have stopped a good many
gaps. We seem to have filled up many voids. We
seem te have handed over to Mr. Craig some 8$0,000
I think it was, and I sùppose that settled that
little gap that was made in that anomalous account which
placed a sum of $6,500, I think it was, to the credit of the
Conservative election committee. I forget which division
of Montreal it was, but I dare say the hon. member to whom
it belongs wll rise and say. Now, Sir, it was in this state
of tbings with reference to the country that the First
Minister in England in November last declared that
at that juncture there were no industries materially suffer-
ing and that every industrious man could get a good day's
pay for a good day's work. It is indeed quite true that
the hon. gentleman has assumed a new rôle. Who does not
remember the diatribes that were uttered against my hon.
friend from East York (Mr. Mackenzie), and those whoacted
with him when they modestly said that they thought it was of
some consequence to Canada that it should be a cheap
country to live in ? Who does not remember that we were
almost told it was a disreputable thing to have a cheap
country to live -in-cheap and nasty-that what was
wanted was a dear country to live in and plenty of money
to pay the high prices ? That was the argument,
and it was said that the argument to the contrary, of
its being of soma consequence that the prices of com-
modities should be low and that people should pay as
little as possible for what they wanted, was a despicable
argument, an argument to be swept away by hon,
gentlemen opposite. But it is his argument to-day. He
repeats on two occasions the statement that we are suffering
to-day from too great plenty. There is too much wheat in
the country and so wheat and flour are too cheap; there is
too much cotton in the country, enough for three times as
many people as there are, and so we are suffering because
cotton is too cheap; and so forth and so forth. Well, in
part, of course, this is due to that general roduction of values
which the hon. gentlem n mentions in the Speech itseif,
which he declares exists, and which applies necessarily to
imports and, by reflex action, to a considerable extent to
home manufactures. For example, sugar. I read the report
the other day of the Connal stores in Glasgo v for the close of
the year, and I find from it that for the last few weeks of
the year a fair quantity of yellow sugar was retailed in
Glasgow at a penny a pound, and it was not due to the
fiscal policy of Great Britain, in the way of protection at ail
events, that that was achieved. But I hear hon. gentlemen
talking about relatively cheap sugar, not relatively
cheap as compared with the price in England,
but as compared with the price here a little
while ago, and declaring that this is the result
of their tiscal policy here. But the affect of these values
being reducod, as far as their policy has affected them, is
that, instead of there being a slaughter of the foreign goods
to the prejudice of the foreign maker, there is a slaughter
of the domestic goods to the disadvantage of the domestic
maker. We have brought to our own doors, to our own
homes, and amongst ourselves an unnecessary and abnormal
degree of demoralization of trade, of depression of values,
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and of difficulty. The consumer is reaping a temporary
advantage, it may be, which we know will not be a per-
manent one, which will very soon be disposed of; but, in
the pleantime what has happened to the industries the hon.
gentlemen were so anxious to protect and secure, and to
the workingmen whose wages are reduced, whose numbers
are diminished, whose heurs of remunerative toil are
shortened ? What is wanted in some of these industries is a
blessing of some kind or another. There are natural bless-
ings which may relieve the hon. gentleman. A flood or a
fire would relieve him. If we could sell some of our sur-
plus cotton manufactories to an insurance company, it
would relieve him. If we had a violent storm of some kind
that would carry them away, that would help the thing a
little bit. Short of that, if what we hear is to be believed,
we want a ring or a combination by which half the
machinery can be kept idle and the other half worked; by
which the operatives may be cut off to the extent of one
half in numbers, the rest worked, and the ger oral consumer
may be obliged, by the effect of the high tariff, te pay such
a price as will remunerate the capitalist in respect, first, of
the millihe is working, and, secondly, of the mill he is
keeping idle. These are the things we want, and in regard
to cotton and knitted goods I observe that there is somo
hope of something of the kind being accomplished. It is a
difficult matter te accomplish, it takes time to arrange, and
afterwards very often it is broken. Still, it is getting along,
and by means of these natural or these artificial blessings it
is possible that the hon. gentleman may be able to report
some improvement in some of these industries on some other
and happier day. While this is the condition of matters,
we hear nothing now about the foreign trade. Oh, I beg the
hon. member for Cumberland's pardon -we did hear a little
of it from him-we heard that the export of manufactures
had increased by $13,000 over the previous year. Has the
hon. gentleman taken the average of the years before the pre-
sent fiscal tariff and compared it with the average of the years
under the present tariff, which was to developour manufac-
tures, and promote our trade ? If he does so, ho will find
the comparison gives a very different result. I know not
the figures for the last six months. No doubt he bas stated
them correctly, but the excess which he gives, not an excess
over the figures of the old days, but an excess over those of
1883, is no indication of the improvement of trade. We
heard in the past a great deal of the efforts made to encour-
age trade with foreign nations. We have appointed igh
Commissioners, first one and then another, specially to ac-
complish that object. We have had missions to France,
Spain and elsewhere with the same view. As yet, however,
there bas been no result that we can ascertain, and I am
entitled te assume, in the absence of any statement to-day
in the Speech from the Throne, that there is no result-that
there is nothing to be communicated to us. So with refer-
ence te that which is of course aiso foreign trade, but which
naturally assumes an exceptional prominence in our eyes
-reciprocity with the United States--we hear nothing
except the statement that we are not to move, that we
are te do nothing, that we are not to approach
them, that we, must wait until they approach us.
It was our view, and we emphasised it last Session by a
vote, that the expiry of the articles of the Washington
Treaty rendered it prudent to enter into negotiations with
the United States upon the subject of the fishery arrange-
monts between the two countries, and in connection with
that the subject of' reciprocal trade between the two coun-
tries. The hon. gentleman caused that resolution to be
amended; ho declared it was inopportune, and the policy
of masterly inactivity seems to have been pursued until
now. We drifted along without effort, that we know of,
that we are told of, to secure botter relations than are
likely to occur from the policy of drifting. Now the hon.
gentlemen who have spoken, having found grounds for con-
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gratulation as to the past, and as to the present, found it
very easy to be congratulatory as to the future. I am not
surprised that when they were able to felicitate us upon
our present condition they should come to that conclusion
with reference to our more immediate future; and I hope
that the early apprehension by the public of Canada of the
fallacy of the views of the hon. Finance Minister, their
early reaching the conclusion that he was not a trust-
worthy guide, the determination which they evinced-not,
indeed, until after there had been, under his advice, an un-
healthy expansion, a diversion of capital from which we are
suffering te-day, but still much earlier than we would have
expected them to do-their reaching, I say, the con.
clusion that they must retrench and draw in, will enable us
to pass through what one hon. gentleman called the
present crisis, and pass through the present period of de-
pression, at any rate, within a period of not very protracted
length nor of very great severity. But I do not believe
that there are indications which would render it justifiable
in the Legislature of this country, in members of Parlia-
ment, or in Ministers, to invite the commercial and the
general community to launch out at this time. I believe
that we have before us a year of considerable difficulty; I
believe we have before us a year in which it will be
requisite to exercise the virtues of prudence, of frugality,
and of retrenchment in public and in private affairs, and
that the true advice to give to the people is what I have
just now suggested-not to befool thom with statements as
to their immediately returning into the state from which
they have recently gone, but rather to point out the truc
method by which it is alone possible to hope for a recur-
rence of good times. I am quite aware that the hon. gentle-
men opposite, many of them, denounce statements of this
description, that they declare that they are unpatriotic,
that they declare that it is wrong to deal with facts as
they present themselves to the mind of the speaker, if those
facts are not grateful to their ears; but I believe that it is
our duty not to exaggerate but to state facts, and the con-
clusions from them, as we really understand them, and that
honest advice of that description is what we owe to our
country; and, therefore, notwithstanding these denuncia-
tions, 1 am determined, for my part, to "tell the truth and
shame-tho Tories." Now, Sir, the second paragraph of
the Speech deals particularly with Manitoba ani the North-
West; and some later paragraphs with railways there and
with the financial status of the Province. J am very glad
to hear the account of the well-being, the hopefulness and
content of the settlers there, which are said to have been
manifested to the visitors from the British Association.
We all cheerfully voted the supplies which were asked
from this Parliament in order to carry out the projected
visit of the British Association; we were all very glad that
it took place; we all expected considerable benefit from it,
and there was no dissenting voice as to the pecuniary arrange-
ments that the Government proposed upon that.occasion;
but it did strike me as one of the most cogent proofs of the
excellence of the hon. member for Cumberland, in that
particular part of oratory to which I referred, namely,
hyperbole, that he should have declared that no event in
the history of Canada during the present century has been
so important, or redounded so much to its advantage, as
the visit of the British Association. I remember in my own
experience a good many things, and I have read of many
more which I conceive to have been of infinitely greater
importance to our country, which have conduced more to
its credit and prosperity than the visit of some two hundred,
or whatever the number may have been, of eminent British
gentlemen, could by any possibility do. Now, Sir, the ex-
pectations of immigration, it is said, have been disappointing
but by the hon. gentleman's account, not so very much
so. lie says about 100,000 came in. I shall not enter
into the controversy which is going on from Session to
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Session as to the accuracy of these figures. We will get
them, and they will be analysed in due time. But extra.
vagant expectations of immigration were, no doubt, enter-
tained. At one time we hoped great things from the rail-
way company and we were told when the contract was let
that one of the burdena from which the country would be
relheved was that of getting immigration into the North-
West, because the railway company would do that for
us. I have not observed, in any accounts that I have
received, any large expenditures, as yet, by the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company upon immigration, but I do
observe per contra that our own expenditures have been
very largely increased, and this year they will be found
considerably to have exceeded half a million of money.
Notwithstanding that glowing picture which the Speech
gives of hopefulness, well-being and content in Manitoba
and the North-West, I am obliged to reiterate the view
that there have been great blunders and errors in
the policy of the Administration, with reference to that
country; that the railway monopoly, the policy as to
other lines in Manitoba in the earlier years after the con-
tract with the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, the lock-
ing up of large blocks of lands, the speculative sales which
were made, and the operation of the tariff, have all been ex-
tremely adverse to the creation and permanent existence of
that condition of hopefulness, well-being and content which
we all agree is so essential to the growth of that country and
the prosperity of Canada at large, dependent, as it is, for its
prosperity upon the prosperity of the North-West, so great is
the stake it has taken in that country. The hon. member for
Cumberland pointed out in a sentence that fact. He says
one cent on a bushel of wheat to the farmer of the North-
West is of the greatest importance; we must not handicap
him in his effort to get his wheat to the markets of Europe.
That is the great difficulty. That is the difficulty which we
have got to combat, a difficulty largely of our own crea-
tion, in view of the policy of the Government with
respect to the whole Canadian Pacific Railway. The
anxiety of the people of that country to obtain some other
mode of communication, their anxiety to reach Europe by
som eother means, cutting off us of the East by a short run
to illudson's Bay, their proposals with respect to the ex-
penditure, the zeal which they display in pressing the con-
struction of that railway, are to my mind the strongest
evidences of the feeling that must exist there, as to the vital
importance of procuring some other means of communica-
tion or some competition with respect to moving their pro-
duce. I was very sorry to hear-I suppose it was a half
inspired utterance-from the hon. member for Cumberland
(Mr. Townshend), when, in referring to the expedition to
Hudson's Bay he told us that whatever difficulties it might
have evidenced as to its primary object, the establishing of
the possibility of a route between the North-West and
Europe, we had at all events to congratulate ourselves more
than to console ourselves with the reflection that we had
found a new salmon fishery. That will, indeed, be balm to
the people of the North-West. I am very glad under these
circumstances to hear, and I hope it is not now too late, that
a liberal land policy with respect to railways in the North-
West is about to be adopted. When the Pacifie Railway
Company was chartered we were told that it would supply
us with branch lines; that a very large proportion of the land
grant was to be taken in districts off the main line, and that
interest and policy would necessitate their building the
branches; and in the earlier days, after the execution of that
contract, they adopted that view themselves and they pro.
jected very lengthy lines-I cannot now give you the mile-
age, but in one year the projects transmitted to the Minister
covered more than one thousand miles of branch lines. But
a change took place in their policy and in the policy of the
Administration,and it was determined to make it the primary
object, to the exclusion and sacrifice of the branch lines, in
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the meantime, to finish the ends of the main line; and so,
although something bas been done by the company in that
direction, somcthing where it was necessary perhaps to
meet competition, something where it was necessary to push
to one side rival enterprisos, sometbing where it was Leces.
sary to provide another means of connection with the
second line of the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba
Railway, yet what has been done in that direction has been
trifling compared with the expectations which were
held out to us, trifling compared with their own
projects as laid before us years ago. I cannot blame them,
-this policy having been adopted-because if all the res-
sources they possessed, if all the money they could borrow
and raise, were to be devoted to the construction of the ends
of the line, it was clear there could be nothing left for the
branches. One observation only I will make. Long ago,
in the last Session, I think, of the Parliament of the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), a proposal was
made to grant liberal aid to local railways. Thut proposal
bas been the subject of much animadversion and criticism on
the other side. Hon. gentlemen were going to do the thing
a great deal better; they were going to belp the railway
companies and at the same time make money out it; they
would not give the land away, not they; they would sell it
at 81 per acre and the company would make 81 or $1.50,
and so both the railways would be benefited and the Public
Treasury replenished. But now we find free grants are to
be given to railways. I will add this caution tob hon. gen-
tlemen opposite. I hope, whatever arrangement is made
with any railway for a free grant of land, it will b coupled
with such restrictions as will secure those lands being open
for settlement at fixed moderate prices. I maintain that
that is of vital importance. We have suffered enough in the
North-West from not keeping that before us as
a leading, cardinal principle in the land and railway
policy of the country. To repeat that policy now
would be more than a blunder; it would be a crime. I hope
that the golden dream bas not altogether vanished, and that
it is not too late for the Government to have awakened to
the necessities of the situation, because I have always
believed that the rapid settlement of that country demanded
numerous railways through it, and I stated in my place
here years ago, that you might us well talk about rapidly
settling the North-West with one cart road as with one rail-
way. The hon. First Minister has not upon tbis occasion
said anything in the Speech about the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company-and for this mueh thanks. We were a
little afraid there might b an announcement made to us.
We were reassured by a statement made that the company
had, during a certain period, made $800,000 or $900,000 of
net profits. We were reassured by a statement that out of
those profits the company would be able to pay its
February dividend in excess of the guarantee dividend,
$625,000, making a profit to investors in that enterprise of
from 11 to 12½ per cent., according to the rate at which
they acquired thoir security. We are glad to know by Ibis
fortunate omission in the Speech that we will not
be called upon to put our hands into our pockets
a-gain. We are glad to know that no demand for further help
will be made; we are glad to know that the second final
settlement is final, at all events for this Session, and that
we have therefore nothing to apprehend in that direction
with respect to the Canadian Pacifie Railway. But while
that is so, I had expected that the circumstances of the
road, its approaching completion and the great through
trade that is about to be developed, would have been the
subject of a glorifying paragraph. I had really expected
that when the hon. gentleman could extract so much sun-
shine from cucumbers as ho bas done with respect to those
matters which ho has put into the Speech, ho would have
certainly found, particularly when we regard the floods of
oratory which we have heard within the last few weeks on
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this subject, something in regard to the completion, before
wo next met, of the great Canadian Pacifie Railway and its
through trade, and the new impetus which is to be given to
Canada. And the hon. member for Cumberland (Mr.
Townshend) felt there was an omission there, and ho
bettered the Speech by himself introducing the subject, and
pointing out to us that the road was going to do great
things for us, of which the Speech does not tell but of
whi'ih orators tell us. I hope it may be so. I hope the
trade will be quite as large as the hon. gentleman depicted,
and quite as profitable; but still I would have had a
stronger assurance had I found it certified by Ministers whose
every prodiction has hitherto boon verified to the letter.
There is one point on which I should like to have heard some-
thing, and that is with respect to the grades in the Rockies
and the Selkirk Range. The time bas now arrived
when Ministers must have settled and approved the route
of the road. I have more than once called thoir attention
to the fact that the reports of engineers indicated that
grades could not be obtained within the contract, and that
there was no power to approve grades heavier than those
specified in the contract. 1 trust no violation of the law
bas taken place, and that no grades have been approved or
sought to be approved in excess of those which Parliament
sanctîioned. because it seems to me that a grave breach of
the duty of the Administration to Parliament will have
been committed, as well as a course taken whieh may be, in
the future, extremely prejudicial to the permanent interests
of the railway, if that result bas taken place. Nor do we
hear anythi.ng this time about the colonization companies.
I am sorry for that. I had hoped to hear they had paid
their instalments and that the Treasury was getting filled
from their resources. Instead of that, a rumor is in circu-
lation that they are calling for relief. It is actually said
that they talk about a change; that they require some modi-
fication in their position, and that they make the change in
the policy of the Governmont with regard to branch rail-
ways a basis for their application. They say, if you
are going to give branch railways lands free along their
roads, the companies will sell them at prices at which
people who have free lands can sell them and make a band-
some profit; and how shall we make a profit when we have
to pay for our lands which will come into competition with
these free lands at the disposal of railway companies,
and therefore as you have conceded it for the others, so you
should for the colonization companies. Under these cir-
cumstances it is to me a great pleasure and satisfaction to
refer to solemn estimates, to ascertained and carefully cal-
culated results, to feel that whatever difficulties may soma-
times oppress my mind and make me rather gloomy as to
the financial results of the lands in the North-West, wu
know that the Government, on an occasion when they wore
calling upon Parliament to take an important step, when
they were demonstrating the consequences of that stop,
took their officers into their confidence, and obtained from
them statements which reassured my sinking spirits. On
the 4th of May, 1883, the lateb hon. Minister of Railways
was about t address the House on the subject of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, and on that day, doubtless with a
view of confirming bis own statements-as if those state.
monts should need confirmation-read a letter from the
first officer of the hon. First Minister, which letter the late
Minister of iRailways read in the louse, and which I have
read several times in the last few months, whenever I felt
low spirited about the financial results of the sales of our
lands in the North-West. That letter is as follows :-

"IOTTmwÂ 4th May, 1883.
"Se,-Having given the subjects my boit and fullest cousiderationR-

You seo how caretul he was, Mr. Speaker-
" I estimate that the receipts of this department from the sale of agri-
cultural and coal lands, timber dues, rents of grazing lands, and sales
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of mineral lands otber than coal, with the royalties from the minerais,
between the lt January 1883, and the 31st December, 1891, both
inclusive,"-

Mark you the precision of detail. The lst of January and the
31st December, were both included in the calculation-
"will amount to not less than $58,000,000.

"IA. M. Buaassa."
That, Sir, is testimony which make3 me feel happy under
the most desperate circumstances. We are sorry to observe
that the receipts from Dominion lands this year do not
quite come up to the proportion. In fact, I am not aware
of any particular year in which they may be said to have
reached those figures. But doubtless the lon. gentleman
was just stooping to conquer. le was withdrawing only
to make the better leap, and what little las been done in
the way of permitting arrears to accumulate in the North-
West lands wiIl be made good ; the assurance given to
Parliament by the Ministry will be implemented, and our
dobts will not only be paid but we will have a handsome
revenue from the sale of North-West lands-between the
1st of January, 1883, and the 3 ist Decem ber, 1891, "both
inclusive." But while I feel thus assured as to the West,
while I stick to my text and insist on its accuracy in
spite of all difficulties, I am not so certain about the Eastern
part of our expenditure. One of the hon. gentlemen who
have addressed the House-in fact both of them-alluded
to the East. The hon. member for Beauce (Mr. Tas-
chereau) said something about one East and the hon.
member for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) said something
about another farther East, and it seems we have not re-
ceived any assurance or statement as yet as to the effects
of the policy of last Session in the East. What of the Short
Line route ? What of the Bill of last Session for reaching
the city of Quebec? As to the arrangement for reaching
that city, one alternative of that arrangement was to take
effect, if at all, within six months after the passing of the
Act; the other within twelve months. I do not know
whether the fatal hour has struck, but at any rate it ap-
proaches very nearly, and we begin to be anxious about the
arrangement in that regard. As to the route of the Short
Line wu really thought last Session that we had something
to say about it. Some of us were audacious enough to
suggest that the people's representatives should have an
opportunity of deciding whether the view of the Govern-
ment, after receiving the report of a competent engineer,
was good or not, and that the route should not le finally
fixed by executive action. We were pooh-poohed. My
hon. friend who sits close to me tested the sense of the
House on that view, but lis motion was denied, the
Government resisting it, and we were refused
the opportunity. But I see something in the news-
papers, which always are accurate, that seems to indicate
that after all my hon. friend was not so far wrong. I see
that something was said by the First Minister, and corro-
borated by the Minister of Public Works-as if the state-
ment required corroboration-in the city of Three Rivers, in
the county which he so ably represents, indicating that we
were to see the surveys, that we were to have some oppor-
tunity of dealing with the selection of the route. Clearly
then the decision which was reached last Session was a
wrong decision under the circumstances. To what do
we owe this new light on the part of the hon. gentle-
man? Was it to reconcile his supporters, or what, that,
having us completely in is hands, having procured
from this confiding Parliament the consent that lie
asked for, he should now say that he will be gracious
enough to permit us to do our duty in the matter ?
From the hon. member for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend)
we learned that nothing las been done in the far East, and
that the counties of Cumberland vnd Picton are in a sad
condition by reason of that failure. Now that surprises me.
I begin to lose faith in assurances, however plausible. I had

myself doubts about this matter; I expressed them frankly
as I always do. I questioned the hon. gentleman's pre-
decessor, the late hon. Minister of Railways, as to whether
he had satisfied himself that the companies were all right,
that they were solvent, that the matter was bond fide, and
the Minister of Railways assured me, with every positive-
ness, that it was ail right, that he had satisfied himaself as to
the bond fides and good standing of the corporations, and that
everything was going through. Now, the hon. gentleman
from Cumberland says that is predecessor was ail
wrong. fe assures me that nothing-no, that some
small work has been done, which lias not been paid
for, and that the poor laborers lack, and the store
keepers lack, and they call on the Government whom
they have faithfully supported in two elections, not
withstanding the offer held out to them of a railway
through the country-they call on the faithful Government
to pay these debts and procure the construction of this rail-
way. And has it not gone to Cape Breton either ? We
had a positive assurance on that point, too. My hon.
friend from Digby (Mr. Vail) declared that he thought that
the amount was too small, and I was obliged to say to him
that the Minister of Railways had told us it was enough and
that the work was going to be done, that if we wanted
more money to spend on railways we ild spend it where
it was wanted, but not to ask us t take iàre money out of
the Treasury than was needed to secure the railway. Is
the hon, gentleman serious in saying that no arrangement
has been made for the building of that railway ? Whom
shall I believe ? As to the Manitoba settlement, I am glad
to hear that there has been another final settlement in that
Province. But I want to know if it is final for this year, or
really finally final. There are some things whicti it is
utterly impossible to settle finally. You cannot provide
finally with reference to that Province on the population
basis. And with regard to. that question, I suggested, two
or three years ago, that there should be more frequent
censuses to regulate the adjustment of the population sub.
sidy to that Province. But, apart from that, there was
no reason why these matters should not have been
settled once for all. I see, however, that the hon.
gentleman declares that we shall have a Bill to confirm
the settlement as soon as the Local Legislature lias
accepted it. Therefore, I presume that the Province
will be called upon to deal with the matter in the first
place, and I am not called upon to pronounce upon the
merits of this settlement until the details shall be laid be.
fore us. But I am very glad to see that the hon. gentleman
has succeeded again in conciliating lis stern opponent, the
Premier of that Province, and actually capturing is con-
fidence. We are treated with the statement, for the third
time repeated, that we are to have a Representation Bill,
and I suppose the third time is the charm, because twice
before we have had it up to a certain point, but no farther.
I trust, however, that as the story goes that this is to be a
very short Session, the hon. gentleman will have reconsidered
the provisions of that measure as introduced on two former
occasions, and that he will have taken heed to the objections
rather suggested than elaborated; because it was not proper
that the measure should have been fully discussed until the
hon. gentleman opened that discussion by an expository
speech in introducing the measure, which he as never yet
made, and that the measure introduced will be more satisfac-
tory than the former one was. For my part, I declare my un-
swerving adhesion to the view, notwithstanding the state-
ments of the hon. gentlemen who have spoken on this
occasion, that simplicity, economy, convenience and the
public welfare are to be served most by our adopting, until
there ais some good reason given to the contrary, the
franchises of the Local Legislatures. I shall not anticipate
that question, but J maintain further that a measure which
proposes, as the former measures of the hon. gentlemen
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proposed, that persons to be appointed by the executive of Railways has not since beon filod for now a long lime-for
the day shall practically control the revision of the voters' more than two yoars, if we exoept the actual period of the
lists, is a measure that should not be accepted by a free and Session, during a considerable portion of which it was the
independent Parliament. opinion of a large number of the members of this House that

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair. the office wu not filled either-at any rate by a member of
Parliament-there bas been no Miniister of Railwaysa practi-

After Recess. cally. It is of soma consequence to us, particularly when
important transactions are taking place with reference

Mr. BLAK E. The hon. member, Mr. Speaker,'was very to the Pacifie Railway route and other matters, that there
much pleased with the paragraph in the Speech with refer- shouldbeaMinisterofIailways. Lt isot soma importance
ence to the question ofÇhinese immigration, and thought it to us to know who should be the successor of the late Min-
evinced great care and great diligence on the part of the ister of Railways. It is of utIle consequence when a Robi-
Administration in the prosecution of their duty. I am not taille succeeda a Robitaille, but it is of some consoquence
surprised that the hon. member for Cumberland, who is new who should be the successor of the late member for Otmber-
to this House, should have apprehended the state of the case borland. Now, we are promisedsome measures, mostly of
somewhat differently from the way in which some of us are an amendatory character-measures te amend the insurance
disposed to look at it; because I find in the Commission to law, the Civil Service Act, a contagions diseases
which reference is made in the Speech that a most inaccu- measure, a Nortb-West ceu measure, and a mea-
rate recital las been made of thm facts of the case. That sure in relation to the North-West Mouanted Police.
Commission, speaking from mernory, as it was publislied in Thes are indicatodler us as some of the principal subjects
the papers, was issed upon a report of the First of legisation of the Session. But we fi d on bothiosides of
Minister te the offeet that a motion which had the foicse--the hon. member for Cornwall and Stormont
been made in this flouse on the subject of Chinesehas shown that io found it too--that certain measures which
immigration had been withdrawn upon a pledge made were promised once or twice before are Dot mentioned.
by the Goverrmopt that they would issue such Thore is no factory Billpromised, thogh, like the fran-
a commission. IÉ?'6w, th1ï1 wholly incorrect, and 1 amn chise Bi , it adorned former Speeches fromthe Trone.
aîtonished that the hon. gentleman should have so soon The franchise Bill survives, but we cannot say, in this
forgotten the Ovents of the Session, or that he shoutd have instance, that it is the sarviv of the fitest. The factory
trusted to bis meory, and not have referred to the record. Billw seem te have disappeared, obviously, as the bon. mm-
1t is quite true thehon, gentleman used his mest persuasive ber for Cornwall and Stormont thinks, for good. It mimanot
tones te, induce the withdrawal cf the motion. It is quite among the alia, the other things which it was not thougt
true lie asked my hon. friend, who isa a supporter of is, and worth while t mention in the Speech from the Throne, but
who was pressing on the motion very arnestly, tem with- which aret be brought forward as special plums in the
draw it, but ho was nt succesfte on that occasion. The pudding. Nor do we find anything more promised tothe
honsgentlemankinsisted, and the First Minister thon pro- NorthWest than the cousu Is s ad hoped somemeasure
posed somae slight modification of the teris of the motion, wold have been promised for the representation of the
or cf the amendment moved by tlieion. member for North North-West Territories. That question was discutsed in
Grey (r. Allen), and with that ameudment the motion bohs branches cfoue Legisature last Session. My on.
pamed. So fr thon, from this Commission issuing upon a friend fromiseuron (Mr. Uaeron) brourht in a Bl to
pedge of the Government, the fact is th a wo unanimously provide for represetation in the Tfaritories, but th-
resolvedIthat in the opinion cf this o se i is expdient lcis gentleman dos neot ser fit to p ere from representa-
to enset a law restrieting or regulating the inceoming of i tien and tellB them instead he will cant their ntmbers.
Chinese into the Dominion of Canada." That was the stathe Nonsanything said with referance to the grand schemes
of the case t the clo e of the Session; rliec motion .vas i sewhich the hon. Minister lately doclared himsolf a snp-
earried with the assent cf the Governument; and now weare porter. We lad some reason te expe for goowen a gen-
informed that a Commission lias be missued, Ithat the reporttleman in lis position hl tannounced, in bis view, the im-
is neasly ready, aond trt i will be presente to us during portance of those shomes, they woud, t any rate, have

the Session, whieh I suppose is itended te convey to those- been brobght forward in that Speech. But upon them
interested in ths subjeet hatthey shaln th oe report, but notding i said. sha nef, under these circumstances dis-
thal the measure which the flouse agreed should be brougîl cusas thein, but I cannot pass by the occasion on whieh the
dewn, and which il was understood sheuld be brouglit down hon, gentleman made statements on these subjeets without
this Session, will net make its appearace. I do not hink, protest, for my part, wich reference te certain names l mused.
So, the report ought to be delayed. There is one member When in England, as e First Minister of Canada, tie Ion.
of the Government a e any rate--the hon. e retary of gentleman oug t to have bee paticularly careful, ifno
State, wo also fille the position of Commissioner-w o chose te make allusions, t make tel with regard t ac-
cannot admit the neesity of delay. Therefore, I hope, ule cracy and fact, and net to have used hie position unfairly,
report will cate, nt duing the Session merely, but athas I conceivlem did, te discredit those who are opposed ta
once, as laI w sha n o in a position te grapple wi ohf m in this couttry. As reported in lie Enghir npapers,
the question in accordance wi the resolution of ie l ofaid in on .a of his speeches:
laiete whih I refer. The hon.mentber for Cumberland "The Canhdian Liberal-Conervatives are thoe who draw then-
paid a very natural and graceful compliment teh i prede- inspirations from England, who believe in the English constitution, and
cessor-whomle will permit me t say we missfro dis would loyally follow Eglish precedents. Oppoed to them we have

frwc sp ii n tha pe is thethe Liberal party, but they are not the true Liberal. The majorityplace t s Session. is disappearance haeethepreortebu nohbeliee, as loyal as any Conservative. They have an earnest
practical resulr of the view taken b bgre side of the louse desire to continue the unioccwhiah happily existo betwen Canada td
lai Session. We insi tned that the holding of the two posi- the other Cuntry, but they do eft draw their inspirations fron usg-
tiens thi l rep t ogentean teld Te iconen, m e land. We have contiguity to a great nation, to a people who speak
o thGovernmgentleatnrate--thehonSeetryio ethe same language, dei with us bd trade with us, arld atherefor e

convenient and improper. My hon. friend froni Bothwell very niattural that their institutions should ofier some attraction te a
(Ma. Mille) moved a resolution fdiCisg tîst ieshould considerable body ot our people.kr
not be coninned;cle on, gentleman reisted it, and bis I maintain that wa an naccurate statement oftie opinions
ustul majomity sustained hin; but immediately, at t a10e of the Liberal party. I maintain ait îthe Liberal party is
of the Session, île position we took prevailed, and the old- a wehl sattled and roasonable preference for that system, as
ing of île double office coased. Te offico ufMinister f more flexible, as giving carlierand apter opportunities for
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the triumph of the popular will, which we have here accord- have always thought the issue to have been. A great
ing to the British system, than it has for the presidential question has been settled; a question between Canada and
system which prevails on the other side of the line. I have one of the Provinces; a question promoted by this Admin.
never heard any gentleman who represented in any shape istration, in one point of view, which it afterwards thrust
any section of the Liberal party or any constituency in the upon one of the Provinces, and which lias ultimately been
interest of the Liberal party, express a preference for the decided adversely to that Administration. Isay adversely
prësidential as opposed to our parliamentary system, and I to that Administration. The issue was, as to what the
maintain it was an unfair use to make of the position the boundary of Ontario was, and upon that subject, as long
hon, gentleman occupied in England, that he should make a ago as March, 1872, the Government presided over by the
statement emiinently calculated to discredit his political hon. gentleman made this declaration with reference to that
opponents and without any foundation in fact. At the same boundary:
time, the hon. gentleman was good enough to say tnat:

" Any Englishman, in coming to Canada, if ho was a man of educa-
tion, invariably joined the Canadian Conservative party, no matter
'what his home politics may have been."
I do not know, I am sure, under what circumstances the
bon. gentleman made such a statement, but I say he
inflicted a gross insult on a very large portion of the
most intelligent part of this community, who have come
from England, are educated men, and are warm adherents
of the Liberal party. The hon.gentleman made another state-
ment on the same occasion. In giving what ho thought
was a historical résumé of past history, he declared, with
some very violent language which I will not read, for we
are accustomed to it from the bon. gentleman, that the con-
duct of the Liberal party had been that of demagogues in
Canada, and then ho went on to sav:

"And they charged Sir George Cartier with being little better than a
French speaking Englishman."
That was the olimax of the hon. gentleman's attack upon us,
that we had charged Sir George Cartier with being no
better than a French speaking Englishman. Why, I fancy,
if the hon. gentleman's audience had been presont when Sir
George Cartier was in England on a former occasion, they
would have heard him making the same statement. That
was Sir George Cartier's public statement with reference to
his position. But the hon. gentleman turns this speech,
which came from the lips of his own colleague, into a
dreadful accusation hurled at him by political opponents. I
hope the hon. gentleman, on future occasions, when in Eng-
]and, will bo a little more accurate when ho attempts
to describe the actions and conduct of his political
oppononts. The hon. gentleman ought to have remembered,
when ho gave that account, which I have read, of the prin-
ciples and views of the Liberal party, that the only man
of the quondam annexationists of 1849 now prominent in
public life, Sir David Macpherson, is a colleague of his own.
Hle ought to remember that the most prominent advocate
of independence in Canada was a former colleague of his
own, his Minister of Finance for many years, who declined
to receive the honor of knighthood except upon the-distinct
understanding that he held views on independence which
ho would be at perfect liberty to uphold; and who denounced
the hon. gentleman in 1875, but, as a repentant sinner, was
afterwards received by the hon. gentleman into his service.
Under these circumstances, it little becomes the hon. gentle-
man to make such attacks as ho bas made in the absence of
those whom ho was aspersing. Besides the absence of
those subjects in the Speech, there are some other little
omissions. The hon. gentleman had found place in the
Speech from the Throne last year for the decision of the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council in Russell and the
Queen. There las been a greater docision since then.
There bas been a decision on the boundary question. The
Russell case settled a point of law with referonce toi
what the hon. gentleman thought were the relative
jurisdictions of the Dominion and the Provinces.
The decision of the boundary question decided the fat, as
the hon. gentleman described it, of a kingdom, and yet we
find no statement of it. There is much said upon this sub-
ject, which I am a little compelled to disagree with. Peoplei
seen to think that the i se is very different from what Ij

s

" The boundry in question is clearly identical with the limita of the
Province of Quebec, according to 14 George I[i, chap. 83, the Quebec
Act, and described as follows • • • Extending along the river
Ohio westward to the batiks of ihe Mississippi (that is the junction of
the two river) and northward to tho sonthern boundary of the Hudson's
Bay territory. The southern boundary of the Hudson's Bay territory
is well understood to be the height of land dividing the waters which
flow into Hudson's Bay from those entering the valley of the Great
Lakes, and forming the northern boundary of Ontario."

Therefore, the position the bon. gentleman took at that time
was that the boundary of Ontario was the due north line
from the janction of the Ohio and the Mississippi on the one
part, and the height of land upon the other part. The
Govern ment of Ontario stated its position in the course of
that correspondence, which was practically the boundary of
the Lake of the Woods to the westward and on the north a
line to the northward of the height of land. Thon the
hon, gentleman, on the 17th November, 1872, reported,
stating tbis:

"The northern boundary of Ontario the Government believe to be
the line of the watershed separating the watersthat run towards Lake
Superior from those which run towards Hudson'. Bay, and the western
boundary a une drawn in accordance with the provisions of 14 Geo.
Il[., chap 83, from the conflux of the Mississippi and Ohio rivera north-
ward, that is, by the shortet northward course to the southern boundary
of the Hludson's Bay territory."

There, Sir, were the two statements of the Administration
on that subjyct. fhen there came an attempt to ascer-
tain what the boundary was, and the arbitration was ar-
ranged, and the award took place, and the hon. gentleman,
in opposition to the contention from this side of the House,
that the award ought to be accepted, declared that it should.
not be accepted. Why ? Because ho said it was all wrong,
that we ought to have an entirely different boundary from
that which was found by the award. ie said this:

" They"-that is the Dominion Parliament or Government-"say it
is not a true boundary-that the Dominion wants simply what by law
is their right. The Ontario Government and Legislature have no
right to ask more, but they say no. They passed a law accepting the
award, because they saw it added an additional kingdom to Ontario, as
was the remark of its Premier, and tbey will not do anything else."

Once again:
" The effet of settling the boundary between these Provinces will

compel, I do not say the Province of Ontario, but the present Govern-
ment of Ontario, to be reasonable, and not to Insist upon a boundary
which cannot be supported in any court or tribunal in the world. They
will come to terms quick enough when they find that they muet do so.
To use an expression which is common in Scotland, it is land hungry they
are for that country, and they are resolved to get it rightly or wrongly."
Then again :

"Nor is it the duty of the Dominion Government to accept their idea
of the facts; because, according to my idea,,the whole case was given
away before the arbitrators. Anybody reading the case would see that
it was most wretchedly managed on the part of the Dominion. An
inferior man, though a respectable man in his way, Mr. MoMahon, was
chosen to conduct the whole case, instead of employing the first legal
ability in the country-instead of the Minister of Justice himself con-
ducting the case before the arbitrators The whole case was thrown
aw ay-itlooks almost as if it was deliberately thrown away. Never
was such a case so given away as the case of the Dominion was on the
very face of it."

Now we find that this subject is once more discussed ; but,
before it was discussed, and at the very time at which this
debate took place from which I have been reading thesa
extracts, the hon. gentleman was arranging to thrust the
issue upon a sister Province and to band over to Manitoba
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the controversy which he had been, up to that time, himself
engaged in, between the Dominion and Ontario, and the
Province of Manitoba endeavored to take possession of a
portion of that which had been awarded to be, and is now
found to be, territory of Ontario. And hon. gentlemen op-
posite said it was all right for the Province of Manitoba to
do it; and the Province of Ontario resisted the attempt of
Manitoba to take possession of what is determined to have
been Ontario'E territory. And hon. gentlemen opposite said
it was all wrong for Ontario to attempt to resist such a
taking of possession-they ought, like good Christians, to
have allowed the Manitobans to take possession of the terri-
tory which it is now established was all along their own.
The question has been practically settled according to
the award, as far as the committee bave decided. Thoy
have decided, it seems, not that the award was wrong.
not that it was a conventional boundary, but that
it was the real boundary. As far as the com-
mittee have decided, the case was not given away
before the arbitrators, deliberately or otherwise, and the is-
sue which the hon, gentleman, in the year 1872, joined, aslI
have shown from these extracts, between the Dominion of
Canada and the Province of Ontario, in which ho contended

ment had introduced a Bill to hand over Peter MoLaren's property to
Wm Caldwell; they dare not do so, and therefore they passed a Bill
respecting rivers and streams. It was a wretched, flimsy and trans-
parent device ; it deceived nobody, but it was only by being a public
bully that the Government could ii troduce and carry it; otherwise there
must be a petition. It had the effect of.depriving Mr. McLaren of his
property, under the pretence that it was in the public interest. Nothing
more contemptible or sinister could be done by a Government or Legis-
lature. It was a Bill to take from Mr. McLaren his property and hand
it over to Mr. Caldwell. True, Mr. McLaren bad spent, some say
$250,000, and hon. gentlemen opposite say from $100,000 to $150,000.
[ do not know how much it was-but it was Mr. McLaren's property.
The river at that spot was not a navigable river, and the judge who
heard the evidence and viewed the facts stated that it was clear that at the
place where the improvements were made it was not only not navigable
but not floatable. It would scarcely allow a piank ora slab to go down
any more than upon a ditch Caldwell's timber and logs could not go
through there until the improvements were made. Mr. McLaren, with
his usual industry and perseverance, inorder to carry on hi sextensive
bueiness. made a dam and a slide ont of his own timber, for his own
purposes and on his own soil. Mr. Caldwell had no right to use it with-
out his consent and without paying for it. It was absolutely the
property of Mr. McLaren."

And again he says:
"Supposing an honest old farmer's wife should expropriate her neigh-

bor's hen and say : 'I hall keep this hen, and you shall feed it right
and sec that it lays at the proper time, and I will pay you by giving you
a share of the eggs.'

for a due north lino from the conflux of the Ohio and Now that was the attitude of the bon. gentleman. But the
Mississippi as the western boundary and for the height of Judicial Committee of the Privy Council have decidecd to the
land as the northern boundary, as far as it is decided, so contrary; they have decided that it was not Mr. McLaren's
far is decided entirely against the contention of the hon. right to interfere with Mr. Caldwell's coming down this
gentleman and in favor of the contention of the Province ; stream; they have decided the law was correctly declared
and those oceans of learning and erudition which we hoard by those who advised the local legislation; they have
poured out in the debates upon the subject in this House docided, in fact, that the Bill which was said to be a means of
from supporters of the Administration seem-to have been taking away Mr. MeLaren's property with an illusory com-
al] wasted and thrown away, inasmuch as the decision has pensation, was the only Bill that could protect him at all,
been altogether opposed to them. Yet the whole question is or give him any reasonable compensation for the use of his
not settled. The hon. gentleman, for some reason or other, improvements over property in respect of which there was a
although it was agreed in this House that the reference publie easement under the existing law of the land. So the
should take place between the Dominion as well as Mani- infallible disallowers who disallowed this measure on the
toba and the Province of Ontario, although it is said that ground that it was an unjust interference with Mr. McLaren's
there was an assent on the part of the Dominion to such a property, turned out to be l wrong, and the reason
reference, at the end it seems withdrew, and so the decision upon which they acted, insufficient as I conceive that reason
only formally and effectually settles the question as to have been, turns out to have been no valid reason at ail.
far as the boundary of Manitoba and Ontario is concerned. I say insufficient, as I conceive that reason to be, because I
Still one is led to the hope that, inasmuch as what has been am convinced that upon the truc reading of our constitution
declared by the arbitrators settles the principlesupon which the more circumstance that in the opinion of these gentlemen
the rest of the boundary ought to be determined, there will a different kind of compensation ought to be given, that it was
be no further controversy and the award will be accepted, interference with private rights,was no ground whatever for
in reference to the rest ofit, on the principle which appears exorcise of the power of disallowance. But it turns out
to have guided the Judicial Committee s> far as it has gone. that the very basis of their action was an error. And yet ,
Nor is anything said a- to the hon. gentleman's attitude in Sir, we do not find any roference to Caldwell and McLaren
regard to the lands. He has arranged another controversy in the Speech from the Throne. Thon, Sir, there was the
with the Province; he is at issue as to the ownership of the very case in which the lion. gentleman introduced this
lands in this territory. He las declared that, even if the custom, of giving an sccount to us of the decision of the
territory h within the boundary of the Province of On- Judicial Committee of the Privy Council-the case of the
tario, still the lands are the property of the Dominion. It license question. The license question was raised last Ses-
will ho important for us to know, if that contention is to be sion on several occasions, but it was last raised on the floor
maintained, whether there is still to be a controversy, or of this House on the motion of our lamented friend, Frederic
whether this question is not to be, as I say it ought to be, Honde; and I may say that all of us who watched lis
at once settled in all its parts. There is yet another omis- course hre must receive the mention of his name with sad-
sion which is proper to be remarked upon-nay, two. The ness. He las since passed from amongst us. He was a
first is with reference to the Streamm Bill. Since we last man of marked independence of character, of frankness, of
met here, there bas been a decision of the Judicial Commit- honor, of indomitable spirit and energy; and no man who
tee on that subject also. It was alleged by the hon. gentle- has s"en him here for these many years past but must have
man that the legislation in the Local Legislature, declaring been touched with the exhibition of that spirit and energy
what the law was, was not legislation; tbat it was robbery. which he made when ho struggled against weakness and
He used language which, coning from anybody else, I should disease in the discharge of his duties in Parliament. We
have said was strong. lie said these things: know that he exhibited that independence of character to

which I refer in a very marked way, outside this House, withThe Ontario Government, "dressed in a little briet authority, Jacks- reference to the journalistic career to which hoe wasin-the box, trampling on the man, ae they said they wonhd do, pleased rttelerence e ve ouraiee er Voin whicl lue wasMr. Caldwell ana rotobed Mr. e'Lareu. An hon.memberd h etated attaehed. We have observed in his House, with
that the Streame Bill was not intended for Mr. McLaren, but for general what emotion he, on one or two occasions, separated
application. But it i meaui.of the snéak who creepe down the back stairs himself from bis friends, feeling that it was a painful thingand steals the kitchen r.tensils, or the fellow who comea behind yon and V k•
picks y •r pockets-they are men more to be despised than t he high- tod, knowing that it was a painful thing te do, but rising
way robber. It would ave been more manly if the Ontario Govern- superior to his emotions at the call of duty. A nd he was a

Mr. BLAKEzl.
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man of great kindness of spirit as well. He was kind to
all of us, opponents as well as friends; and I cannot omit
mentioning bere the marked kindness and generosity of
feeling with which, during many years, he treated myself
who am now addressing you. More than once it has
happened to me to receive from him, sitting on these
opposite benches, before he came to sit near my hon.
friend from Montreal East (Mr. Coursol)-I have received
from him a little note, atter I had said something that
pleased him, expressing satisfaction with the way it was
baid, though not always concurring in the rentiments I
uttered. Such was the spirit in which he treated his oppo-
nents, and the manliness he exhibited towards them I am
sure was exhibited in a redoubled spirit towards his friends.
low would he, who has gone from amongst us, have re-

joiced at the late decision in this case, the last of his efforts;
how would he have rejoiced to sec that by the unanimous
decision of the Supreme Court the view which he
took as to the law was sustained in this case. Now we
have no reference to that, and yet it was an important
transaction. Parliament, by a Bill, decided that there
should be a reference of this subject to the Supreme Court.
It was thought important enough to do so, and a reference
was made. The Provinces were called upon to take part
in the proceedings, and five, I think, did take part-the
Province of Ontario, the Province of Quebec, the Province
of Nova Ecotia, the Province of New Brunswick and the
Province of British Columbia. From the Province of Mani-
toba, as we are aware by public documents, there had pro.
ceeded a protest against this license measure of the Govern-
ment, although I do not observe that they took part in the
case. I am not aware what was the attitude of the Pro-
vince of Prince Edward Island. But we find most of the
Provinces taking part in this transaction on one side, and
the Dominion on the other; yet a transaction of that des-
cription, taking place under authority of that Act of Parlia-
ment, resulting, as it has resulted, is not thought worthy of
being admitted into the Speech from the Throne. Why?
Because the result is unpleasant to the hon. gentlemen, I
suppose. Now, I ask the House, is it too late to retrace
our steps? Remember that we meddled in this matter for
one reason, and for one reason only, because it was said
by the hon, gentleman that the local laws were waste
paper, and that it was absolutely necessary that we
should intervene. Remember that was the ground upon
which he invited his supporters to sustain him in
passing his Bill. Remember that that alleged necessity
was wholly disproved by the decision in the case of the
Queen vs. Hodge; that since that time the insister ce
of the hon. gentleman that the local license laws were
waste paper, has been by him withdrawn; that it was
admitted they were valid, and therefore the pretence upon
which Parliament was induced to interfere has disappeared
and disappeared forever. Remember that from that time
out it was only as an expedient and not as a necessity that
we were told we should interfere; that it was admitted to be
true that the local laws, which had been in force for seven-
teen years,wer e good and valid laws, and it was only because
it was thought botter in the interests of the whole Dominion
that we should interfere, and if we could supersede them,
invalidate them-submerge them, as the hon. memaber for
Glengarry (Mr. Macmaster), I think, said-by federal logis-
lation, we should interfere. Remember that in this policy
of interference, of abstraction from the Provinces of that
which it was decided by the Committee of the Privy
Council is their right, we, in this Parliament, are engaged
in a conflict with each one of six out of seven Provinces; and
I have no reason to suppose that the attitude of the Pro-
vince of Prince Edward Island differs from the attitude of
the other Provinces. Now, remember that we are engaged
in an effort to take away, against the will of the Provinces
of Canada, a right which tbey have been exercising-validly,

as decided by the court of last resort -ever since Confedera-
tion. Remember, again, that since last Session, the Supreme
Court has decided unanimonsly, not that the local laws are
waste paper, as the hon. gentleman alleged, but that his
Act is waste paper, that the Act which he passed because
the local laws were waste paper is itself waste paper; and
consider for yourselves whether it is useful, in the
interests of this Confederation, to continue this struggle;
whether it is calculated to strengthen the bonds of union,
to strengthen our confidence in the federal system, to pro-
ceed into this Parliament further in a controversy in order
to take away from the several Provinces a right which is
theirs under the laws of those Provinces, that you may be
able, by legislation of your own, to do the same things which
they are doing, according to your fashion, and by that
means, as the hon. gentleman stated, submerge their legis-
lation. I do think we ought to retrace our stops, that we
ought not to prolong this controversy, that we ought to re-
peal the objectionable parts of the Act which the hon. gen-
tleman passed, and leave the Local Legislatures, according
to the wants and wishes and the condition of public senti-
ment and opinion in each locality, to deal with the
license question. I do trust that wiser counsels will prevail.
I know full well that it would be a humiliating act for the
First Minister. He made great pretensions. On the stump
and elsewhere he declared himself infallible. He declared
he had never been mistaken, but had always been sustained.
It was a foolish action It was not necessary to have done
it, and he should have allowed his followers to have sounded
his praises in that regard rather than have sounded them
himself, because just so soon as lie began to do so defeat after
defeat took place. Once he began boasting of his infallibility,
day after day the hon. gentleman found that lie was mortai
and fallible like the rest of us. Is it not much better that we
should acknowledge that we are all fallible, even if some are
immortal, and decide that we will not continue this struggle
to save the hon. gentleman's amour propre, but we will leave
the ma- ter where it was for seventeen years, whence the
hon. gentleman himself said lie would never have dragged
it, except under the belief that it was necessary iu the puohe
good, because the local laws were only waste paper ? Let
the local laws remain. If I could hope that my words have
any weight I would pray the House to recognise, though it
may be late, our true position; te apprehend the fact that
we are, by our general policy, and have been for some time,
rather weakening than strengthening the true bonds of
union; that our centralising policy, our tariff policy, our
policy of high and sectional taxation, our policy of extrava-
gant expenditure, has been and is alienating important ele-
ments in Canada from sympathy with the union itself; that
it is our duty to recall the promises that were made to the
varions Provinces which were induced to enter into this
union, the promises of economical government and of low tax-
ation, the promises with respect to trade, the promises with
respect to a fiscal policy, the promises with respect
to expenditure, which were made, particularly by the leaders
in the Maritime Provinces, at the time the un.on measure
was brought before them; and that we ought to set about the
initiation, I might almost call it so, of a true federal policy,
including that of a reduction. of expenditure and such a re-
duction of taxation as the past extravagance permits-a
policy suitable to our actual circumstances, instead of one
based on hollow dreams already proved untrue, and which
will, too late, if persisted in, end in a disastrous awakening.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, I can join, in
the first place, most cordially in the commendation passed by
the hon, gentleman opposite upon the mover and seconder
of these resolutions in their maiden efforts. The hon.
gentleman could not well do otherwise, and ho bas shown
the sincerity of his belief in the ability with which those
hon. members addressed the House by making as the basis
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açd text of his remarks the speech of the seconder of the
resolution. I do not know what the hon. gentleman would
have done if the hon. member for Cumberland (Mr. Towns-
hend) had not furnished him with the text on which he
preached such an eloquent, and at the same time, a rather
discursive, amusing and instructive address. All three
speeches were eloquent; but there was a difference in the
style of their eloquence. The hon. gentleman stated, while
paying a compliment to my hon. friend behind me,
that all his language was euphemistic and hyperbolical. It
cannot be said, in regard to any remarks made by the hon.
gentleman opposite, with respect to the development of
Canada, that his remarks were either euphemistic or hyper-
bolical. He is pessimistic-and I was going to say maledi-
cent. The hon. gentleman said with a very grave face-lhe
had to admit it, thoughli e did so with some reluctance-
that we had had a very good crop, an abundant harvest. He
said that gloomily, but his countenance lighted up when he
added that the prices are very low ; and he alluded to a re-
mark made by my old friend Rufus Stephenson, some years
ago, that $1 was the normal value of that important cereal,
wheat. The hon. gentleman was quite cheery at the idea
that this country was not so prosperous-at all events that
the Speech did not announce universal prosperity, as
previous Speeches from the Throne had done. Well, we
had to tell the truthl; we did tell the truth : that Canada was
suffering, but in no very great degree, from the depression
which existed alike in the protectionist country of the
United States and the free trade country of Great Britain and
Ireland. The hon. gentleman stated that the chief cause of
the depreEsion in this country was the high, unjust taxation
which oppressed the people. I would ask him, I would ask
this House and the country, if there is any evidence of the
people objecting to the present system of taxation. In 1879
the tariff was introduced with the general assent of the
people and of their representatives. The tarif has in no
great degree been altered since that time. The oppression,
if it took place, took place in and from 1879. Since that
time there has been an appeal to the people. Has there
been laid on this Table any petition from any body, large or
small, important or insignificant, showing that the country
is suffering from excessive, unjust, sectional, exorbitanti
or oppressive taxation ? No. We hear throughout the
country that the millers and some other interests are asking
an increase of taxation; but no body, party or individual
is complaining of the policy of the Government in establish-i
ing this protective tariff. The hon. gentleman should not
set up his own opinion, for it represents but a small minority
in the country who are free traders. The hon. gentleman
knows, if he will admit it, that a very large body of those
acting with him, and called Reformers, those having general9
confidence in him and want of confidence in the presenti
Administration, aye, those hon. gentlemen who sit behind
and cheer him, would not allow him, if le occupied1
my position, to carry out the extreme views of free
trade which he lias enunciated to-night here, and has1
enunciated elsewhere. They would not allow him to9
do it, and he knows this right well. The hon. gentle-4
man made, however, one very important admission in4
his speech. lHe admitted for the first time in bis life
that there had been a brief gleam of prosperity-a too
brief gleam of prosperity; and it was, I repeat, the first.
occasion on which he, as the leader of the party which ho
leads so ably, admitted that there was any prosperity. Let1
us look back to the faithful Uansard; let us read the1
speeches made by him in the years 1879-80-81-82-83-84, andi
we will find that during the period of this brief prosperity,1
in every Session and in every speech, without one single1
admission of there being even a gleam of prosperity, the1
same pessimistic cry was raised that the country was ruinedi
and oppressed; that this enormous taxation was ruinationî
to the country's beet interests; and now the lon. gentleman1

Sir JOHN A. NACDONALD.

is obliged to admit that there has been a gleam of prosper-
ity. And it has passed; it was too brief; it only lasted a
short time. Mr. Speaker, it exista at this moment.

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; the lon. gentle-

men will laugh and sneer and regret it, as they do regret
it, but I say that this country at this moment is substan-
tially prosperous. It is a prosperous country, and when
the hon. gentleman or any other hon. gentleman says there
is anything like real poverty, in the European sense-aye,
or in the American sense of poverty-by which a man can-
not get bread for himself and family, I deny it. I say he is
libelling this country; he is making an untruthful state-
ment regarding the condition of the people of this country.
I say that, looking at the country as a whole, from one end
to the other, any industrious man can earn a fair day's
wage for a fair day's work. To be sure, the hon. gentleman
says, "Look at the factories; look at Cornwall and Kings.
ton, and several other places where the cotton trade was
suffering, where there was depression." Well, we all know,
and we said at the time the tariff was introduced-my bon.
friend the Minister of Finance said it, and I in my place
said, whon we were told that the consequence of introducing
the National Policy would be that there would be a great
number of cotton lords having a monopoly of the trade, that
they would build up enormous fortunes at the expense of
oppressing the people, that thore was an absence of fiee
competition-we said no, thore will be home competition;
the natural competition which will arise when our manu-
facturers find that when they are protected from the freo
influx of foreign goods, the struggle, the competition
between man and man, between capitalist and capitalist,
will bring down the price. Io not that so? Are not prices
lower than ever before ? Is not the price of cotton lower than
it ever las been ? Is not nearly every article which is produced
by industries introduced into Canada, at less than the normal
price ? The consequence of that competition las been that
in the cotton industry, for instance, there was an undue
rush into it; there was a speculative spirit arose, and more
money was invested in that particular industry than the
restricted market required. That was prophesied. But it is
all for the benefit of the consumer; the bloated aristocrats
are the sufferers, and the people of the country are the gain-
ors. This condition of things will remedy itself, and we
see how it is being remedied. The manufacturers meet;
they say, we make too many grey cottons, for instance; we
will diminish the quantity so as to suit our market; we
hope the Government and Parliament will get us foreigu
markets, but in the meantime we will diversify our in-
dustries; we will go into prints or other cottons; we will
use our machinery for other purposes than those for which
it was originally established. That kind of thing regulates
the supply until there is such a diminution of the supply as
to bring it to an equality with the demand ; and meantime
the country has been the gainer. Then the hon. gentleman
says that we see the miserable operatives' sufferings. The
operatives are not suffering. There may be, in places, a
diminution of wages, but there is enough wage left to enable
an industrious man to support himself and his family in
comfort. There may be workmen on short time in some
places, but that only exists until the balance between the de-
mand and supply is adjusted. In the meantime what would
the condition of things have been but for the National
Policy ? The hon. gentleman will not deny that the suffer-
ings among the operatives in the United States are greater
than in Canada; that their sufferings in England are greater
than in Canada. He cannot truthfully deny it. Thon the
hon. gentleman says that the exodus of our population, over
which he used to gloat, is going on. Our people were
seeking among the manufacturers of the United States for
the employment which they could not get in Canada. But
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if they had gone to the United States factories which are
suffering from the depression which exists there, and the
starvation which exists there-away from their Canadian
homes, without any money to bring them back-in that
case there would have been real suffering amongst them.
But instead of that we have kept them in our own country.
They are here; on the whole, well-doing follow subjects of
ours and furnishing a home market for the great industry
of ail, our agricultural industry. The hon. gentleman con-
templates a return of that happy state of affairs when our
factories shall be closed, when all the vigor and energy and
constructive skill and enterprise of those who are not fitted
or inclined to follow agricultural pursuits must go to the
United States. The hon. gentleman would be glad to
return to that state of things, but ho does not express the
opinion of the country; he does not express the opinion of
the representatives of the people in this House. And I tell
the hon, gentleman if he goes to the, country as the leader
of his party, as the exponent of free trade, and I go to the
country as the exponent and supporter of the National
Policy, we will beat him at almost every poli.

Mr. COCKBURN. Try it to morrow.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have been trying it,
and of the nine members who were introduced to you,
Mr. Speaker, seven went to the polls as advocates and sup-
porters of the National Policy-as advocates and supporters
of the Government which introduced and maintained the
National Policy, and two, I believe, occupy seats on
the opposite benches. We are quite satisfied with the
opinion of the country. We have the declaration of the
majority of the country, and I believe that as seven
is to two, so is the majority in the whole country in
favor of the National Policy. 1ly hon. friend was
merry over ail this kind of thing. He is not usually play-
fui, but to-day ho was excessively merry, and, like Mark
Tapley, ho wished to show that ho was jolly under adverse
circumstances, and certainly the portentous sight of seven
gentlemen walking in one after the other, declaring con-
tinued confidence in the Government and their policy, was
enough to arouse all his energies and make him as happy
and as smiling as Mark Tapley himself, even at the Garden
of Eden. The hon. gentleman says he knows that he and
bis party have been charged with belittling the country
and undervaluing its position, but, ho says, I must tell the
truth and shame the-Tories. Well, I do not know that the
Tories will accept the comparison drawn by the hon. gen-
tleman, but certainly it will occur to him in that case that
the Tories have played the very devil with him and bis party.
The hon, gentleman alluded to my speeches in England.
Well, Mr. Speaker, I was in England, and I made some
speeches. I am not ashamed of those speeches, and I ad-
here to what I said. I believe what I said was true, in sub-
stance and in spirit; I intended to speak the truth, and I
am not ashamed of what I said. The hon. gentleman spoke
of my speech as to a Bankruptcy Act, and ho said I sneered
at the prejudices of the rural population. I simply told
the truth. I stated that the boards of trade in Canada,
representing the commercial interest, were, as a whole, in
favor of the introduction of a bankruptcy or insolvent law;
I said that the rural population were opposed to a bank-
ruptcy or insolvent law-that they had strong prejudices
against it. Is that not so? Is it not so, in this House and
out of this House, that while the commercial men desire an
insolvent system with protection against undue preferences,
the representatives of the rural constituencies as a whole
are opposed to a bankruptcy law ? That is what I stated,
and 1 stated the truth. The hon. gentleman suid that I
stated that I was going to do the best I could for them.
The hon. gentleman has not read my speech carefully, or he
lias forgotten it. I carefully guarded myself from exprees-
ing any opinion upon the question. When the represen-

tatives of the chambers of commerce, some of the
most important chambers in England, asked what course
they should take to express their views, I said I really
did not know that they could do anything better than
to pursue the course which they had already commenced
-to keep up their communications with the various
boards in Canada, and through them to use the powers and
arguments they wished to use for the purpose of
showing that a bankruptcy law was a necessity. Now,
Mr. Speaker, it was my duty and my pleasure to
receive with all courtesy these important bodies. The
trade of England with Canada is of great importance,
and I believe is going to be of still more importance; and it
was of the utmost moment that I should receive such great
representative bodies as the chambers of commerce when
they wished to state that they believed sincerely that the
commercial intercourse between England and Canada, and
the development of that intercourse, were greatly prejudiced
in consequence of the absence of a bankiuptcy or insolvent
law. I believe they have taken my advice. They are com-
municating now, or have communicated, with the various
boards of trade in Canada; and, Mr. Speaker, the
Speech did not say that there was not going to be
any measure introduced. I may give the hou, gentle-
man this information in advance, that it is the intention
of the Government to ask this louse to strike a
special committee, carefully formed, for the purpose of
examining into the whole subject. They will have before
them the petitions, the memorials and the remonstrances of
these various commercial bodies, and we shall get a report
upon the whole subject, and especially upon one point of the
greatest importance, which dwells most particularly in the
minds of the members of the English chambers of com-
merce, that is to say, the possibility of there being undue or
fraudulent preferences. Those who have read my remarks
may, perhaps, remember that I explained to those bodies,
that unless the measure amounted, in the fullest sense, to a
bankruptcy or insolvent law, the jurisdiction did not rest
with us, but with the Provincial Legislatures. In order,
therefore, that this whole subject may be reviewed in its
commercial and constitutional aspects, it is the intention of
the Government to ask this HRouse to strike a committee of
competent men to deal with this subject. The hon, gentle-
man has spoken about a reciprocity treaty, and treaties in
general, and if I understood his remarks, he desired that we
should go again to the United States and renew our efforts
to secure a reciprocity treaty. Mr. Speaker, the publie
men of the United States, from the President down,
hnow that Canada has always been ready to enter
into negotiations for a reciprocity treaty. They
know that upon our Statute Book there is a provision that
in case the Americans at any time choose to enter into ne-
gotiations with us, the Goverument are empowered by the
Parliament of Canada, without a new Act, without any leg-
islation whatever, to reduce the tariff, or wipe away the
duties altogether, on condition that the Americans reci-
procate. And, Sir, what more do they want ? It is not by
going down on our knees that we shall get reciprocity, or
by doing what those people at St. John did the other day.
Because there has been a treaty entered into between the
United States and Spain, giving the United States exclu-
sively the trade with the Spanish Antilles, they said. We
must have annexation with the United States -anything
in order to get this trade as well.

Sir LEONAIRD TILLEY. Not many said that.
Sir JOIN A. MACDONALD. I am very glad to hear

from the Minister of Finance that very few said that. Yet
they were men who held out to the United States the sup-
position that we must have annexation if we do not trade
with the Spanish Antilles. Why, Mr. Speaker, the couse-
quence was,as happened beforeand as bas happened again and
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again with United States statesmen. They desire to enlarge the expense of those surveys. Those surveys will last for ai
the boundaries of the country; they would like to add Can- time; the receipts were merely the receipts for one year.
ada to the United States; they said, let us hold off a little lon. The hon. gentleman would like to know very much whether
ger; let us refuse them reciprocity, and Canada will faull like there is going to be a Factory Bill introduced or not. The
a ripe plum into our mouths. What was the result? It turns hon. member for Cornwall (Mr. Bergin), has rushed to the
out Dow during the present sitting of Congress that there rescue at once lfor fear there should be a dereliction of duty.
is not the slightest chance of this same Spanish treaty We will see, by and by, when we have my hon. friend's
being ratified at Washington. The hon. gentleman has measure before the House, how that will b dealt with.
stated that ho has heard a great deal about our attempt to With respect to the factory law, the case stands thus: AI.
develop the trade of Canada-that we had two commission- ready in two of the Provinces there is factory legislation.
ers appointed to England, and yet we have not heard of any If at any time it is found requisite for the protection of life
results. The United States lias had ambassadors appointed or property that offensive breaches of the factory law
to France and Spain, and you do not hear of any results should be made a crime, a misdemeanor, of course we must
yet. Believe me, Mr. Speaker, and the majority of this act here. The Provincial Legislatures have no power to
House and of this country will believe me when I say that declare any breach of the .law a misdemeanor; they can
the Government keep their attention constantly, earnestly of course fix certain penalties in civil law to any breach of
and most actively directed to the development of the.trade their law. The constitutional Act provides that they may
of Canada, and the obtaining of commercial treaties by decision imposing a fine, protect theirilegislation, but they
with the various civilized countries of the world. cannot interfere with any portion of the criminal law.
And I say this, that we have, 1 am happy to say, from Her Now, tho hon. gentleman says that we ought to have
Majesty's Government, every assistance in doing so. They mentioned an Act to give representation to the people
have, for instance, taken the step which the hon. gentleman of the North-West. I think before we can do that
rmay perhaps consider insufficient, but which I consider ait we must know what people are there, how they are divided,
sufficient. They have joined our iHigh Commissioner, Sir where their settiements are, what divisions are to be made,
Charles Tapper, with the Spanish Ambassador at Madrid as how the electoral franchise is to be exercised, what the
joint envoys in order to attempt to negotiate a treaty be- electoral franchise is. We can have no satisfactory adjat-
tween Canada, as part of England, and not only the Spanish ment of that question until we know the number of people
Antilles but the mother country-Spain. So with respect to that are there, whero they are situated, how they are
France. The attention of the Government has been steadily scattered, in order that we may, hereafter, if Parliament
given in that direction. The continual changes in govern- thinks proper, give them representation in Parliament.
ment in France and the various circumstances connected The time must come ere long when these districts will be
with their own government are such that we have never made Provinces, and if made Provinces they will, as a
b2en able to induce them to approach this subject with an matter of course, be represented in this Parliament like any
earnest desire to come to a conclusion, but by and bye we other Province. In the meantime, the first and necessary
may have successful negotiations. At ail events we will step must be taken of having a census. The hon. gentle-
keep "ipegging away," to use the homely phrase of Abraham man objects very much to some remarks I made in England,
Lincoln; we will lose no opportunity of extending and t) the effect that the Liberal-Conservati'es are
developing the freign trade of Canada. The hon. gentle- the true Liberals. Well, I have said so in the House
man congratulates the louse on there being no mention of and in the country; I have not the slightest reason
the Canadian Pacifie Railway. Well, that is all very for not repeating the sane thing in England. I
well. Tbere is no necessity for mentioning it, inas- believe the Liberal-Conservative party is the progressive
much as there is no legislation that we are going to party, the party that is going to develop this country. I
lay befere the House-that we propose to lay before the believe that if hon. gentlemen opposite sacceeded in taking
House just now. What we may do in the immense future, our place, a restrictive policy would be introduced, and the
and with the immense future of that railway, we must leave prosperity of this country retarded and obstructed. I said
to the future. At present we do not mention the Canadian i so there and I say so here. The hon. gentleman said I
Pacifie Railway, as we do not propose to lay a measure bo- spoke unfairly of their party when I said the Conservative
fore the House on this subject. But the hon. gentleman party drew its inspiration from England and theother from
asks a great many questions about the progress of the work, the neighboring Republic. I thought I was doing them full
the grades, and other cognate questions. I will take it justice when I said I believed they were as loyal a party
that the report of the hon. Minister of Railways will settle and as true to British interests as were the Conservatives.
that question, and therefore there was no necessity for en- I could not go further than tbat. I did not state in my
cumbering the hon. gentleman's speech with any remarks speech, though I might have done so, that they were
about them. I do not think that it will answer any good anxious for any constitutionat changes. I simply stated
purpose to follow the hon. gentleman in his discursive re- that in their legislation, their general legislation, they
marks on the varions subjects of public interest. It was drew their inspiration from the United States, from the
rather a waste of time, when the facts and papers are not neighboring Republic, and I believe, if yon look at the
before the House, to discuss the question. Therefore, I wili Statute Book, from 1874 to 1878, you will find the proof of
say not a word more about the railway policy or about the my assertion.
land policy, or about the receipts for land sales, and so on. Mr.MILLS. Fiscal policy, for instance.
By the way, however, I will call the attention of the House
to the rather nftair-I was going to say uncandid- Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, the hon. member
remarks of the hon. gentleman, in which ho pooh-poohed for Bothwell has really mentioned the exception which
the receipts for the sales of land. He says that the proves the rule. That is the only case in whîch we have
receipts were so much and the expenditure was so adopted the policy of the United States. The hon. gentie-
much, and that there is a very small balance left. The mon laugh over there. I wonder if the members do not
hon. gentleman ought to have told the House that the think we were right in adopting, in that instance only, the
receipts for the sales of land were for a particular year, while policy of the United States. 1 know many of them do.
the expenditure, on the other side, was for the surveys, Then the hon. gentleman, in order to wind up his speech,
which will last for ail time to come. The Government although it had not anything to do with the Address from
have been going on surveying township after township-we the Throne, brought up, in the first place-
have surveyed a kingdom, almost, in area, and we have paid Mr. LANDERKIN. The License Bill.

81r joN A. MACDONALD.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, he brought up the

License Bill.
An hon. MEMBER. Streams Bill.

Sir JOHSN A. MACDONALD. We will come to the
Streams Bill just now. He brought up the License Bill.
Mr. Speaker,, we have the decision of Russell vs. the
Queen; we have the deocision of the Queen and Hodge.
Unfortunately, in the reference to the Supreme Court here,
it was presented to them in such a way that we have not
the reasons given by the judges for their docision. They
have not decided according to Russell and the Queen-that
is quite clear. They have not decided according to the case
of the Queen vs. Hodge-that is quite clear. The only
way in which we can judge of the reasons which induced
the Supr.eme Court to decide or give an opinion as they have
done is from the remarks of the judges during the course of
the argument. During the course of that argument it was
said by more than one of the judges that the two decisions
in the Queen and Russell, and the Queen and Hodge, were
antagonistic; that they were cintradictory ; that one opposed
the other, and so apparently the court has split the differ-
ence; it has declared that all the wholesale licenses belong to
the Dominion, and all the retail and tavern licenses belong
to the Provincial Legislaturos. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think
it is of very groat importance that we should get such ques-
tions settled. After that decision, not one of the Provincial
Governments can issue licenses or receive a dollar for any
wholesale licenses or for licenses on any vessel; and it is
strange that the words "wholesale " and "retail" have
different significations in the different Provinces. In
one of the Provinces, a wholesale license covers five
gallons and upwards; in another it covers one
pint and upwardi. We must get these questions settled,
and it is, I considor, of the very greatest importance that,
so early in the history of Confederation, while we are yet
just laying the basis of the Dominion under our present con-
stitution, all possible questions of conflict of jurisdiction
should bo settled. You see what the consequences of allowing
the contrary practice to obtain were in the United States.
They culminated in a great war. Now we aro, one after
the other, settling those questions, and I hope this question
will be settled in the same way, finally and for ever. The
hon. gentleman says we should have no more legislation
about it. low can we help ourselves, Mr. Speaker? Who
is to decide what "wholesale" means and what "retail"
means ? If the Provincial Governments, for a matter of
revenue, wish to tax all sellers of spirits and wines, they are
cutoffifrom a great branch of the trade. They cannot charge
a license fee to any wholesale dealer in wines or spirituous
liquors. That must be settled in some way, and can only be
settled by the final tribunal. The hon. gentleman then spoke
about the boundary question. Mr. Speaker, if the proffer, the
repeated proffer, the solemn proffer of the Dominion Govern-
ment had been accepted, the boundary question would have
been settled ten long years ago. le bas quoted remarks of
mine, and state papers issued by the Goverument, alleging
that the boundary line was due north from the con-
fluence of the Ohio and the Mississippi. The Government
were obliged to take that ground, and why ? Because there
bad been a solemn decision of a court of competent juris-
diction, the Queen's Bench, in the then Province of Lower
Canada, which was a court of competent jurisdiction
specially charged to deal with the subjects before it. In
the Queen and Reinhart, it was a question of the greatest
importance, on which the life of a man depended. The man
was tried for murder, and the question whether that man
could be tried or could be executed depended upon the deci-
sion of that court, and it decided that the lino was a lino
drawn due north from the confluence of the two rivers.
Until that decision was reversed it was the law of the land,
and the hon, gentleman knows that Judge Armour, who

before ho was a judge, was selected specially by the Govern-
ment of which that hon. gentleman was a member, to
manage the case for the Dominion in respect te this bound-
ary, in his evidence before the committee, declared that ho
would feel himself bound by the decision in the Queen
against Reinhart. It was the law of the land until it
was reversed by a superior tribunal. S, the Dominion
Government were bound to bold to that docision as a
decision of a court of competent jurisdiction, until it
was reversed. But the Government had no disinclination
to have it reversed if the Supreme Court decided it
was erroneous. They offered, in 1872, and repeated
the offer again and again, but it was toc valuable a
political plaything to give up. It was kept to be used at
the polls and on the stump, and therefore the plain, straight-
forward offer of the Dominion Governmont te go at once
with the question and leave it te the Judicial Committee
of the Privy Council was set aside and was only at last
forced and dragged out of the Provincial Government. The
hon. gentleman says : "But that boundary question was
handed over to the Province of Manitoba. so that that Prov-
ince might intervene in the matter." The Parliament of
Canada was enlarging the boundaries of that Pro ince, and
it was necessary that there should ho no interval between
the Province of Manitoba ani the Province of Oatario. The
pioce of land there would be too small to form a Province
or to form a territory, and therefore the Government pro-
posed, and Parliament adopted it, and it was declared that
the western boundary of Ontario should be the eastern
boundary of Manitoba. The reason and common sense
were obvions. Thore was no use in having a small piece of
land which was not fit to make into a Province or into a
territory, and therefore the Government and Parliament
adopted the suggestion made by the Government of which
the hon. gentleman was a member, or at least by Mr. Mac-
konzie's Governmont, when they formed the Territory of
Keewatin. In the statute forming that territory it is pro-
vided that the western boundary of Ontario shall be tho east-
ern boundary of the District of Keewatin. And we did exactly
the same thiug. We copied the Act of the late Administra-
tion, whon we made the boundary of the one the boundary
of the other. Why the hon. gentleman brought in the
Streams Bill I cannot well understand. Why did ho bring
that in ? In order, ho said, that ho might show that I was
not infallible. Well, Mr. Speaker, I had pretty good autho-
rity for my opinion on that subject. I know, of course, I
had the authority of Mr. Mowat, the Attorney-General of
the Province of Ontario, because he was so satisfied that
according to law Mr. McLaren could hold those righ ts
and exclusive privileges that ho thought it necessary to
introduce an Act to take them away. He believed that the
law of the land would not take them away, so ho introduced
that Bill for the purpose of taking them away. It was on
account of that course, it was because the Dominion Govern-
ment held that it was a question of law thon in litigation
that should be left to the courts, and if the courts decided
that Mr. McLaren was right it would be wrong to pass
an Act to take that right away; and if the courts decided
that Mr. Caldwell was right, thon there was no necessity for
the legislation at all, and therefore the Government disallow-
ed it, in order that the case might go before the proper tribu-
nals and be settled according to law and not according to the
political exigencies of the Ontario Governmont. But not
only was it the opinion of Mr. Mowat, but I believe I am not
wrong when I say that the hon. gentleman himself, in his
professional capacity as counsel for Mr. McLaren, gave bis
opinion that Mr. McLaron's contention was right.

Mr. BLAKE. No, you are not right.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thon if I am not right I
am informed very erroneously, and when another member
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of Parlisment is in his place perhaps I shall bring up this
question again in order that we may have this point set-
tied. At all events, it was asserted in this House and not
denied.

Mr. BLAK E. Not that I know oî.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do
not know whether there is to be an amondment moved to the
Address or not. I thought I gathered from the hon. gen-
tleman's remarks that he did not intend to movo an amend-
ment. The Speech I believe and consider to be a plain,
straightforward, business-like document. The subjects to
be submitted to Parliament are important, and we invite
the earnest consideration of Parliament to those measures.
We believe the time of the House will bu usefully employed
in the discussion of those measures. We have not put into
the Speech, inserted into the mouth of the representative
of Her Majesty, long essays upon constitutional law or upon
the question whether myself was right or wrong, fallible or
infallible. We have called the attention of the flouse to
important subjects, and if it carries, as I behieve it will, the
measures that we are going to submit, the members of this
House will have the pleasure of knowing and feeling, whon
they go home, that they have passed a useful Session and
done great service to the country,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I think it
may be fairly left to the impartial judgment of this House,
and also of the country, when they read the report of the
two speeches, whether my hon. friend for West Durham
(Mr. Blake) or the First Minister is the more obnoxious to
the charge of having unduly wasted the time of the House on
the present occasion. I partly agree with the First Minis-
ter, that it would not bu expedient to enter on a discussion
in detail, particularly as I propose at the earliest oppor-
tunity to discuss a good many questions to which the First
Minister bas alluded. I think I may also fairly con-
gratulate the First Minister and the House on the fact
that on the present occasion the First Min ister bas observed
a moderation of tone and statement which it might
have been well had he observed on other oceasions. The
First Minister, Mr. Speaker, is no bad type, on the whole,
of that Spanish hero immortalized by Punch, who was
awfully determined when he had twenty men to one,
but who, when the odds wore lesa enormously in his
favor, usually found it convenient to remember that dis-
cretion was an important part of a general's duty. The
First Minister, in old time, in fact, in very recent
times, as some of us know to our cost, has found
it much more convenient to gerrymander his political
opponents out of existence than to face them. on the floor
of Parliament. Now, Sir, as I have said, having this pro-
pensity and this habit of mind, it might have been as well
had he been less valiant, less pot-valiant, I might say, on the
occasion of some recent demonstration in his honor when
that hon. gentleman made certain statements to which I
propose to call the attention of the House to-night-not
solely on account of the personal elements they contain, but
because there are certain important questions greatly
affecting the welfare of this country underlying that bon.
gentleman's utterances. He has had the opportunity to-
night, if he had chosen to use it, to retract or to modify
some of those statements, but he tells us that he adheres,
if I understand him aright, to every ward h has uttered.1
Sir, I propose to edify and amuse-perhaps to instruct- i

the House, by giving them a specimen of the state-(
ments to which the hon. Minister adheres, and which he is 2
not disposed to modify or alter. I must apologise to the 1
House if my own unworthy name appears a little too1
prominently in some of the statements I am about to read.1
It was not I who introduced it. I find that by reports ini
his organs, the First Minister is represented, on a very recentE
occasion to have delivered himself as follows:-

Sir JoaN A. MACDoNALD.

'I'e was an old Tory, the son and grandson ofold Tories-and if it
be true, as we believe, that grandfathers and fatherscan look down
upon what is going on among their descendants, how they would
shudder, they who bave sacrificed everything to their country and their
Conservative principles, when they could see the honor conferred upon
him because he had sold hie party. (Loud cheers.) Ah, yes, gentle-
men, he was a knightly man, was Sir Richard Cartwright. We kaow
that knighthood is an order of chivalry, and that a knight should be a
chivalrous man, and the first duty of every man is to be true to his
allegiance, to be loyal to his party. (Cheers.) The duty of the knight-
hood, when occasion calls for it, is.to surround the 8overeign and the
Crown, and if necessary to fight in defence of that Crown. But dir
Richard Cartwright has set himselfup as the champion of independence;
he is set up to see how such a thing will be received by the people of
this country. Mr. Blake will not commit himself to the policy yet he
will wait to see how the cat will jnmp-(laughter and cheers); and se
they tried it the other day, and. gentlemen, only think of it, the man
who is a Privy Councillor of Canada, who has sworn allegiance to Her
Majesty, Her heirs and successors-only think of it, the man who has
accepted the order of knigh thood at Her hands, who in supposed to have
knelt at ber feet, kissed Her hand and received the accolade on both
shoulders-"

Now, Mr. Speaker, a question bas arisen hure of very great
practical moment. I recollect, Sir, on the occasion that I
received the honor of knighthood, I only received and the
hon. Finance Minister only received the accolade on one
shoulder. Now, I want to know, in my own interests and
in the interest of the Finance Minister, in the interest of
several of bis own colleagues, bas there been a mistake?
Looking at the subsequent language of the bon. gentleman
it may become an important question to the bon. Finance
Minister and all the rest of us, who only got the
accolade on one shoulder. Are we only half knights? I
refer the question to the hon. gentleman, because
knights of high degree,like the First Minister, are expected
to be well up in the science of heraldry as well as of consti-
tutional law. I refer to him-do knights of bis high degree
get the accolade on both shoulders, and do knights of the
inferior order-Knights Commander-eonly get it on one? I
only mention the question because, really, it seems to me
that if it be otherwise then, Mr. Speaker (and I only
venture the suggestion as a possible explanation of an
otherwise inexplicable difficulty), is it possible that when
the First Minister says h received the accolade on both
shoulders, I say, is it possible ho may have seen double?
Hlowever that important question may' bu decided, and I
commit it with all confidence to the Minister of Finance,
who is interested with myself. It appears that the hon.
gentleman continues:

i saying, 'Rise, Sir Richard Cartwright, true, faithful and loyal'-
fancy him preaching independence; fancy him casting aside the loyalty
ho has sworn ta maintain and still fiaunting the title of K..M.G."

Up to this point the bon. gentleman had confined himsolf
to simple prose, but here his feelings become too much for
him and so b e finally dropped into poutry, in the follow-
ing remarkable fashion:-

" Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, when reading of this I think of the lan-
guage put te the month f Lady Constance by Shakespeare, when ho
addresses the Archduke et' Austria, atter ho had caused Prince Arthur
to be killed-

' Now, cold-blooded slave,
Didst thou fot speak like thunder on my aide,
Being sworn my soldier, bîddiug me depead
Upon thy star, thy fortune and tby atrength,
And dost thon now pass over to my foe ?
Thon wear'at a lion's hide-doff it for shame,
And bang a calfakin on tby recreunt limb. '

Mr. Speaker, it is only fair to the First Minister to
say that that great rhetorieal effort from which I have
quoted, and of which I make no doubt the bon. gentleman
and his friends are justly proud, abounds with paesages
like these, passages of equal stateliness of diction, of equal
loftiness of thought, of equally exquisite good taste. These
little outpourings, as one may say, of a thankful heart and
mind, inged probably with a little glow of after-dinner
enthusiasm, do infinite credit to the First Minister. I
know from old recollection that the First Minister was
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always more conversant with Hudibras than with Shakes-
peare, and with Rabelais than either; but I really did
not think that the First Minister's memory, in former
times at all events, would have led him to make such an
inapt quotation as that with which ho wound up. If 1
remember anything of the play of King John, the identical
language he quotes is uttered by a certain Sir Richard
to a certain craven Grand Duke or Grand Cross, as the case
might be, who came to condign punishment afterwards at the
hands of the aforesaid Sir Richard. And if I recollect any-
thing ef my Shakespeare, and I knew something of his
works in former days, it was not the Grand Duke who killed
the unfortunatePrince Arthur, but his own uncle, King John.
I do not want to criticise too severely these utterances of the
hon. gentleman, but I advise him when he next drops into
poetry to take the trouble to read the whole play, and then
he willbe able to quote it a little more correctly. But not
content with poetry, the hon, gentleman went on, as he has
not infrequently done before, to invoke the spirits of my
ancestors, in order that they may infiet on me such punish.
ment as he would like to infdict if his power were equal to
his will. I recollect that about seven or eight years ago
the hon. gentleman could hardly make a speech in which
my name figured in which the ghosts of my ancestors did
not appear, until at last, in pure self-defence, I had to do a
little spirit raising on my own account, and on one occasion,
before a large audience at Aylmer I invoked the
spirit of my esteemed grandfather. I enquired of him how
he would deal with the hon. gentleman under certain cir-
cumstances, and the reply, I remember, satisfied me and
the large audience I referred to, that if the First Miniscer had
lived in my grandfather's days and indulged his predatory
and other instincts then as he has done in later times, the
First Minister would undoubtedly have had infinitely more
cause to shudder at the doom which my ancestor would
inevitably have inflicted on him than ever my ancestor
would have had to shudder at me. I may further tell him
that, even if it should turn out, which is not so clear, that
my grandfather's opinions and my own might differ on
other matters, from all I know of the character of that
worthy gentleman, I feel most positively certain that in
tho opinion he and I would have formed as to the hon. gen-
tieman there would have been perfect unison between grand-
father and grandson. But, Sir, the hon. gentleman under-
took to speak of the sentiments which actuated the
United Empire Loyalists of former times. I have toitel[
that right hon. gentleman that I do not admit that a man
who never struck one honest stroke, who never spilled one
drop of blood, who never lost a dollar, who never risked a
foot of land in proof of his loyalty, is quite capable of und or-
standing the feelings and sentiments of men who sacri-
ficed everything that mon hold dear for the sake of alle-
giance to their country. Sir, I do not mean to say that
the hon. gentleman's loyalty is not very sincere. He
says it is, and he ougbt to know. But this I do say, that
that hon. gentleman's loyalty, ever since I have known
him, bas proved a most lucrative investment, politically
and otherwise ; that his is the sort of loyalty
that pays; and if he wants a further certificate of
character, I am prepared to assure Her Majesty that so
long as it continues le pay, She will have no more ardent
and devoted servant than the present First Minister of
Canada. But these are minor matters; there are other
and much more important ones to which I desire to
call the attention of this House. I do not at all agree,
I do not at all approve of the idea or the conception of
the duties, and obligations of Canadian statesmen which
underlies, not merely the passage I have quoted, but
almost every word of the first half of the speech de-
livered by the hon. gentleman to his friends and admirers
at Montreal-I say that bis words and the ideas they imply
are of the most mischievous character, and that it is in the
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interests of all of us that they should be repudiated by some
person, at all events, on the nfoor of this House. We can
gather from the language used by the hon. gentleman what
his ideas are of the duties and obligations which Canadian
statesmen owe to their country. For myseif, I have to tell
him that I stand here as the representative of a Canadian
constituency, and as a Privy Conneillor of Canada I am
bound to give to ier Majesty or Her Majesty's
representative that advice which in my heart I believe
is best in the interest of the people of Canada. That
is my plain duty, and. that I propose to do at any
cost. I can tell the hon. gentleman this, that the Canadian
who does anything else, who fails to state what he
believes to be for the interest of Canada, who allows
himself to be silenced for any consideration whatever,
is a traitor to his country. I say he is a traitor to lhis
country. I am prepared to maintain here or elsewhere,
against the hon. gentleman or against his friends, that the
advice, or more correctly speaking, the warning I gave once
or twico to the people of Canada, contained advice which is
good for the people of the Dominion, and good also, when
rightly understood, in the interests of the whole empire.
But that is too large a subject to enter uponjust now. What
I mean to say is this, that if the view put forward by the
right hon. gentleman, or implied by the right hon. gentle-
man, with reference to the duties and obligations which
are assumed by Canadians who accept Imperial decora-
tion be correct, if by receiving an Imperial decoration a
Canadian statesman is bound to be silent when the interests
of Canada require that ho should speak, thon, Sir, those dec.
orations are not honora, but bribes. I wish the hon. gen-
tleman to understand that, and it is well that the people of
Canada should understand it too. Sir, the idea which the hon.
gentleman has given utterance to are ideas which may suit
political adventurers who have no drop of Canadian blood in
their veins, no spark of honest regard for the true interests
of Canada in their hearts. For myself I utterly repudiate
those ideas, and I know this, that British statesmen of the
highest rank, were they asked if the granting of Imperial
honors to Canadian statesmen bound them to be silent when
the interests of their country called upon them to speair,
would repudiate the idea with the same disdain with which
I repudiate it now. The truth is, that the whole tenor of
the First Minister's speech is only one of a good many proofs
of how far ho is in reality, with ail his pretence, behind
the age-a proof that ha is rotrograde and reactionary in
the highest degree. He goes to the middle ages for
his fiscal policy; ho takes as his guide, in the method of con.
ducting a Government, the teachings of Sir Robert Wal-
pole, and his ideas of free discussion are based on the
times of the Stuarts and on those disgraceful periods of
English history when it was ruled from the bench that the
greater the truth the greater the libel, a doctrine which
would suit the Firet Minister most admirably. Sir, I tell
the First Minister that ho knows very little-and perhaps it
is unfortunate that he does know so little-of questions
which are now seothing in the public mind, questions which
are not to be ignored, questions which ho will soon discover,
and perhaps some of his colleagues could tell him, will have
to be faced before we are many years older. The hon.
gentleman claims to be ultra-loyal, but I eau recollect the
time when the Frat Minister was not so ultra-loyal. It is
true that at that period the First Minister was in Opposi-
tion, and it is possible that the fervent loyalty that ho now
professes does, sometimes, I do not say fall to zero, but ex-
perience a great cooling in the shades of Opposition. At
any rate, I recollect when the First Minister was, if not the
instigator of, at least the ardent sympathizer with that mob
of disloyal partisans who burned the Parliament House of
Canada, and pelted the Governor General, the repre.
sentative of royalty, through the streets of- Montreal.
Sir, I recollect perfectly well the discussion which
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took place in this House with respect to the ap.
pointment of a certain Mr. J. M. Ferris to an im-
portant post under the Crown, and I remember that it was
publicly stated here by many members of this House, sev-
oral of them supporters of the First Minister, that one of bis
claims to recognition was the fact that he was a very old
friend of the First Minister and a very active promoter of
the burning of the Parliamaent Hlouse in the City of Mont-
real. My hon. friend from Durham (Mr. Blake) called at-
tention to the fact that a certain well-known annexation
manifesto is ornamented with the, signature of an important
member of the present Cabinet. My hon. friend might have
added that if you choose to go back through the old Gazettes
you will find the name of a certain Lieut. David Lewis
Macpherson, who was turned ont of the militia for rank dis-
loyalty, and I would ask if this is the same David Lewis Mac-
pherson who is now the friend and the associate of the First
Minister. Upon the same manifesto is the name of no less a
person than Sir John Rose, ex-Finance Minister of Canada.
A little further down you will find the name of one Alex-
ander Tilloch Galt, of whom it may be remembered, that
before accepting the decoration which I now wear, ho
addressed a formal communication to Lord Carnarvon,
then Secretary of State for the Colonies, in which heh
wished that it should be known before accepting that
decoration that ho was an advocate of the indepen-
donce of Canada, and to whom Lord Carnarvon, than
whom no more honorable nobleman exists, replied
that ho saw no reason in that fact why that gentle-
man should not accept that decoration. Must I recall the
language of the Mail, which, if not the hon. gentleman's
organ, is the next thing to it, in which, when it was pointed
out that the fiscal policy which he inaugurated was likely te
prove injurious to British connection, we were told that if
that were the case it was so much the worse for British
connection. Lastly, must I recail the conduct of the First
Minister to Lord Lorne. Sir, tiis lHouse remembers how
Lord Lorne was exposed to unmeasured obloquy, how he
was assailed by the right hon. gentleman's supporters and
the press which supports those supporters, and we recollect
the reason why. We recolleet that at the earnest request
of the First Minister, in order to extricate himself from a
grievous political dificulty, Lord Lorne consented to refer
a certain matter to England, and therefore ho was assailed
in a most virulent manner by a good many members
of thi fHouse and a good many of the newspapers of'
this country. I have here the express and positive
declaration of Lord Lorne that "on Wednesday, the
second day of April, Sir John A. Macdonald again came'
to me and informed me that as an alternative to
his (Lord Lorne's) refusai to dismiss Mr. Letellier, ho
suggested that the question involved in the dismissal of Ihe
Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec should be referred to Her
Majesty's Government. I referred to this, and Sir John
produced a note of the statement ho proposed to make to the
louse on the sub)ject." In uanother placo ho says that "on

Wednesday Sir John again came to me, and inforrmed me
that, as an alternative, ne suggested that the question in-
volved in the dismissal of the Lieuteniit-Governor should
be referred to Her Majesty's Government." Tho man who
gave the advice that Lord Lorne acted upon, that loyal and
chivalrous person, sat mute, did not raise his hand, did not1
open bis mouth, but allowed the representative of royalty,
the Queen's son-in-law, to be assailed and traduced by his
supporters, when one word from him would have closed
their mouths. And having done so, he is the man who
now lectures bon. gentlemen on this side of the House on
their imagined disloyalty to the British Crown. I would
advise the hon. gentleman to caution; 1 would remind him
that persons who live iL glass ehouses should bo careful
of throwing stones. Although 1 do not at the moment
see the hon. Secretary of State in the louse, it strikes

Sir BoiAun CAaTWRIOUT.

me that on the occasion to which I have referred that
hon. gentleman, to bis credit be it said, took occasion
to separate himself from his leader, and declare that
he was not altogether averse to discussing the future of
Canada. I say that the First Minister, not content with
the assaults to which I have alluded, must needs make
insinuations of a somewhat offensive character regard-
ing certain Liberal leaders. They were to the effect that
they had sought and supplicated for these honors. I do
not know whether he meant to insinuate that I was one
who had done so, but I can tell the First Minister that not
only was that insinuation not a fact, at any rate as regards
myself, and I believe as regards the other members of the
late Cabinet, but it was the exact reverse of the fact. Not
one of us, that I know of, ever sought or asked for any
honor. Honors were tendered to us, and under circum-
stances which made the tendering of them peculiarly
gratifying, because they were tendered after we had
ceased in any way to control the destinies of the country.
But, Sir, it is perfectly well known that so far from the
Liberal leaders sueing or supplicating for honors, my hon.
friend bore (Mr. Blake), my hon. friend who usually sits
beside me (Mr. Mackenzie), and my hon. friend the late
lamented Mr. George Brown, were ail severally tendered
honors, and all, for reasons which did them honor, saw fit
to decline them. Can the First Minister say as much for
bis own colleagues? Wililhe rise in bis place and say that
his own colleagues did not sue and supplicate for honors?
Sir, we know better. We know that members of his own
Cabinet did sue and supplicate for honors. I think that Cana-
dian statesmen, when they are freely and spontaneously ten-
dered to them, may freely accept Imperial decorations ten-
dered in the way I have described; but I can tell the bon,
gentleman this, that no Canadian statesman worthy of the
name, or worthy to hold such an important place, will ever
stoop to sue or supplicate for honors in any quarter; and if,
besides sueing and supplicating, it is understood that men
who accept them are bound to silence when the interests of
their country demand that they should speak out, the
case is ten-fold worse than that to which I have alluded.
I fear that on the occasion I bave referred to the First Min.
ister's head was a little turned, and I am sorry for it, because,
with ail his faults-and they are neither few nor far be.
tween-I confe-s I had a better opinioni f the First Minister.
1 thought there was enough selfrespect and manliness
left in him to prevent his using the language I was
sorry to see he used with respect to the honor recently
conferred upon him. That honor, Sir, was one cf con.
siderable importance. It was intended, no doubt, as
a graceful rocognition by Her Majesty of the growing
importance of this great Dominion, and it is fitting that
it sbould bave been acknowledged, but acknowledged
in a respectful and manly fashion. It was not a fitting
thing that the First Minister of this Dominion should
talk of a thing of that kind as an overwhelming bonor
conferred on him. Does the First Minister not know
that within tho last few years, again and again, honors
of that kind, and of a much superior kind, have been con-
ferred upon English statesmen, of Cabinet rank, it is true,
bu t of no very higlh grade in their respective parties? Sir,
I object on my part altogether to the use of such languago,
an!d I teli the First Minister that ho ought to learn that the
f irst Minister of Canada occupies such a position thut he
should not speak of overwhelming honora conferred upon
him by any parties whatever. I teil the First Minister
that the use of* such soevile and debasing language has
only shown how unfit he is to be trusted in any matter
affecting the honor of Canada. And if thi hon. gentie-
man imagines that we are awe-struck on thia side of the
Hlouse because ois entitled to wear across bis bioeast a red
ribbon six inches wide instead of a red ribbon three inches
wide around his neck, and to write after his name G.C,B. in-
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stead of K.C.B., ail I can tell him is that long before this'to confirr.r him again in 1882. That these unfortunate peo-
Session closes bis mind will be wholly disabused of any suchpie are likely to pay a most heavy penalty for their folly,
idea. Now, I am not going to allow the First Minister or his will, I arn a;'d, be only too cieariy shown whon we have
followers or pressto allege that Iin any way oppose or depre- had an oppcrtunity of perusing the Public Accounts, and of
ciate the honors which Her Majesty bas conferred upon him. holding Bome further discussion on the resuits of the folly
I may tell him that when I heard that the honor they thon allowed thomselvos to commit. But if we are to
had been conferred upon him, the first feeling that fillod blush for anybody, it is not for leer Majesty advisers, but for
My mind was one of lively gratitude, sympathy, and admir- that portion ofthe people of Canada who had so little sense of
ation, and I will tell him why ;-in the first place, lively publie honor and self-respect as, aftor what the hon. gen-
gratitude, because, when She saw fit to do this thing, Her tleman had done, to again entrust him with furthor powers
Majesty had been graciously pleased to select the Order of o? injuring his country. And I say that under these cir-
the Bath, and not the Order of St. Michael and St. George; cumstances a decoration, Moro or less, is a very littie matter.
in the second place, I have the honor myself of knowing What is to ho iegrotted is that being suclias ho is, having
a reasonable number of Knights of the noble and honorablemade such a use as he bas made of the talents with whicl
order of, the Bath, and I know them to be gallant, truthful Providence has endowed hlm, the hon. gentleman should bc
and upright gentlemen, and, therefore, for reasons wbich to-day the 'irst Minister of the country. Now, I have a
I will not go into at this moment, I feel they deserve warning to give the hon. gentleman. I eau tell him this that
the sincere sympathy of everybody who is acquainted with the next time ho prates or vapors about bis ioyalty in this
the antecedents of the hon. gentleman; and in the last buse, ho will do well to wait until those gentlemen who,
place, if it be true, as asserted by the First Minister's press, like myself are acquainted with his previeus career and
that there are certain purifying and cleansing influences antecedents, have ceused to have seuts in the fouse. I ean
inherent in the ceremonial of the investiture of the Grand tllhim that the next time ho talks of the greed of Liberai
Cross of the Most flonourable Order o? the Bath, thon, Sir, leaders nbr honors io had botter do so un the absence of
I am filled with tbe profoundest admiration for the great two, at a y rate, of his on. colleagues Whor it beside,
wisdom o? iler Majesty's advisers, inasmuch as I arn per- him and bave recently received decorations. I ean tel
fectly satisfied that of ail ier Mjesty's tbree hundred hm that the next time ho chooses to interdiet free, dis-
million subjeets, black, brown, white, yellow and copper cussion in this Blouse or elsewhere he bad botter do it iu the
coloured, there is no one who stands more desperately i absence ofthe hon.fthe Secretary o? State.I eu tellyhm
need of every cleansing and purifying influence it is possible tht the next time ho chooses to quote Shakespeare ho would
to bostow upon him than the Iast recipient o? that dis do well to read the drama from wbich ho quotes before ho
tinguished honor. Moreover, I arn bound to tell the louse introduces another quotation. s hiave frther to say to the
that there is precedent for it. I nm net disposcd my8eif to hon, gentleman, that I amn Iprfectly aware of the extent o?
hunt up musty old precedents, but you know precedents are bis ptriotism and have tested the quality o? bis vator. I
dear to every rightly constituted Britishlimd, and I have a know what bis loyalty is Worth, and o one thing ho may
very recent precedont for the hon. gentleman's case which rest assurod, that anything I chooso to say elsowhere or here
goeswith it almost on ail fours. About tweuty-five years ago, hewilltatd me, fully prepared to maintain and to justiy,
under peculiar circumstances, lier Majesty was advised to and neither threats nor bribes from hlm or from any other
bestow, and did bestow, the honor of the Grand Cross of the party will provent me, on any occasion I se fit, from tad
Bath upon another Prime Minister-the Prime Minister o? vocating that course or frommaking any statements or
the Principality oNepaut, Jung Bahadur. Now, -Nepaul, I tondering any advico which I believe tobe on the whole for
may mention for the special information o? the Finance Min- the interests of my native country.
ister, is a Chinese .Principality, paying tribute to Pekin, and Resoîutiou agroed te,
inhabited by a race ofeCcinese extraction; and fromo what I
bave heard, from the writings of Mr. Lawrence Oliphant, Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
and from information that caine o my koleBdge while in That the said resolution be referred to a Select Comtteeneom
London I an inclined obelive, di point of srupulot - toed of Sir John A. Macdonald, Sir Leonard Tilley, Sr iector
ness, in point of regard for bisword, and in point of dexter- angevin, the lon. Mr. McLelan resrs. TaIhereaand Townshend.

ity sa gettisg rid o? bis political oppoents-although the Motion agreed to.
oriental method bad the mrt of bing considerably simpler Sir JOinth A. MA DONALD, from the committee, re-
and more effectua than the occidental one-and in what ported the draft oan Address, which was read the first and
one May ca l bis common walk and conversation, I believ tha hsecond timo and ordered to qu engrossed, ad to b ulpro.
there ws not a pim's point of difference in the way of sented to ris Excellency bysch members o? this bfouse as
practical morality botween the Prime Minister o Nepaul are muembers othe Privy Council.
and the present Prime Minister of the Dominion of
Canada; and, thoeofore, I couceive that there ws a good STJPPLY.
precedent for the bestowal o? the distinguised onor of the Sir LEONARD ThLLEY moved:
Grand Cross o? the Bath upon our Primo Minister. I
mention that pbecause I know thore are many who ict that That this House wil , on Tuesday next resolve itaelf into a commit-
it was rather to be regretted, taking ali things inito acconut, tee te, coasider of a Supply te be granted to Her Majesty.
that iher Majosty's advisers should have been moved to Motion agremdato.
take this particular action;and I wih hreto say that i
bold tat it is not tai to throw any blame upon ier WAYS ANy MANS.
Bajesty' advisers for their action in the matter. Lot us Sir LEONAD TILLeY moved:
be juPr.i think that thoe thing for certain reasons May have That this on se wie, on Tesay nzt, resove itself into a oerbaen egrettable, but not that oer Majosty's advisers mite teconsder of the my Ways a d Means for raising the Spplytbe
are to blame. The parties Who are to blame, to say the graeted to Her Majesty. ,
truth, are the majority of the electors o Canada- STANDINGCOMMITTEES.

Some hon. MEMBEriS.tiar, hoar. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD gave notice that liewould

S ImICHAR CARTWRIGHT-wbo wore ill-advised move, oulMoodav next:
enoug , knowing th antecedents o? the First Minister, to That a special omrittee of seven members be appointed te prepare
oiet hi eto th mportat offce whic ho nowholds and ad report, with &Il convenient speed, lut of members te compou the
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Select Standing Committees ordered by the House on Thursday,the 29th
inst., and that Sir John A. Macdonald, Sir Leonard Tilley, Sir Hector
Langevin, Sir Richard Cartwright, Messrs. McLelan, Blake, and Vale do
compose the said committee.

Mr. BLAKE. I should be very glad if the hon, gentle-
man would move that at once. Then we could meet on
Monday. He might move instead of giving notice.

Sir JOHN A.· MACDONALD. I cannot do that, I think.

OFFICIAL REPORT OF THE DEBATES.

Mr. BOWELL. With the consent of the House, I will
make the usual motion to appoint a committee to supervise
the Debates of the House. It has been usual, on previous
occasions, to make this motion without giving notice. I
therefore move:

That a select committee be appointed to supervise the officiai re-
port of the Debates of this House during the present Session, with
power to report from time to time, said committee to be composed of
Messrs. Béchard, Bergin, Colby, Charlton, Desjardins, Foster, Innes,
Royal, Scriver, Somerville (Brant), White (Cardwell) and Wood-
worth.

It is the same committee as was appointed last year, with
the exception of Mr. Woodworth, who is substituted for Mr.
McDonald, called to the Senate.

Motion agreed to.

REPORT PRESENTED.
Annuai report of the Department of the Interior, for

1884.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the fouse.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 10:25

o'clock pin.

BOUSE OF COMMONS.
MoNDAY, 2nd February, 1885.

The SPuArÂ R took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYEEs.

REPORTS PRESENTED.

Trade and Navigation Returns for the fiscal year ending
80th June, 1884.-(Mr. Bowell.)

Report of the Minister of Public Works for the year end-
ing 30th June, 1884; also, Report of the Minister of Justice
on the Penitentiaries of the Dominion of Canada for the
same year.-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

Publie Accounts of Canada for the year ending 30th June,
1884; also, Report of the Auditor General for the same year.
(Sir Leonard Tilley.)

Report of the Department of Indian Affairs for the year
ending 30th June, 1884.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

Report of the Inland Revenue Department for the year
ending 30th June, 1884.-(Mr. Costigan.)

COST OF PRINTING; AND ADVERTISING.

Mr. McMULLEN. I desire to enquire of the Govern-
ment when they will bring down the lReturn ordered on the
14th of February last, showing :

The amounts paid by the Government to the Gazette Publishing Com-
pany, of Montreal, for printing, advertising, or any work done or
aterial furnished during the years 1878, 1879, 1880, 181, 1882, 1883, in

dotail.
Sir ,otN A. MACDONALD.

The hon. gentleman suggested that the words "and other
newspapers of the Dominion" should be added, and the
years 1874, 1875, 1876 and 1877 be also included, so that we
might have a Return for the last ton years. The hon. gen-
tleman at that time promised he would give this Return
prompt attention. Eleven months have passed since and
no return lias yet come down. I would like to know what
the probability is of that Return being laid before the House
at an early day.

Sir IIECTOR LANGEVIN. I do not remember exactly
the circumstances and have no doubt the Return was not
ready at the end of the Session, but it will be brought down
immediately.

Mr. McMULLEN. How soon ?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There was a discussion

on the subject, and I took occasion to point ont to the
hon. gentleman that the addition ha proposed would proba-
bly entail six months labor for a dozen clerks, involving an
expenditure unnecessarily of some thousands of dollars.
He declared that all pains would be taken and all possible
despatch used to give us the Returu. It should be ready,
therefore, by this.

Sir HECTOR L ANGEVIN. No doubt all those pains
and this despatch were used, and the Roturn was not ready
at the end of the Session. -That was the reason it was not
brought down, but it wiltlbe brought down immediately.

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY STOCKROLDERS.

Mr. MITCHELL. At this stage I would like to ask the
Government, and I take the earliest opportunity of doing so
that there may be no excuse with regard to time, whether
they are yet prepared to lay before the House, in accord-
ance with the Order of the House last Session, a list of the
stockholders of the Grand Trunk and their residences.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. On account of the ab-
sence of the Secretary of State I cannot say whether that
Return has yet been received or not. Of course it would be
sent to him.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like the hon. gentleman not
to let it drift over for more than a week or two.

CIVIL SERVICE BILL.
Mr. CASEY. Seeing that the hon. Minister of Agriculture

bas been so prompt in giving notice of a couple of measures
mentioned rather among the addenda in the Speech from
the Throne, I would like to ask the Premier when the Civil
Service Bill, also mentioned, will be bronght down.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That moasure is under the
charge of the Secretary of State. I believe it will be intro-
duced in a few days.

SUPRELE COURT.
Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny) moved for leave to intro-

duce Bill (No. 3) to limit the appellate jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Explain.

Mr. LANDRY. (Translation.) The explanations which
are asked from me, Mr. Speaker, are very simple, and the Bill
itself will give them in full at the second reading. As the
title indicates, it is intended to limit the jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court as regards matters relating to civil law in
the various Provinces. The object of the law is to with-
draw those cases from the jurisdiction of the Supreme
Court. If the Government intend to introduce a measure
whieh would be botter than mine, and whioh would be
calculated to meet our views, I will not object to having it
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substituted for my Bill, but if they do not introduce a
measure of that kind, I intend to ask the vote of this
House.

Bill read the first time.

DISTRIBUTION OF ASSETS OF INSOLVENT
DEBTORS.

Mr. CURRAN, moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
4) for the distribution of assets of insolvent debtors. He
said : This Bill has been prepared under the direction of the
Boards of Trade of Montreal, Toronto, Hamilton and Winni-
peg, and embodies the views of the commercial community
of the Dominion.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to ask the hon. the
mover of the Bill whether it contains any provision for the
discharge of the debtors when their property is taken away.
Without such a clause the Bill will be incomplete.

Mr. CURRAN. The promoters of the Bill have not
thought proper to include a clause for the discharge of in-
solvent debtors. This Bill merely aims at an equitable dis-
tribution of the assets. lowever, as the matter is to be re-
ferred to a committee later on, any additions thought neces-
sary will be made there.

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand that the Bill simply pro-
vides to take away the property of unfortunate debtors, but
does not admit of the discharge of the debtors; I think it is
a very one-sided affair.

Bill read the first time.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 2) to regulate the employment of children and
young persons and women in the Workshops, Mills and
Factories of the Dominion of Canada.-(Mr. Bergin.)

Bill (No. 5) respecting the liability of carriers by land.
-(Mr. Coughlin.)

Bil (No. 6) to further amend the law of evidence in
criminal cases.-(Mr. Cameron, Huron.)

TflE FACTORY BILL.

Mr. BLAKE enquired, Whet:er it is the intention of the
Government to introduce the Factory Bill ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is under considera-
tion.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE enquired, Is it the intention of the
Government to introduce a measure this Session restricting
the immigration of Chinese into the Dominion of Canada ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Until the report of the
Commission is received and considered, the Government
have not come to any resolution on the subject.

PUBLIC DEBT OF CANADA.

Mr. CHARLTON enquired, The net amount of the public
debt of Canada on January 1st, 1885 ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The net debt of Canada on
the 30th June, 1884, was $181,719,931.30; the increaso of
the debt from the 1st July, 1884, to the 31st December,
1884, was $7,194,953.75; total, 8188,914,855.05.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Has the hon. gentle-
man the gross amount besides ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No, The question is not as
to the gross amount.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY LOAN.

Mr. CHAR[LTON enquired, Of the loan of $22,500,000
which Parliament at its last Session authorized the Govern-
ment to make to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company,
what amount has been paid over to that company up to
January 29th, 1885 ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The amount paid to the
company up to the 29th January, 1885, is $18,591,600.

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT.

Mr. DESJARDINS enquired, Whether it is the intention
of the Government to accept as final the judgment rendered
by the Supreme Court as to the competency of the Dominion
Parliament to pass the Liquor License Act, 1883 ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A report is being ob-
tained as to the effect the decision of the Supreme Court
will have on the laws of the different Provinces. Until that
is received-and it will be received in a few days-the Gov-
ernment cannot express any intention on the matter.

RESIGNATION OF CAPT. LUDGER BOLDUC.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny) moved for:
Return of all papers relating to the resignation of Capt. Ludger

Boldue, after the collision which occurred on the 20th May, 1884,
between La Canadienne and the brig Alliance, of Jersey; covering com-
plaint, enquiry, report, &c., and all correspondence relating to the
matter.

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) If the hon. member
has no objection, I shall ask him to add to bis
motion a demand for papers concerning the appoint.
ment of that same Capt. Bolduc. The reason why
I make the demard is this: Capt. Bolduc super-
seded Capt. Auguste Dupré, who commanded that
steamer for several years without meeting with any acci-
dent whatever. For one reason or another means have
been found to dismiss him and to appoint in his place Capt.
Bolduc, to which the accident mentioned in the hon. mem-
ber's motion bas happened. Therefore, I shall ask him to
add to bis motion a demand for papers relating to the ap.
pointment of Capt. Bolduc.

Mr. LANDRY. I believe the hon. member wishes to
mix up two questions which are altogether distinct and
separate. If ho wishes to get information he is at liberty
to do what I am doing, by making a motion to that effect.

Mr. LANGELIER. I believe it is useless to make two
motions for the same object.

Mr. LANDRY. It is not altogether the same object.
Mr. LANGELIER. Nothing is more natural than to ask

for the circumstances of the appointment while asking for
the circumstances of the resignation.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think the hon. member
ought to give a notice of motion. I do not think there
would be any objection, but at all events the Deputy Min-
ister will be notified of the motion and ho will be ens bled to
see whether the motion may be granted or not.

Motion agreed to.

GOVERNMENT DEPOSITS IN BANKS.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT moved for:
Statement showing the amount of money on deposit to the credit of

the Government of Canada on the 1st day of January, 1885, whether in
Canada or elsewhere, together with the names of the banks wherein the
said moneys are deposited, with the amount in each bank respectively;
also the amount at interest and the rate of interest, if any, allowed on
the said deposits in each case.

le said: If the Finance Minister thinks that it would make

1885. 29



COMMONS DEBATES. FEBRUARY

no special delay I would make that the 1st of February, an
save another motion.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Motion, as amended, agreed to.

GOODS IMPORTED FOR CONSUMPTION.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT moved for:
Summary etatement, similar to No. 2, in the Trade and Navigatio:

Returns, of the goods imported for consumption, dutiable and free, i:
the Dominion of Canada, the amount of duty collected, and the rates c
duty levied thereon, during the six months ending 31st December, 1884
Alo, a similar statement to No. 5, in the Trade and Navigation Returns
of the goods, the produce and manufacture of Canada exported fror
the Dominion of Canada for the six monthe ending 3lst becember, 1884

Mr. BOWELL. There is no objection to the motion; bu
the hon. gentleman must understand that it will be som<
time before the motion can be brought down as it involves
a very large amount of labor and work.

Motion agreed to.

TIMBER LICENSES.

Mr. CHARLTON moved for:
1st. The total number of timber licenses or permits to cut timber

granted since February lot, 1883, and the total area covered by such
licenses or permitSe;

2nd. The total amount of bonuses or premiums paid on such licenses
or permits;

3rd. The name and residence of each grantee of a timber license or
permit ; the number of the license or permit; the ares covered by each;
the date of application for the same; the bonus or premium per square
mile paid upon each : whether the survey of each berth or area covered
by license or permit was made by the Government previous to granting
the same, for the purpose of obtaining information as to its value; and
the information, if any, in the possession of the Government as to the
quantity, quality and kind of timber upon each; also, the location of
each berth or limit;

4th. The Crown dues or stumpage charged or chargeable on each
license or permit;

5th. Whether in each came where a license or permit was granted the
berth -waa first put up at publie auction af ter public notice inviting
tenders was given, and was sold to the higheet bidder, or whether
granted upon application from the grantee without public competition
being invited ;

et h. Copies of all petitions, remonhtrances, claims, or communications
sent or made to the Government respecting such timber licenses or per-
mite ; and copies of all correspondence had with the Government
respecting such lands, licenses or timber, and the action of the Govern-
ment thereon.

He said: I notice in a Return laid upon the Table of the
House very late last Session, in a statement showing the
number of timber licenses and leases granted, area, bonuses,
total amount of dues, etc., that the names of the grantees
are omitted in each case, in no instance are we able to say
who were the parties to whom these leases were granted.
I think this motion called for that information, and I con-
sider it essential that the information should be given. I
hope the Return to this motion will be made very soon, as
there is nothing asked for here except the licenses actually
granted, and I hope when that Return is made we may have
the names of the parties to whom the licenses were given.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I thinkit is desirable to add, 1
" assignees of Government licenses and the consideration!
expressed in the assignment of licensee."

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved :
That a Special Committee of seven members be appointed to prepare

and report, with all convenient speed, liste of members to compose the
Select Standing Committees, ordered by the House on Thursday, the 29th
ultimo, and that Sir John A. Macdonald, Sir Leonard Tilley, Sir Hector
Langevin, Sir Richard Cartwright, sud Mesrs. McLelan, Blake and
Vail do compose the said committee.

kotion agreed to.
Sir I RD V QATWmgRT,

RETURNS ORDERED.

Statement showing : lst. The Christian and aurnames of the pre-
sent employés of the Immigration Office at Quebec, and the nature of
their enployment ;

2nd. The amount of the yearly salary paid to each such employé on
31st December, 1884 ;

3rd. The amount of the yearly salary attached to the sid office on
31st December, 1877.

Also, all correspondence respecting the inerease or non-increase of
the salary of any Employé of the said office, between the two dates
above named.-(Mr. Landry, Montmagny.)

Return cf the receipts and expenditure in detail, chargeable to the
Consolidated Fund, from the Jet day of July, 1883, to the 3lst day of
January, 1884, and from the 1st day cf July, 1884, to the 31st day of
January, 1885.-(Sir Richard Cartwright.)

Return in the form used in the statements usually published in the
Gazette, of the exports and importe from the Jet day of July, 1883, to
the 1et day of January, 1864, and from the let day of July, 1884, to the
lst day of January, 1885, distinguishing the producte of Canada and
those of other counties.-(Sir Richard Cartwright.)

Copies of the complaint, corresponder ce, documents and reports, re-
lating to the enquiry respecting Captain Alphonse Miville DeChene,
about the year 1879, at St. Roch des Alnete -(Mr. Casgrain.)

Copies of all documents, correspondence and contracts between the
G overnment or its officers and the several parties tendering for the
supplying of wood to the lightship at the Lower Traverse, for the
years 1883 and 1884.-(Mr. Osugrain.)

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

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 4:10 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TuEsDAr, 3rd February, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, from the Special Com.
mittee appointed to prépare and report lists of members to
compose the Select Standing Committees, ordered by the
flouse on the 29th ult., reported lists as follows:-

No. 1.-ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS.

Messieurs

Abbott,
Amyot,
Belleau,
Blake,
Bossé,
Caeron (Huron),
Cameron (Victoria),
Csegrain,
Coi by
Josugan,

Curran,
Daly,

N

Armstrong,
Benson,
Billy,
Oamneron (Inverness),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Campbell (Victoria),
Casey,
Cochrane,
Coughlin,

Davies, Mille,
Desjardins, Ouimet,
Girouard, Patterson (gssex),
Hall, Rqbertson (Hamilton),
Laurier, Royal,
Lister, Shakespeare,
Macdonald (Sir John), Temple,
Mackenzie, Weldon,
Macmaster, Wells,
McCartby, White (Cardwell) and
MoIntyre, Woodworth.-35.
MeIsaae,

o. 2.-ON EXPIRING LAWS.

Messieurs

Daoust McInty re,
De St. Georges, McMilan (Vaudreuil),
Desaulnier (St.· M'rice), Paint,
Dodd, Pruyn,
Guillet, Rinfret,
Rackett, Robertson (Hastings),
Harley, Tyrwlhitt,
Hesson, Valin and
Labrosse, Yeo.-27.

And that the Quorum of the said Committee do consit'of Seven
Members,
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No.3.-ON RAILWAYS, CANALS, AND TELEGRAPH LINES.

Abbott,
Allen,
Amyot,
Bain,
Baker (Misisquoi),
Barnard,
Beaty,
Béchard,
Bell,
Belleau,
Benoit,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Bernier,
Blake,
Blondeau,
Bossé,
Bouras3a,
Bowell,
Bryson,
Burns,
Burpee (St. John),
Burpee (Sunbury),
Cameron (Huron),
Cjameron (rnverness),
Cameron (Victoria),
Carling,
Caron,
Casey,
Casgrain,
O bapleau,
Charlton,;
Cockburn,
Col by,
c ack,
costigac,
Colirsol,
Curran,
Daivies,
Dawson,
De St. Georges,
Desjardins,
Diekinson,
Dodd,
Dundas,
Edgar,
rail bank,

Messieurs
Ferguson (Welland), Ouimet,
Fisher, Paint,
Forbee, Patterson (Eusez),
Fortin, Pope,
Foster, Ray,
Gault, Riopel,
Geoffrion, Robertson (Hamilton),.
Girouard, Robertson (Hastings),
Glen, Robertson (Shelburne),
Gordon, Rosa,
Grandbois, Royal,
Haggart, Rykert,
Hall, Scott,
Hay, Scriver,
Hickey, Small,
Billiard, Smyth,
Holton, Sproule,
I rvine, Stairs,
Ives, Sutherland (Oxford),
Kilvert, Sutherland (Selkirk),
King, Taschereau,
Kinney Tassé,
Landerkin, Temple,
Landry (Kent), Thompson,
Landry (Montmagny), Tilley (Sir Leonard),
Langevin (Sir Hector), Townshend,
Laurier, Trow,
Livingstone, Tupper,
Macdonald (Sir John), Vail,
Mackenzie, Valin,
Mackintosh, Vanasse,
Macmaster, Wallace (Albert),
Macmillan (Middlesex),Wallace (York),j
McCallum, Watso,
Mccarthy, Weldon,
McGraney, Wells,
McDougaldi (Pictou), White (Cardwell),
MIcGreevy, White (Hastings),
Mclatyre, White (Renfrew),
McIsaac, Wigle,
McL elan, Wiliisms,
McMillan (Vaudreuil), Wilson,
McMullen, Wood (Brockville),
&ills, Wood (Westmoreland),
Mitchell, Woodworth and
Mulock, Wright.-140.
Orton,

No. 4.-ON MISCELLANEOUS PRIVATE BILLS.

Messieurs
Allen, Gillmor,
Amyot, Girouard,
Baker (Missisquoi), Glen,
Bell, Guilbault,
Benson, Hay,
Bourassa, Hickey,
Burns, Holton,
Burpee (Sunbury), Homer,
Uameron (Victoria), Ives,
Caron, Jamieson,
Oasey, Jenkins,
Catudal, Kinney,
Cockburn, Kranz,
Outhbert, Labrosse,
Daoust, Langelier
Desaulniers (Mask'ngé),Landry (kent),
Desaulniers (St. M'rice),Landry (Montmagny),
Edgar, Laurier,
Farrow, Lesage,
Fleming, Lister,
Foster, Macmaster,
Gagné, McDougall (0. Breton),
Geoffrion, Mcsaac,

McMullen,

Massue,
Montplaisir,
Malock,
O uimet,
Pinsonneault,
R.ay,
Reid,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Scriver,
Small,
Snyth,
Springer,
Sproule,
Stairs,
Tasc.hereau,
Tassé,
Taylor,
Thompson,
Tupper,
Vansese,
Wallace (Albert),
Weldon,
Wells, and
Wright.-71.

And that the Quorum of the said::Committee do consist of Seven
Membeus.

No. 5.-ON STANDING ORDERS.

Messieurs

Auger,
Bain,
Baker (Victoria),
Beaty,
Bergern,
Bourbeau,
Burnham,
Cameron (Middlesex),

Ferguson (Leeds& Gren) Landerkin,
Ferguson (Welland), Livingstone,
Gaudet, Macdonald (King's),
Gault, MfDougall (0 .Breton),
Gigault, Macmilian (Middlesex),
Gillmor, Massue,
Gordon, Moffat,
Grandbois, Montplaisir,

Casgrain,
Ooughlin,
Dawson.
De St. Georges,
Dodd,
Dundas,
Dupont,

Gunn,
Hackett,
Hurteau,
Innes,
Irvine,
Jackson,
Kaulbach,

O'Brien,
Paterson (Brant),
Patterson (Essex),
Rinfret,
Sutherland (Oxford)aid
Wood (BrockviIle).-44.

And that the Quorum of the said Committee do consist of Seven
Members.

No. 6. -ON PRINTING.
Messieurs

Allison,
Baker (Kissiaquoi),
Belleau,
Bergiac
Bourassa,

Bowell
Desjardins,
Poster,
Innes,
Landry (Montmagny),

Somerville (Brant),
Tassé,
Thompson,
Trow and
White (Cardwell).-15.

No. 7.-ON PUBLIO ACOUNTS.

Messieurs
Baker (Victoria), Grandbois, Rykert,
Béchard, Holton, Scriver,
Bergeron, Ives, Somerville (Brant),
Bergi, Kilvert, Suthe -land (delkirk),
Blake, King, Taschereau
Bowell, Langelier, Tilley (Sir Leonard),
Carling, Macdonald (Sir John), Townshend,
Cartwright (Sir Rich.), Mackenzie, Tupper,
Charlton, Mci)ougald (Pictou), Vail
Colby, McLelan, White (Oardwell),
Costigan, Massue, White (Hastings),
0oursol, Mulock, White (Renfrew),
Davies, Pope, Wood (Brockville) and
Desaulniers (St. M'rice),Rinfret, Wood (Westmoreland)
Farrow, Riopel, -40.
Ferguson (Welland), Robertson (Shelburne),

And that the Quorum of the said Committes do consist of Nine
Members.

No. 8,-ON BANKING AND COMMERCE.

Abbott,
A Ilison,
Baker (Victoria),
Béchard,
Bernier,
Blake,
Bossé,
Bourbeau,
Bowell,
Bryson,
Burnham,
Burpee (Sunbury),
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Middlesex),
Cameron (Victoria),
Campbell (Victoria),
Carling,
Cartwright (Sir Rich.),
Casgrain,
Catudal,
Charlton,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
Oook,
Coursol,
Ourran,
Cuthbert,
Daly,
Davies,
Dawson,
Desj ardins,
Dickinson,
Dugas,
Dundas,

And that the Quors
Members.

Messieurs
Dupont,
Fairbank,
Fleming,
Forb3s,
Fortin,
Gagné,
Gault,
Giigault,
Girouard,
Guillet,
Gu nnI
Hackett,
Haggart,
Hall,
Hesson,
Hilliard,
Innes,
Ives,
Jackson,
Jamieson,
Kaulbach,
Kilvert,
Kinney,
Kirk,
Kranz,
Landerkin,
Langelier,
Lesage,
Mlacdtonald (Sir John),
MaccIonald (King's),
Macikenzie,
Mackintosh,
Macmaster,

McCallum,
McCarthy,
McDougald (Pictou),
McGreevy,
McMullen,
McNeill,
Massue,
Mitchell,
Moffat,
O' Brien,
Orton,
Ou met,
Paterson (Brant),
Platt,
Reid,
Robertson (Hamilton),
Rykert,
Scott,
Scriver,
Shakespeare,
Somerville (Bruce),
Sutherland (Oxford),
Tilley (dir Leonard),
Vail,
Vanasse,
Wallace (York),
Weldon
White (Cardwell),
White (Renfrew),
Williams,
Wood (Westmoreland),
Wright, and
Yeo.-100.

um of the said Committee do consist of Niue

No. 9.-ON IMMIGRATION AND COLONIZATION.
Messieurs

Allen,
Allison,
Atmtrong,
Auger,
Bain,
Barnard,
Béchard,
Bell,

Dugas, Mitchell,
Edgar, Montplaisir,
Fairbank, Orton,
Farrow, Paterson (Brant),
Ferguson (Leeds&Gren)Patterson (!asex),
Fisher, Pinsonneault,
Fortin, Platt,
Gagné, Pope,
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Benoit, Gaudet, Pruyn,
Billv, Grandbois, Ra,
Blondeau, Guilbault, R ertson (Hastings),
Bourassa, Harley, Ross,
Bryson, Hay, Royal,
BRham, Hesson, Scott,
Burns, Hickey, Somerville (Bruce),
Cameron (Middlesex), Homer, Springer,
Campbell (Renfrew), Hurteau, Sproule,
Ostudal, Jenkins, Sutherland (Selkirk),
Chapleau, King, Taylor,
Cimon, Kirk, Trow,
Cochrane, Kranz, Tyrwhitt,
Cockburn, Labrosse. 'watson,
Colby, Landry (Kent), White (Hfastings),
0oughlin, Mackintosh, White (Renfrew),
Daly, McCallum, Wigle,
Dawson, McCraney, Wilson,
Desau!niers (Mask'ngé) McMillan (Vaudreuil), Wright and
Dickinson, McNeill, Yeo.-84.

And that the Quorum of the said Committee do consist of Nine Mem.
bars.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the said report
be concurred in.

Motion agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM RIS EXCELLENCY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD presented a Message from
His Excellency the Governor General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message as follows:-

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons a copy of
a despatch which he has received from the Right Honorable the Secre-
tary of State for the Colonies, in reply toa Joint Address to th, Queen,
expressing sympatby with Her Mosu Gracious 1ajesty, on the death of
His Royal Highness the Duke of Albany.

GOVERtVàrSENT ous1,
oTTAWÂ, 3OLh Jauuary, 1885.

(Copy-No. 5T)

The Earl of Derby to the Governor General, Canada.

DowaNG STRET, 1st May, 188t.

My LoRD,-I have received and laid befoe the Queen your Despatch
(No. 65,) of the 9h rultimo, enclosing aJoint Address ta Her Majestyfrom
ihe Senat and House of uCoMons of Canada, exp:esing sympatby with

er Moft Gracions Majsty on the death of BRoyal iighnesa the
t>uke uf Albany.

I am commanded by the Queen ta request that you will convey Her .
Majesty's ihanks ta the Dominion Senate and House of Commons for
this expression of their sympathy, which Her Majesty bas received very
gratefuily. -

I have, etc.,

Governor General
The Most flonorable

The Marquis of LaxmnowNI, G.C.K.G.
&e, kc., &e.

DERBY.

OFFICIAL REPORT OF THE DEBATES.

Mr. WHIT E (Cardwell) presented first report of the
Committee appointed to supervise the official reporting of
theiDebates.

Mr. BLAKE. It would be convenient if the hon. member
for Cardwell (Mr. White) would state when he proposes to
ask the House to concur in the report of the Debates Com-
mittee which he has laid on the Ta ble.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I should like to do it to day. I
have given the usual notice, but I will do it to-morrow if
the House will consent.

CONSOLIDATION OF THE STATUTES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD laid on the Table reporta of
the Commissioners appointed to consolidate and revise the
Statutes of Canada. He said: There are two parts, and
some tablesare wanting to the second part. The whole of

Sir JoHN A. MAODONALD.

the revised Statutes are here, and the tables will be finish.
ed by the printers to-day or to-morrow. Then the whole
will be distributed, with the tables. The French copies are
not yet ready, but will bc laid on the Table as soon as they
are printed.

Mr. BLAKE. I think that, with a reasonable notice of
that kind, the hon. gentleman might move it, because it
obviously involves a double impression being made in the
meantime,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I suppose the report will
be printed in the Votes and Proceedings ?

Mr, BLAKE. Yes, I suppose so.

ADVANCES TO PROVINCES.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 7) to amend the Act 37 Vic., cap. 17. He said :
This is for the purpose of amending an Act which provides
that the Dominion Government may, on application made
by a Local Government, by Order in Council, advanoe to the
Province or Provinces such sums of noney as they may re-
quire for public works, out of the debt account. The amend.
ment of the Bill requires that that application shall have the
assent of the Legislature.

Mr. BLAKE. Of both Legislatures?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; but, for instance, if an

application should come from the Province of New Bruns.
wiuk, the assent of the Legislature of that Province must be
obtained to the proposal that the amount should be with.
drawn from the debt account.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIG RT. Doesthehon. genlileman
propose that this Government should have full pwcr to
refuse such application, or is the power to be given to the
Provinces, as of course, to draw at any moment ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The law at the present
moment is that this Government shall have the power to
refuse any such application, but circumstances have occurred
which have led the Government to believe that it is in the
interest of all parties that the assent of the LeJslature
should be had to any such application.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGRT. That is the ouly altera-
tion ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes, that is the only altera.
tion.

Mr. BLAKE. 0f course it is quite competent for the
Government, as an administrative act, to refuse to assent to
the application of any Province unless it is backed by the
assent of the Legislature. The Government is not under
any compulsion to assent to any such application. It bas
power to say yea or nay; and, if at any time it thinks that
the opinion of the Local Legislature, as well as that of the
Local Executive should be given in regard to such an appli-
cation, it has the power to say so.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is true, but the
Government think it is well that no snch responsibility
should be thrown upon the Dominion Government, as, in
refusing the application of a Provincial Government, it is at
once brought into collision with that Government. We
think that a vote of the Local Legislature should be obtained
before any sum of money is withdrawn, Of course, no
Government-either Dominion or Provincial-ought to use
money without consent of Parliament. Hitherto, under
the law which was introduced for a very good purpose by-
my hon. friend for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), the Pro.
vincial Government is enabled to apply for an advance out
of the money at its credit for local purposes, but it does not
appear on the face of the application whether there has
been a vote of the Local Législature or not ; and this
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amendment is proposed in order to avoid all question in
regard to the matter, and to avoid all possible collision
botween the Provincial and Dominion Governments in
regard to it.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I suppose even Ontario will partici-
pate ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDON &LD. Even Ontario will partici-
pate.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time,

LETTER POSTAGE.

Mr. HESSON enquired, Wbether it is the intention of
the Government to reduce the rate of postage on letters to
two cents per j oz.?

Mr. CARLING. It is not the intention of the Govern-
ment during the present Session to reduce the postage on
letters to two cents.

PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny) moved for:
Copies of all Orders in Council, instructions given, reports of

engineers, and al' documents whatsoever, in relation to the selection of
the shortest and best line for a railway between the present terminus of
the Canadian Pacifl Railway and one of the seaports of the Maritime
Provinces.

He said (Translation): Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to deal
lengthily with this question, at this stage of the Session, for
I understand that the papers, on wbich any debate ought to
be based, to be of advantage to public interest generally, and
to the Province of Quebec in particular, have not yet been
brought down. But I take this opportunity of calling the
attention of the Government to a certain rumor, now in
circulation, and of which it is expedient to inform the Gov-
ernment, It lias been recenbly stated that au exploration
had been made from St. Charles station on the Intercolonial
towards the Seven Island through the fifth or sixth range
of the township of Montmagny By taking this lino we
reach a certain knoll, a certain bill, whose summit is about
400 feet above the ordinary level in those parts. It seems
a report on this question has been made to the Government
who gave instruction to the explorer, Mr. Light, to discon-
tinue the exploration. In spite of that, according to the
rumor, the engineer took upon himself to make an explor-
ation by going round the mountain, and discovered a route
just as short, and even shorter, than the proposed lino, if
the grade is taken into consideration. Nevertheless, rumor
has it-I do not wish to affirm anything, but rumors are
always allowed to be repeated-that the Government have
not yet given, or does not wish to give, instructions to this
engineer to the effect that what is called an instrumental
survey should be made on this new lino. I wish to call the
attention of the Government to these facts, at this stage of
the Session, so that they may not, at a more advanced stage,
come to us and say: We have encountered insuperable diffi.
culties. Indeed, these difficulties are not unconquerable,
as the Government may see for themselves, by referring to
the last reports fylcd by Mr. Light, the engineer. These are
the only remarks I shall make to-day, and I have deemed it
my duty to make them, so that I may not be charged, later
on, with having failed to make them in proper time.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker,
my colleague, the hon. Minister who is in charge of the
Railway Department, is not present, but I shall not fait to
repeat to him the remarks just made by the hon. momber.
I am convinced that ho will be most happy to receive the
information just given, and that he will not fail to give the
necessary instructions.

Motion agreed to.
5

RETURN ORDERED.

Copies of all correspondence between the Federal and Ontario
Governments and the Imperial Government, on the subject of the Im-
perial Act, 21-22 Victoria, Chapter 90, known as the British Medical
A et, 1858 ; the Imperial Act 31-32 Victoria, Chapter 29, known as the
British Medical Amendment Act, 1868 ; the Imperial Act 41-42 Victoria,
Chapter 33, known as the Dentists' Act, 1878; and the amendments
proposed to be made thereto, duwing the present Session of the Imperial
Parliament.-(Mr. Bergin.)

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

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 3.55 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNEsDAY, 4th February, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

OFFICIAL REPORT OF THE DEBATES.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It was understood yesterday
that I should to-iay move the adoption of the report of the
Committee on the Debates of this House. I may say that
information has reached me since the report was presented,
which will lead me to propose to refer the first part of it
back to the Committee for further consideration-that is,
the part having reference to the resignation of the head of
the French translators' staff, the appointment of another in
his place, and the appointment of another translator to fill
the vacancy. I propose only to move, therefore, the other
part of the report, whieh it is important to pass upen at
once, bocanse it invhlvesca change in the distribution of the
reports, and we ought to know the result as soon as pos.
sible. I beg, therefore, to move:

That so much of the first report of the Select Committee appointed to
supervise the report of the Debates of this House during the present
Session, as refers to the daily issue and the distribution of the bound
copies of the said report, be adopted.

I may say that the effect of this, so far as the cost
is concerned-and I have got the figurcs made up by the
Printing Department-will be an annual saving of about
$1,072. Last year we agreed to give to each member of the
House five copies of the bound Report; this year some
members of the Committee have had communication during
the Recess with a number of members of the press, who
have complaine>d that the unrevised copies that are sent to
the newspapers throughout the Daminion, are of practically
little use, because they are not revised or corrected ; that
they may in fact be led into serious error by the Report-
and none but serious errors are permitted to be corrected-
and it may thus through the newspapers become the perma-
nent record of that serious error in respect te the member of
any particular constituency. Journalists would greatly
prefor to have the perfected copies sent to them at
the end of the Session, and give up altogether the
daily distribution. With the view of accomplishing
that end without adding to the cost, it is thought that the
members will agree to give up three of their copies. Last
year it was agreed to give five bound copies of The Debates
to each member, so that they might be able to distribute
some of them among their constituents; but I think ex-
perience has shown that the three or four extra copies for
each member is not enough to make a satisfactory distribu-
tion, but just enough to make it really enmbarrassing. It is
desirable to give bound copies to libraries, meohauios' in.
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stitutes and institutions of that kind, and the proposal of
the Conmittee is to have such a reserve of copies by means
of this change that they will be able to give a bound copy of
The Debates to cach institution, so that they may be access-
ible to any person in the locality who may desire to consult
them. In that case the members will receive only two
bound copies instead of five, as heretofore. The number to
be bound will be exactly tho sanie as last year. The num-
ber of newspapers on the distribution list is about 500 Eng-
lish and 60 French. We wIl have 100 more English
copies bound and 100 less Fioach copies, so that in the
aggregate the number of bound copies will be exactly the
same. There will be a saving of 560 copies for daily dis-
tribution, which would, I have said, amount to a saving, ac-
cording to a statement made in the Printing Department, of
$1,072 on the whole.

Mr. BLAKE. Would the hon. gentleman state what is
the saving effected on the daily distribution by itself-the
diminution of the press daily copies?

Mr. WHITE. About 560 copies a day.
Mr. BLAKE. And how much is it in money ?
Mr. WHlITE. $1,072. Outside that saving the condition

is precisely the same as before. We print and bind the
same number of completed copies, but instead of giving five
copies te each member we give him two copies, and the
other three will go to supply the press with bound copies.

Mr. BLAKE. I am very glad the hon. gentleman pro.
poses to refer back the first part of the report-not that I
have any information as to the individual who has been
named, but because I think it will b a good thing, unless
special circumstances require otherwise, that in all cases of
vacancy on this staff an opportunity should be given, after
knowledge of the vacancy has become public, for applica-
tions to be made to the Committee in order that they may
have a large range of applicants from whom to choose. I
say I know nothing of the individual, but I think that will
be a wholesome rule to follow, and I hope that the Com-
mittee will adopt it with reference to this appointment. As
to that part of the report before us, I must confess that I
view with great regret the proposal of the Committee to
discontinue the daily distribution to the press of the country.
We have a system, whether it be for good or ill, of publishing
an Official Report of The Debates, and the system necessar-
ily impairs the fullness of the publication by the oth er media
of communication to which the publie las been accustomed to
look. The great newspapers of the country do not publish
as full reports as they otherwise would of the debaes. Now,
it is very important that the only medium practically super-
beding all other media the only medium by which the
public can attain a knowledge of what goes on bore, and as
it goes on here, which is through the circulation, directly
or indirectly, of their official reports-I say 1 think it of
great consequence that the press of the country should have
an opportunity, while the debates arc going on, while Par-
liament is sitting and as soon as possible after the utter-
ances of members have taken place here, of knowing what
the views are of the public men of the country, the represen.
tatives of the people, what the current of discussion has
been in respect of the matters which are in agitation. Full
use is not made-I regret to be obliged to express the opinion
that sufficient use is not made-of this daily issue. That we
cannot help, but I think it is our business to give an oppor-
tunity to the daily press-I do not say of publishing our
long speeches at all-but of having that information which
is to be derived from a perusal of the debates and to express
their views and frame their articles upon questions
of public policy. I am not at all opposed, as long as
the system of ifansard goes on, to arrangements being
made by whieh the press of the country should receive a
record in a permanent form of the debates, as well as the

Mr. WmTz (Cardwell).

daily issue. That is another question. If we are so vari-
able as to decide that what we solemnly determined last
Session was a mistake, that it was an error to give five
copies to members, as the Committee proposed last Session,
weil and good; if it is decided that some other use of these
extra copies, which is a botter use, can be made, well and
good; but it doos soem to me an important thing, as long
as we preserve an official debate, that we should not cut off
the supply to the press from day to day of the means of
obtaining early and authentic information of what ges on
here.

Mr. CH A RLTON. I believe the conclusion arrived at by
the Committee to send bound volumes of The Debates to the
newspaper press in place of the daily issue, was in conse-
quence of an application by the newspaper press of the
country. Representations wore made by those gentlemen
that the daily issue was practically useless to them, that in
point of fact it was not an authentie copy, not a revised
copy, and that in being guided by it they were likely to
make seilous mistakes, and that, therefore, the bound copy
would be much more valuable to them. It was to meet
their views that the Committee took action with reference
to substituting bound copies for the daily issue. The Com-
mittee sought to make an arrangement by which the ex-
pense of The Debates would not be increased by this change,
and they have done so. It was thought the members of the
House would give up the privilege of having five copies
and taking two instead, in order thatthe expense might not
be increased. I presume that the great mass of tbe news-
papers in the country would prefer the bound volumes to
the daily issue, and in that belief this change is proposed by
the Committee.

Mr. CASEY. I do not know how thoroughly the mem-
bers of the Committee have been able to consult the press in
reference to this matter, but I am quite sure that the mem-
bers of the press are not the only parties who should be
considered in this matter. If they are under the impression
for the time being that a bound volume at the end of the
Session would be of more use than the daily issue, I do not
know that we are obliged to accept that conclusion as final.
I quite agree with the opinion expressed by my leader that
the press ought to have both-I think 1 understood him to
that effect, I quite agree that the unrevised reports of the
speeches here aro sometimes erroneous; but I must pay this
tribute to the ilansard staff, that the reports are oun the
whole and in the average, remarkably good; that they are
infinicely botter, in my opinion, than any reports thatcould
be secured by any newspaper sending reporters hore at its
own expense; that they, therefore, form an infinitely more
correct representation of what passes in this House than
any newspaper in.the country could secure if the daily issue
of unrevised reports were cut off. I am, therefore, strongly
of the opinion that the daily issue should be continued as the
only means whereby the press can comment intelligently, and
at the time when comment is needed, on what passes in this
House. We all know that the bound volumes do not come
out until the middle of summer, and by that timenewspaper
comment on what passes this week or during the next few
succeeding weeks would fall very flat. It is of the highest im-
portance that the newspapers should possess for the purposes
of comment the best obtainable report of the speeches here
immediately after they are delivered. As regards the pro-
posal to deduct three copies from each member of the
House in order to provide bound copies for the press, I am
not quite inclined to agree with the Committee. I have
not found that the five copies which I have received this
year were too many for the demand I had for them. 1 dQ
not think any hon. member will say that ho had any diffi-
culty in disposing of hie four spare copies. We nearly all
have not only institutions that should posseess a record of
this kind, but in nearly every oonstituency therear leaders
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of opinion who likewise ought to possess the record to
enable them to form their own conclusions and assist in
forming opinion in the neighborhood as regarde politica
matters. If it is necessary to retronch somewhere in orde
to provide bound copies for the press, I believe it can b
effected in regard to the publication of other documents
with which we are deluged, many of which are of very
little general interest. Many of these documents, which are
published at a large publie expenditure, possess very little in
terest, and in many cases they possess interest only to mem-
bers from one part of the Dominion. Retrenchment might bc
made in this direction, not only suflicient to give the press
bound volumes of Kansard, but to provide us with a larger
number of reports of general interest, in regard to which .1
shall take another opportunity of speaking.

Mr. HESSON. I am very glad to approve, for once, of
the opinion expressed by thehon. member for West Elgin
(Mr. Casey). No doubt the report expresses the feeling of
newspapers which have representatives here; but there is a
large number of papers which have no representatives bore,
and they are equally important in the different counties in
which they are published. The work of the reporting staff
has certainly improved very much as compared with that
done during the first few years I had any experience of it
in this Hlouse. I think their reports are rery fairly correct,
and where there are any errors worth noticing they can be
corrected by members for the bound volume. As regards
the distribution of the five copies allotted to members last
year, I quite agree with the hon. member for West Elgin,
that there was not much difficulty experienced in distribut-
ing them, and we could have distributed many more. I was
able to supply the reading room of the Mechanics Institute
and the reading room of the Grand Trunk Railway, and
also two leading papers of my county, loaving myself one
copy. I cannot conceoive why the Committee propose to
give us two bound volumes instead of five. I should prefer
that one volume be given rather than two volumes. If we
recoive five copies I can distribute four to the institutions
and newspapers of the county, but I should not know what
to do with a single extra copy. It would be botter to leave
the matter as it is at present.

Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant). The change in regard to
the distribution of Hansard was made in the Committee at
my suggestion. I took occasion during last summer to
consult with a number of the newspaper men of Ontario,
and from the views they expressed to me I am satisfied
that the change proposed will meet with their appro-
bation. The copies of ansard supposed to be distributed
daily from the flouse are not distributed daily, but they are
ofLen received at the newspaper officers in bundles of fiveor
six issues. Tte newspapers throughout Ontario, to my
knowledge, depend more especially on the reports
which appear in the leading dailies for their reading
with respect to the proceedings of Parliament. In sending
to the press the advance sheets, the newspapers not only.
get incorrect reports which cannot be roferred to with
authority afterwards, but they do not receive an index,
and consequently, if they desire to bind the Hansard at the
close of the Session, they find they have not correct copies
of the reports of the House as authorized, and have
not an index by which they can refer to any particular
speech that may be contained therein. I think in the
interest of the newspapers the change which has been sug-
gested is a good one, and I am satisfied it will meet with
the approbation of nine-tenths of the newspaper publishers
of the Dominion. The advance sheets are practically of no
use to them at the present time, whereas the bound volumes
would be of great service, especially during the progress of
elections in the coming years. The change, I repeat, is a
desirable one in the interests of the newspaper mon. If it
is the wish of the House to furnish the advance sheets as

o well as bound copies, the newspaper mon will net object;
i but if it is teobe a choice between the daily issue and bound
l volume, nine-tenths of the press will prefer to obtain bound
r volumes at the close of the Session.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have listened to this discussion, and
I must say I entirely agree with the hon. member who
opposed the report submitted by the hon. member for
Cardwell (Mr. White). I have heard no other ground for
the change advanced than this: That when the daily
reports are sent te the newpapers, they fail te obtain an
index with them, and at the end of the Session they have
the loose copies which are net of the same service as a
bound voluume winh an index would be. The difficulty can
be surmounted very easily. I understand froma a member
of the Committee that it will take 500 bouad volumes te
supply the press with the complete report, index included,
ready for the library. In the meantime the points pre-
sented by the hon. member for Elgin strike me as having a
great deal of sound, common sense. The bound volumes do
net get out till well on in the summer. The questions dis-
cussed are live questions only during the sitting of Parlia-
ment and for a very short time afterwards-at all ovents a
very large majority of them are se. It is of the greatest
importance that the press should have access te the
debates at length, presented te them in an official
character as the discussions go on. What difficulty is
there in securing this ? It is said that some oi the
debates se printed are issued in an incorrect form.
I must say this for the gentlemen who occupy the position
of official reporters in this IIouse, that whenever I have had
occasion to look carefully over the speeches I have delivered
I have found that they have been reported generally very
accuratcly, and I have heard from others no very serious
complaints in that respect; and I think it would be depriv-
ing the public-the clientèle of the newspapers of the
country-of an amount of information which they should
net be deprived of, if they were prevented from having
access te the daily official reports as printed by this House,
and, therefore, I should oppose the portion of the report
which makes a recommendatiot te that effect. I know that
gentlemen who occupy positions on the Committee and have
before them the reasons pro and con as te any particular
change or amendment, shou'd have every consideration
given to any conclusions at which they arrive, but I have
heard no sufficient reason to satisfy me that we should de.
prive the papers of these daily reports. If it is necessary
te give them additional advantages let us add te the cost-
I am told it will only cost something about $1,000 te furnish
the bound copies of these reports-and give them to the
newspapers, bound and indexed complete.

Mr. MILLS. I cannot say that I concur in the report of
the Committee. I think the system which was followed
last year is of more service than the one the Committee
have proposed. It is my impression that it would be a
great advantage te the press to have the bound copy, but if
they are obliged to choose between the bound copy and the
carrent publication from day te day, if the press does its
duty, it appears te me that the current publication is of far
more consequence than the bound volume. It is no doubt
very useful during an election campaign te have these
official reports to refer te, and newspaper men during an
election find it very convenient Vo have a volume of the
Debates at hand from which they can see what has been
said Upon questions which are made the issue in an clection
contest. But the members ofthis fouse have opportunities
of acquiring information upon questions of public import.
ance and public interest which are not open to the press,
and unless the press have those daily official reports of The
Debates of this House they have net the necessary means
for criticising and discussing the views which are enunci-
ated in Parliament by the representatives of the people.
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Whether it be advantageous to issue a smaller number of
copies to the members, each member is able to judge best for
himself. If the Committee feel that it is nocessary
in the publie interest, and with a view to the
present condition of the publie revenue, to eocono-
mise in this particular, I do not make any objection, but I
think it would be very unfortunate if the press of the coun-
try were deprived of the current numbers of The Debates
as they are issued from day to day. I think it is well that
they should have the bound copy, but I think it is'of still
more consequence that they should have the daily issue.
If what the hon. member for Brant says (Mr. Somerville)
is truc it only shows that some person in the Post Office
Department or the Distribution Office is not doing his duty,
because members of the press should recoive these publica-
tions from day to day precisely as menmbers do. They
shouldnot be mailed in large bundles ut long intervals, but
should be issued to the press promptly as they are pub-
lished.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The question of the daily dis-
tribution to the press seems to be the point upon which
there is great difference of opinion. If that distribution is
to bc continued and members will give up thre of their five
oopies-

An hon. MEMBER. Make it four.
Mr. WHITE. No, three is the number mentioned in the

report-I say in that case we go on just as we did last
year in the matter of cost; that is to say, we can continue
tie daily distribution to the press without adding to the
cost, and give them a volume at the end of the Session. I
may say, however, that the suggestion to abandon the
daily distribution came from tho press itself. I think, as
one knowing something about the matter, that there is no
hon. gentleman in this louse who. is better acquainted
with the sentiments of the press of Ontario, at all events,.
than the hon. member for Brant (Mr. Somerville), and the
suggestion came from him as representing largely the
feelmgs of the journalists of Ontario themselves. If it is
desirable to give the journalists both the daily edition and
the bound volume I would suggest that the better plan
would be for some member who takes that vrew simply to
move an amendment that the daily distribution to the press
be continued, and then the part of the report providing
that two copies be given each member and the other copies
to the press might be adopted.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It has been suggested,
after hearing the discussion, that the motion stand over
until to-morrow, when we shall have had an opportunity
of considering it.

Mr. BLAKE. I would suggest for the consideration of
the House that if it is desired to produce the same result of
economy which is proposed by the report, it would be
better done by our giving up one of our three daily copies,
and letting that go towards the economical view of the
question.

Wells, and Wright, be appointed to assist Mr. S 3eaker in
the direction of the Library of Parliament, so far as the in-
terests of this House are concerned, and to act as members
of a Joint Committee of both Houses on the Library, and that
a message be sent to the Sonate acquainting their Honors
therewith.

Motion agreed to.

PENSIONS TO WIDOWS OF VETERANS.
Mr. ROBERTSON (Hastings) enquired, Io it the inten.

tion of the Government to extend to the widows of pension-
ers of 1812-14, payment of the pension ?

Mr. CARON. It is not the intention of the Government
to extend the pensions of 1812-14 to widows.

MoISAAC'S POND, INVERNESS.
Mr. CAMERON (Inverness) enquired, Whether it is the

intention of the Government to grant any money during the
present Session of Parliament to make MelÉsaac's Pond,
Inverness, a harbor of refuge for vessels engaged in coasting
and fishing on the north-west coast of the Island of Cape
Breton?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In 1879 this matter was
bronght before my Department, and was reported upon by
the Chief Engineer, who disapproved of the plan. In l1882
a thorough survey of the locality was made by an officer of
the Department, and the matter was considered by the Chief
Engineer and an estimate made of the cost. The estimate
amounted to 8145,000. Therefore, I must answer that it is
not the intention of the Government.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-THE GOVERN.
MENT MORTGAGE.

Mr. BLAKE enquired, Whether any preposais or sugges.
tions, written or verbal, have been made by the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company, or by any of its offleers or direc.
tors, to the Government, or any Minister, for any pecuniary
relief, or for the postponing or any alteration in the status
of the Government mortgage, or for the freeing of any
pledged property, or for the purchase by or surrender to
the Government of any la Ads, or for tho surrender of tho
undertaking to the Government, or for any change of any
kind; and, if so, what is the existing condition of affairs?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No applications have been
made by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company of the
nature suggested in this question. As to verbal conversa-
tions between members or officers of the company and
members of the Go vern mont, I do not feel called upon to say
anything.

TRADE WITH TIIE AUSTRALIAN COLONIES.

Mr. MITCHELL moved for:
Copy et aIl correspondence between the Goverument of Canada and

the several Governments of the Australian and Tasmanian Colonies, or
any one acting on their behalf, in relation to the establisbing of a more
1direct communication and extension of trade between these ColoniesMr. WHITE (Cardwell). Perbapa the First Minister and Canada; also, ail correspondence between the Government of

would let the report go back to the Committee and we will 1 Canada and the British Government on the same subject.
reconsider the whole matter in view of the discussion which He said : I will not take up the time of the House by re-
has taken place. ferring at any length to this matter. I would simply sa v

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move in amendoment that in view of the agitation which has been started in
that the report be not now received but that it be referred England in favor o? federating the Empire, I submit this
back to the Commiltee for further consideration. resolution for the purpose of ascertaining whetherCanada has

had any negotiations with the next greatest colonies of the
Amnendment agreed to' Empire, the Australian colonies, or whether the latter have

JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE LIBRAR Y. expressed any desire, with reforence to closer trade com-
munication than already exists. I think it very desirable

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that a Select Com. that information should be given to Canada in relation to
mittee composed of Messrs. Blake, Cameron (Huron), the steps taken, if any, to open up trade between Canada
Caron, (olby, Daly, Davies, Desjardins, Fortin, Laurier, and the Australian colonies. We know that between the
Macmillan (Middlesex), Ouimet, Scriver, Tass4, Weldon, United:.States And the Australian colonies a very large

1fr. MzzLLs.
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trade exists. We know that there is steam communication
between those countries, and that lines of sailing vessels
have been established, and have done a very large trade
with New York and other American ports. i think it very
desirable, in the interest of Canadian manufactures and of
the Canadian people, that closer communication, for trade
purposes at any rate, should be established between these
colonies, and I make this motion to ascertain whether our
Government are doing their duty by taking any steps to
open up such communication, and what those stops are.

Motion agreed to.

THE RECENT LOAN.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT moved for:
Copy of the proetectu3 of the loan recently issued in London; also
a statement sbowing the amounts of the commission and other charges

aid thereon an.d to whcm paid, together with the amounts of the said
oan subscribed for by the Financial A gents of the Dominion, orby the
Bank of Montreal, with the dates of the said subscriptions, and copies of
all Orders in Council oonnected with the said loan.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There is no objection to the
motion and the information will be furnished with the least
possible delay, as far as it is in the power of the Govern.
ment to give it, but, as the hon. gentleman who moved the
resolution understands perfectly weil, the Government do
fnot possess the names of the parties tendering. In the
Public Accounts laid on the Table of the House we have
given in detail tho information furnished us as to the different
tenders, but the information in possession of the Govern-
ment will be furnished immediately.

Mr. BLAKE. It is impossible thon to give the names. I
remember some very serious animadversions on my hon.
friend (Sir Richard Cartwright) some years ago, because he
declined to give the names, but the hon. gentleman finds it
impossible to do that which my hon. friend was condemned
for not doing.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. i know nothing about that.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon, gentleman'

was otherwise occupied then.
Mr. BLAKE. I do not say that the hon..gentlemnn said

so; ho was thon in a happier plaee.
Motion agreed to.

ADVERTISEMENTS FOR LOAN.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT moved for :

Return giving the names of aIl newspapers in which the Loan
recently issued in London was advertised, together with statement of
length of time during which gai d advertisement appeared.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There is no objection to this.
I would suggest to the hon. member, as he is no dou bt
anxions to get the fullest information before the House, that
he include the loans of 1874, 1875, 1876 and 1878 as well.

Sir RICHARD CARIWRIGHT. I have no objection,
but I want to call the attention of this House to a practice
which is becoming very inconvenient. Motions have been
moved for again and again which could be granted in a few
days as they were made; but for reasons of their own, such
as those which were alluded to not very long ago, these re:
turns are often encumbered by tho Government with a huge
mass of perfectly unnecessary and useless matter, costing un-
necessai y expenditure of thousands of dollars. I have not
th'e faintest objection to the hon. gentleman altering that
motion if ho likes. I do not think it affects or will affect
the question ii the slightest degree. I suppose though that
it is not going to cause this infbrmation, which is of very
practical importance, to be delayed for several months
until it will of be no use to me or anybody else.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I move that the motion be
amended by striking out all after the w,>rd "which " in
line 2 of the said motion, and inserting the following
instead thereof:-
"the Loans of 1874, 1875, 1876, 1878 and 1884, were advertised,
together with a statement of length of time, during which the said
advertilements appeared."

Sir R[CHARD CARTWRIGHT. How soon will that be
fnrnished ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I imagine I can get the same
information as for 1884, which is upon the charges made
by the agents. We can turn them all up by going back a
few years, the same as we can for 1884.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No necessity to send
te England.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No.
Motion, as amended, agreed to.

BANK ADVANCES TO GOVERNMENT.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT moved for:
Returns of amount of suma advanced to ths. Government of the

Dominion by way of 1oan by any banks or persons in Canada or England
on the Ist F'ebruary, 1885.

He said: All I want to know is what amount, if any, has
been loaned to the Government by those institutions.

Motion agreed to.

OPERATIVES IN FACTORIES.

Sir RICHA.RD UARTWRIGHT movod for:

Return, statements or correspondence in possession of the Gov.
ernment, showing the number of operatives employed in fact'ries
in the Dominion in 1878 and 1884, together with the amount of capital
invested and wages paid.

He said: This has reference to certain statements re.
cently made by the hon. the Minister of Finance in another
place. I understood him to say that bis comparisons wero
made between 1878 and 1884. If not with the year 1884,
I will alter the motion to whatover year the information
ho rcferred to was obtained for. I notice that there are
certain sums placed iu the warrants of the Governor
General, certain charges made for this information, and it
is obviously deEirable that, even if it be in an imperfect
state, whatever information the hon. Finance Minister
possesses on the subject, on the strength of which ho made
these statements, should be laid on the*Table at the earliest
moment.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I may state for the informa.
tion of the mover that it is scarcely necessary to press his
motion, though we have no objection to it, as a Return is
now being prepared, to be submitted to the House at once,
and will be laid before the House before the financial state.
ment is made. The information is now being put in form,
so that it will be accessible, in the readiest possible form,
for hon. members of thefHorse.

Motion agreed to.

VOLUNTEERS OF 1837 AND 1838.

Mr. IIICKEY moved:
That it la expedient that some suitable recognition be made by the

Government to the Volunteers of 1837 and 1838 for the very valuable
services they rendered in defence of their country at that time.

He said: In bringing this motion before the attention of
the House I am quite aware that the claim which is pre.
Fented in it has also been presented to this Parliament at
previous Sessions by other hon. gentlemer. Bat, Sir,
having the honor to represent a county in which many of
those veterans reside, I have felt it my duty towards them
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to again press this claim upon the attention of the Govern-
ment and Parliament, and also to pay My homage to those
principles which actuated them to stand by their country
and defend its Government. In doing so, I am not un,
mindful of the fact that those who were at that time in
arms against the authorities bave since becomo loyal,
true and faithful citizens; nor have I forgotten that the
cause which those people then endeavored to maintain might
fairly be considered an honest and just cause; but this
should not overshadow or obliterate the great fact that
these loyal and forbearilng men who turned ont in 1837 and
1838 did so at the command and call of their country. It
was not for them to ask or reason why they were called u pon
to stand by the Crown, theirs was to do their duty, I think
that great principle should not be forgotten, and in these
days, when we hear hon. gentlemen, who have attained to
some farne, talking about.annexation and about proclaiming
the independonce of Canada, it will not be unprofitable to
take a retrospective view and learn something from the
political seces of the yesterdays of our country.
The House weil understands that the great result which
was evolved from the patriotic devotion of those mon in
1837-38 is that we have this great and glorious country of
Canada today-a united Canada. Jlad those men faiied at
that time in obeying the call of ihoir country, what con-
dition we would have been in tc-ay it would be difficult to
say. Canada might have been a thing of the past altogether,
and we mnight not bave had the glorious right of maintain-
ing car nationality as we do now. It has occurred to me
ihat, in the groat wealth of the North-West, the Govern-
mont might find some meaus of giving a homestead right
or a portion of land to those soldier patriots of 1837-38, and
in this way would satisfy,•I believe, their just and honest
claims. I think the present time is opportune, and that
those claims might bo ackowledged now.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite appreciate the
motive that induces my bon. friend to make this motion,
and I agrce with him in bis sense of the loyal spirit 'which
induced the volunteers to obey the call of their country
during the diýtui bances in 1837-38. Thoso di-tui bances
have long passed, They took place long before the
Dominion exited. The claim of those volunteers either in
Upper or Lower Canada ii upon the Government of those
two Provinces. The Dominion being composed of a num-
ber of differ ont Provinces, which had no concern in those
disturbauces andi are not called upon in any way to recog-
nise those services. It appears to me that this cannot be the
place where those services can be recognised. They should
be recognised by the different Provinces where the disturb.
ances took place and where the volunteers performed their
duty.

Mr. BLAKE. I quite agree in the hon. gentleman's viewt
on this subject, as 1 did before, and I am glad to seize an
opportunity of agreeing with him-whon the matter came
up in a former Parliament, and I may say to the hon.
gentleman, who was not a member of that Parliament and
may not be aware of the fact, that that view has been'
already taken by the Legislature of the Province of Ontariof
in the fint Legislature of that Province, under the lead of
the late Mr. Sandfield Macdonald, when they felt that it was
for them to deal with q nestions which might arise ont of
those disturbances, and acted accordingly, and compensated1
Mr. Montgomery for the burning of his barn by the vo.un-
teers.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think my hon. friendr
having expressed his views, had better withdraw his
motion.0

Motion withdrawn.
Mr. BiOKny.

PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. LESAGE moved for:
Copies of all Reports of Government Engineers marle previouuly to

and on this day, in relation to the survey of the several proposed lines
for the intersection of the Qanadian Pacific Railway, from Montreal to
a Port on the Atlantic Ocean.
He said (Translation): Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to take
up much of the time of the House while asking that the
papers mentioned in this motion may be brought down, for
the proper time to decide upon these matters bas not yet
come. But the matter is of sueh importance to the people
of the district of Quebec, that I shall take this opportunity
to call the attention of the Governmont and of the hon. the
Minister of Railways to a certain number of petitions which
have been sent to this Parliament by the electors of tho
county offDorchester with regard to the survey of the valley
of the Etchemin River. This valley, as is well known by
hon. members, is situated on the -south side of the St.
Lawrence and runs from Lévis towards the River St. John
on the Maine boundary. It is ono of the most splendid
valleys of the south shore. At my request, last summer,
the Minister of ]Railways has been pleased to give us a
barometric survey. This survey bas been renewed during
the fall in the same way by a new ongineer, who pushed bis
exploration in the oast as far as Churchill Lake in the State
of Maine. From that moment we had the satisfaction of
learning, through the newspapers, that this valloy is the
finest and the best adapted for the construction of a railway.
We have thus been enabled to ascertain personally, that on
67 miles of road from Lévis to the State cf Maine there is a
differ-ence of level amounting to 1,218 feet fiom the platfarm
of the Chaudière Junction to the boundary lino, which gives
an average gradient of 19 feet per mile, in no case exceed.
ing 50 feet, and that on a very short distance. I do not
come here, Mr. Speaker, to ask Ih bHouse to pronounce at
once in favor of extension of the Pacifie through the valley
of ther Etchemin River, for I am not prepared to establish
the facts and prove my statements by official returns, these
returns not having yet been brought down, and my eloquence
not beirg equal to the task of convincing the J.ouse, bub I
simply come to ask the Government, who have taken into con.
sideration the numerous petitions which have been signed
by all the electors of this important division, if after having
examined the reports of the barometrie surveys, they would
feel inclined to grant, as soon as possible, an instrumental
survey, such as bas been granted to rival routes. I have
no desire to involve the Government in useless expenses,
but as there may be a debate on this question, I should like
to be on an equal footing with my opponents. As to the
question of personal interest, I do not deal with this matter
from a sectional point of view. Nature has ordained that
the Etchemin Valley should be well adapted to the construc-
tion of a railway and that it should be situated .in my
county. Once more I repeat that I do not come to ask the
House to oblige the Pacifie Railway to go through this
valley, but I desire that the Government should take my
demand into consideration and furnish me with the returns
of which I would be in need should the question come be-
fore the House.

Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, if my
bon. friend, the member for Dorchester (Mr. Lesage), will
allow me, I would suggest to him to complote his motion
by adding something to it. I would desire that the return
nskcd for should be accompanied by the instructions and
correspondence between the Government and the engineers.
For this purpose I shall ask that the motion of the hon.
nember be amended by adding to it the following words:-
" also the instructions and cor espondence which passed between the
several engineers and the Goverument."'
This would complote the return,
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) Id answer

to the hon. member for Dorchester (Mr. Lesage), I must
say that the Government will not fail to take into considera-
tion the suggestion which he has just made, with regard to
an instrumental survey, in order to obtain the greatest
possible amount of scientific information concerning this
route, and the Government will not fail to take into account
the suggestion of the hon. member. As to the amendment
moved by the hon. member for l'Islet (Mr. Casgrain), I
would ask him to limit himself to the word "instructions"
and not to ask that the correspondence should be brought
down. Correspondence of this kind is never laid on the
Table of the Hlouse, for, being exchanged between engineers
and acting engineers it is of a confidential and private
nature, and as such is never laid on the Table. As to the
instructions, given they must be bronght down the moment
they are asked for by the hon. member. In consequence, I
shall ask him to withdraw from his amendment the words
"and correspondence."

Mr. LAURIER. (Translation.) It seems to me that
there can be no objection to laying the official corre-
spondence on the Table of the House. Of course my hon.
friend has no intention of moving for the confidential
correspondence.

Sir IIECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) This cor-
respondence will be comprised under the'term "instruc-
tions." But if he adds the word "correspondence," the hon.
member must see that the whole correspondence between
an engineer and an acting engineer-which is ofno interest
whatever to the public-must be laid on the Table. The
official correspondence, that, for instance, which refers to the
instructions given by the engineers, will be included in this
return.

Mr. LAURIER. (Translation.) The correspondence
cannot be comprised in the word "instructions." The
word "instructions" is well defined and can be readily
understood by itself as well as the word "correspondence,"
which has also its meaning by itself. No correspondence
of a purely confidential nature between the Government
and the engineers can.be laid on the Table of the flouse, and
my hon. friend does not intend to ask for such papers, but
the official correspondence exchanged with the engineers,
and their instructions ought to be brought down.

Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) To avoid further dis-
cussion, I will add the word "official" before the word

correspondence."
Motion, as amended, agreed to.

CUSTOMS COLLECTIONS IN ALGOMA.

Mr. DAWSON moved for:
Return of ail Oustoms collections in Algoma during the six months

ending 31st December, 1881, showing the amount collected at Port
Arthur and its outports, and at Sault Ste. Marie and its outports, respec-
tively ; also, the amount collected at Spanish River and such other
stations in Algoma as report to Colingwood.

H1e said: At this period of the Session, I fancy there can be
no impropriety in members alluding somewhat to local
matters, as there is very little else going on just now, and I
debire to call the attention of the House to the fact that the
Customs revenue in Algoma is increasing very rapidly
and becoming an important item in the revenues of the
country. Up to the end of the last fiscal year, the Customs
revenue at Sault Ste. Marie was $23,808.95, and at Port
Arthur $199,734.75, while at Spanish.River there were col-
Ieotions which I cannot exactly make out, as that
part of the district reports at Collingwood, but which I
assume to have been about $6,000, making altogether an
amount collected in Algoma of 8229,543.70. Now, Sir,
that is a very good showing for such a young

country as Algoma, and I believe the revenue during the
year now current will be quite as great as that during the
last fiscal year. It is quite evident from this that the popu-
lation of the district is increasing very fast, and indeed it is
so. We hear a great many complaints of an exodus from
other districts, that the people are running off to the United
States and flying in every direction away from Canada. We
hear that very often, but it is a very different story in
Algoma. The population is increasing, settlers are
coming in every day, and the people who have been
lost from other districts are now in Algoma. I believe
that is very largely the case. At the last census, the popu-
lation of Algoma proper was only 20,000, or a little over,
and that of the disputed territory 8,000 or thereabout, mak.
ing altogether 28,000 people in the immense district of
Algoma, that is some four years ago. Now, according to
the best estimates that can be made, the population is up to
55,000. Port Arthur alone has increased from 2,000 to
6,097, according to a census taken last fall by the
municipal authorities. Here we have an instance of the
population increasing; there is no exodus from that part of
the country. On the Manitoulin Island the population,
which was barely 10,000 at the last census, is now
estimated by the people themselves to be 13,000 or
14,000. On the north coast of Lake Huron settle-
ment has aiso been increasing very rapidly, especially
back of the Bruce Mines, in a section which used to
be considered the most barren part of the whole dis.
trict; settlements now extend 40 miles back in that
particular section. I am sure this House wili be much
gratified to learn that we have at least one part of the
country which is filling up very fast, and where the people
are very comfortable and are doing well; in fact, I think
they do much better, or at least as weil, in these wooded
countiies as in the prairies of the west. Now, as
another evidence of progress, and which is also connected
with the motion, I may refer to the increase of the shipping
of Algoma, which a few years ago was inconsiderable. 'he
shipping at Port Arthur during the season of navigation of
1884 was as follows:-

Number
of Vessels.

Canadian...........................600
American .................... 258

Totals...................... 858

Tonnage.
407,186
95,100

502,286

Tons Freight.
158,315
131,577

292,8934

Crews.
16,680
2,937

19,e67

That is a very satisfactory showing for such a short
period-alt within two or thrce years since the district
began to grow up. But while the shipping and the trade
of that country have been increasing seo fast I am happy to
say that the losses in shipping from accidents during tho
past summer have been less than formerly. There
have not been so many vessels lost; but still a
great deal too many. Last year the hon. Minister of
Marine brought forward an Act for inspecting vessels, and
I must say that since then the duties of inspectors and all
people connected with the shipping, have been pretty weil
attended to, and the condition of affairs that now exists is
in a great measure due to the better supervision exercised
by officers employed by the Government. Still, there rc-
mains a good deal to be done, as appears from statistics. [n
Lake Superior there were eight vessels wrecked by heavy
weather, with a loss of $15,000; there wore collisions of
12 vessels, involving a loss of $84,000; stranded, 24,
involving a loss of650,000; disabled, 8, whieh were repaired
again, involving a loss of $10,000; ashore, 7, involving a
lossof$66,000; sprung aleak, 7; exploded, 1; total 67 vessels,
involvinoealossof$250,000. Itthus appears that a good deal
is still to be donc in the way of a better supervision of
vessels. But a good beginning has been made. Fortunately
there has been no serious loss of life during the past
summer-indeed 1 think only five or six aIl told were lost
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during the whole season, and they were mostly from acci-
dents. I merely call attention to these matters, Mr.
Speaker, in making this motion, to show that that part of
the country, at least, is progressing fast, that settlement
and traffic are advancing, and that shipping has increased
immensely.

Mr. BLAKE. Amongst the interesting information my
hon. friend gave us, there was one thing he missed. Would
ho tell us where Algoma is now? He did not seem to know
last Session.

Mr. DAWSON. I shall be very glad to give the hon.
gentleman such geographical information as ho may require.
There is a special Act defining the electoral district of
Algoma. It extends from French River on the east to the
Winnipeg River at Rat Portage on the west, and from the
great lakes on the south to Hudson Bay on the north. It 1s
a pretty extensive district.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is according to
the latest advices.

Mr. DAWSON. According to the Act forming the
electoral district.

Motion agreed to.

THE LIBRARY-MR. BOTJRINOT'S WORK.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.
Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). (Translation.) I would call

the attention of the House to the fact that it is impossible
for us to get Mr. Bourinot's work in the Library. There arel,
but few copies of it, and I think that those hon. members 1who wish to refer to this work ought to be enabled to get î
it, and that a few additional copies ought to be bought for
the use of membors.

Mr. SPEAKER. That matter will be brought before the
Library Committee.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Return of ail sugars imported at Halifax from Jamaica from the lst of
January, 1883, to the 31st of December, 1883; also a return of all sugars
from Jamaica entered for the same term at Montreal, either direct or
viâ Halifax, giving name of vessel, number of pounds landed; value for
duty of each cargo, and rate of duty per 109 lbs. of each Ehipment.-(Mr.
Va il.)

Statement showing the several amounts collected by the Dominion
Government for lands sold or leased; for timber, logs or staves, cord-
wood, telegraph poles or otber product of the forest; with the names ofi
persons making such payments, within the bounds an i limits (f the
western part of Ontario, as determined by the decision of the Privy
Council against the claim of the Dominion Government.-(Mr. Mac-
kenzie.)

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned, at 4.45 p.m.t

MOUSE OF COMMONS.

TH-URsDAY, 5th February, 185.

The SPEAKER tock the Chair at Three o'clock.

PFAzYEas.

REPORT PRESENTE D.

teport of the Minister of Militia and Doefnce for thet
year ending 31st December, 184.-(f1r. Caron.)

PRIVATE BILLS-BXTENSION OF TIME.

Mr. BEATY moved that in acoordance with the recom-
mendation of the firet report of the Select Standing Com.

Mr. DAwson.

mittee on 'Standing Orders, the time for the reception of
petitions for Private Bills be extended to Saturday, the 21st
of February instant. He said: I wish to say for the in-
formation of the House and of those persons interested in
Private Bills, that the Committee desire it to be understood
that no further extension will be made.

Motion agreed to.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 8) respecting the River St. Clair Railway
Bridge and Tunnel Company.-(Mr. Bergin.)

Bill (No. 9) respecting the Canada Southern Railway
Company, and the Brie and Niagara Railway Company.-
(Mr. Bergin.)

Bill (No. 10) to reduce the capital stock of the Federal
Bank of Canada, and for other purposes.-(Mr. Small.)

Bill (No. 11) to extend the jurisdiction of the Maritime
Court of Ontario.-(Mr. Allen.)

Bill (No. 13) respecting carriers by land.-(Mr. Mc
Carthy.)

OFFICIAL REPORT OF THE DEBATES.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I beg leave to move the adop-
tion of the second report of The Debates Committee. I may
say that we have dropped all that part of it relating to dis-
tribution. The number of copies that wili be printed wili
enable us during the Session to mako a daily distribution
for the press and aiso to give them a bound copy at the end
of the Session if members should be disposed to deduct the
copies given to them. Bat in the meantime we thought it
better to leave it over for further consideration and consul-
tation vith the members. The other part of the report
relates to the translating staff, and further consultation in-
duced the Committee to adhere to the recommendation of
their first report.

Motion agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM RIS EXCELLENCY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD presented a Message from
His Excellency the Governor General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message as follows:-
L ANSDOWNE.

The Governr .General transmita to the House of Commons au
approved Minute in Council appointing the Right Honorable Sir John
A. Macdonald, President of the Queen's Privy Council for Canada, the
Honorable Sir Leonard Tilley, Minister of Finance, the Honorable
Sir Hector Langevia, Minister of Public Works, and the Honorable A.
W. McLelan, Minister of Marine and Fisheries. ta act with the Speaker
of the House of Commons as Commissioners for the purposes and under
the provisions of the Act 31 Victoria, Chapter 27, intituled: "An Act
resDecting the Internal Economy of the House of Commons; and for
other purposes."

GOVERUMENT oUsE,
OTTWA, Tuesday, 2nd February, 1885.

COURT OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS.
Mir. McCARTHY moved for leave to introduce Bill

(No. 12) for instituting a Court of Railway Commissioners
for Canada, and to amend the Consolidated Railway Act,
1879.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Explain.
Mr. McCARTEIY. The only explanation I desire to offer

is this: That I propose to tako the sense of the House on
the second reading of tho Bill. It has been already referred
to Committeo, the matter has been fully discussed there;
and both the public and the House are familiar with the
snbject; and I propose, as I have stated, to take the sense
of the House on the second reading.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the frst time.
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PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 14) to consolidate and amend the Acts respecting
the election of mermbers of the House of Commons.

Mr. McCARTIIY. Explain.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The Bill which I have moved

for leave to introduce is sqbstantially the same as that which
was before the House last Session of Parliament, but which,
owing to the pressure of business at the close of the Session,
we were unable to reach. One of its main objects is to make
violations of the provisions of the Bill criminal offences-
misconduct on the part of candidates and on the part of
electors. The Bill contains several provisions, which I will
discuss fully when I move the second reading.

Motion agreed to, and Bill road the first time.

THE SCOTT ACT.

Mr. TUPPER enquired, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to indemnify the parties who prosecuted
under the Scott Act, but failed in their prosecution solely
in consequence of the proclamation of the Act being held
by the courts to be of no force or effect ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I desire to say that, in the opinion of
the Government, there is no reason for assuming any
responeibility in regard to the prosecutions referred to.

OFFICE OF MINISTER OF RAILWAYS.

Mr. BLAKE enquired, How many days was the late
Minister of Railways in Canada during the Recess between
the Session of 1883 and that of 1884 ? At what date did he
resign? Who has been acting as Minister of Railways
since his resignation? Is it intended to fill the office of
Minister of Railways ? If so, when ?

Sir JOHN A. MAÇDONALD. The memorandum with
which I have been furnisbed does not answer the first part
of the question-the part with reference to the number of
days Sir Charles Tupper was in Canada during the Recess
between the Session of 1883 and that of 1884-but i will
give the hon. gentleman the information to-morrow. Sir
Charles Tupper resigned about the first of June, 1884.
The Hon. John Henry Pope has been acting Minister of
Railways since that resignation. It is intended to fill the
office of Minister of Railways ere long.

OFFICE OF LIBRARIAN OF PARLIAMENT.

Mr. BLAKE enquired, When did the office of Librarian
of Parliament become vacant? fias a Librarian been
appointed ? If not, when is it intended that a Librarian
shall be appointed ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The office of Librarian
became vacant on the death of Dr. Todd.

Mr. BLAKE. 1 asked when.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I say that it was on the

death of Dr. Todd.
Mr. BLAKE. But when was that?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. On the 22nd of January,

1884. A librarian has not yet been appointed, one will be
appointed ere long-I was going to say to-morrow, only I
know the hon. gentleman would laugh.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-SUBSIDY TO THE
NORTH SHORE LINE.

Mr. LAURIER moved for:
Oopies of aIl correspondence between the Canadian Pacifie Railway

Company and the North Shore Railway Company, for the purchase bya
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the said Canadian Pacifie Railway Company of the said North Shore
Railway from St. Martin's Junction to Quebee, or to obtain control of
the same, or to make snob arrangements as would allow the said
Canadian Pacifie Railway to ex end its railway to Quebec; 2nd, of all
correspondence between the Givernment and the Canadian Pacifie
Railway concernin -g the extension of their railway from St. Martin's
Junction to the Harbor of Quebec; 3rd, of all correspondence between
the Goverement and any other persons for the purpose of incorporating
such persons for the construction of a railway from the terminus of the
Canadian Pacific Railway at St. Martin's Junction to the harbor of
Quebec.

He said: It must be within the vivid recollection *of hon.
members of this House that last Session, when the Govern-
ment introduced their policy concerning subsidies to rail-
ways, they allotted a certain sum to the Government of the
Province of Qtiebec in consideration, as the resolution said,
of their having constructed the railway from Quebec to Ot-
tawa, forming a connecting link between the Atlantic and
Pacifie coasts vid the Intercolonial and Pacifie Railways,
and being, as such, a work of national and not merely
provincial utility. The reason which was thus sum-
marily recited in the resolution was stated more fully by the
then acting hon. Minister of Railways, Sir Charles Tupper,
that reason being that the railway constructed by the Pro-
vince of Quebec was really a part of the Canadian Pacific
Railway and a part of our national system of railways. This
argument of the hon. Minister did not apply simply to that
portion of the road which has been acquired by the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company, and which was, at the time that he
spoke, actually part of their lino, but appied to the whole
of the railway as constructed by the Govern ment of Quebec
from the City of Ottawa to the harbor of Quebee. The hon.
Minister then said further that in his opinion, and indeed in
the opinion of the Government of which he formed a part,
the best interests oi the country required that the whole of
the raîlway constructed by the Quebec Government should
be a part of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and that the
summer terminus of the railway should be the harbor of
Quebec. Indeed, as far as I understood the Minister, he
somewhat deprecated the action of the Government of Que-
bec in failing to secure that national requirement. But I
cannot do botter than quote the forcible language which
was used on that occasion by Sir Charles Tupper. He saidàz

" We now come to the Province of Quebec; and I may say no person
in this House, will question for a moment the fact that if provision had
not been made by the Province of Quebec, for the construction of a rail-
way from Quebec to Ottawa, this flouse would have regarded, the
country would have regarded, the Canadian Pacific Railway as entirely
incomplete, and would have been prepared to deal with thit b ranch of
the question, just as our hon. friends opposite dealt with the question of
connecting the Canada Central from Pembroke to Callander, by an
appropriation of a sum of money sufficient to accomplish the purpose.
T he fact that the Government of Quebec anticipated that action, the
fact that the Government of Quebec have since Confederation, expended
from their own treasury a sum, I believe, of over $14,000,000 in the con-
struction of railways within the Province of Quebec, instead of dimin-
ishing their claim to consideration at this late hour, strengthens it, I
think, very much; this fact increases the strength of their position in
approaching the Government as they have done, and asking to be
recouped a fair amount of that money aad to be placed relatively in
somewhat the same position as that which they would have occupied if
they had not been so forward to promote that which ia admitted on aIl
sides to be the great national work of this country. Under these cir.
cumstanceF, the Government of Quebec, having contributed, as I say,
over $14,300,000 in railway construction in that portion o' the Domi-
nion, came to this Government with a claim for fair and just considera-
tion as regarded that section of railway construction which they
had engaged in and completed and which might fairly be regarded as a
portion of the great inter-oceanie line of railway connecting, in fact,
across the entire Continent, through Canadian territory, the two oceans.
Atter full and fair consideration ot the proposala that were made, and of
the fact that they had exhausted the resources of the Province of Que-
bec in this effort, this successful effort, to construct this most important
link of the great national work, the Government came to the conclu-
sion that the Government of Quebec were ertitled to a grant of $12,000
per mile for that portion of the road that had already become a link and
a portion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,-that portion lying between
the city of Montreal and Ottawa; and as regarded the other portion,
the only hesitation, the only doubt that existed as t the propriety cf
expending the $12,0 0 per mile from Montreal to the harbor of Quebec,
arose from the faot that the Government of Quebec had parted with that
portion of the Tailway, and thtat this moment, it id not afford that
short and narestricted ine of communi:ation for the Canadian Pacific
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Railway to make the harbor of Quebec that which it is believed, in the There is no specific mode pointed ont, nor le it desirable that there
interest of the whole of this country, it is desirable It should be made, should be. Ileaves the question optu for the adoption of the best Lino
namely, the summer terminus of the Canadiau Pacifie Railway.'' that can be secured."

Indeed so convinced seemed the Government to be that the
port of Quebec should be the summer terminus of the Can-
adian Pacifie Railway that they thought it proper not only
to appropriate the sum of $6,000 per mile tothe Government
of Quebec for the line from Montreal to the harbor of that
city, but also to ask for an equal amount cf $6,000 per mile
to ensure the extension of the Canadian Pacifie Railway at
Montreal to the harbor of Quebec. The policy which had
been propounded was to grant the Province of Quebec a
subsidy of $12,000 per mile, but this subsidy was divided.
For the part of the road which had been disposed ofin favor
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company-that is to say,
from the City of Ottawa to the City of Montreal-the Pro-
vince was allowed $12,000 per mile. But for the part from
St. Martin's Junction to the port of Quebec, they were only
allowed $6,000 per mile, the difference of $6,000 being de-
ducted from the subsidy which otherwise would have gone
to the Province, in order that it might be applied by the
Government in enabling them to extend the railway from
St. Martin's Junction to Quebec. Respecting that part of
the question Sir Charles Tupper used this explicit language:-

" Under these circuenstances it was thoughtjudicious to appropriate
$6,000 per mile to the Government of Quebec, for that portion of the
line extending from Montreal to the harbor of Quebec, and to ask Par-
liament for an appropriation for an equal amount ot $6,000 a mile for
the purpose of ensdring the extension of the Canadian Pacifie Railway
from its present terminus at Montreal to the harbor of Quebec. The re-
solution states very explicitly the mode in which that appropriation
will be used."

It is fair to assume that the Government were impelled
to the course which they thon took by the strong force of
public opinion which they found in favor of that project.
The public mind had become uneasy as to the intention
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company. A speech deliv-
ered by the president of the company, Mr. Stephen, at
Portland, had led people to believe, and not unnaturally to
believe, that the intention of the company was not to extend
their road farther east than the City of Montreal, and
after reaching the City of Montreal, to diverge to the
south-east, and thon, if I may so speak, scamper off to some
port en the other side of the line. Public opinion had been
considerably agitated on the subject, and the unanimous
consensus of opinion was that the railway should b extend-
ed along the north shore as far east as where the waters of
the St. Lawrence ar.e tapped by the Intercolonial Railway,
and that Quebec should ho the summer terminus, and some
port in the Maritime Provinces the winter terminus ; and I
remember that a highly representative deputation, corn-
posed of delegates from Halifax, St. John and Quebec, had
au interview with the Government on that matter. How-
ever, whatever may have been the impelling motive of the
Government, there was no uncertainty as to their act. They
undertook to procure the extension of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway as far east as the harbor of Quebec. I have already
quoted the language of Sir Charles Tupper, in which ho
stated that ample provision for that extension was to be
found in the resolution. The resolution to which ho re-
ierred read thus :-

" For the extension of the Canadian Pacifie Railway from ite terminus
at St. Martin'e Junction, near Montreal, to the harbor of Quebec, in such
manner as may be approved by the Governor in C.,uncil, 6,000 per
mile, not exceeding in the whole $960,000."

When this resolution came before the House, my þon.
friend beside me (Mr. Blake) pointed out that it was rather
wide and indefinite in its scope. He was answered hy the
Prime Minister that it was made so wide and indefinite the
botter to enable the Government to carry out the end they
had in view. Ris language was as tollows:-

"It là framed so as to enable the Government to procure An ex-
tension of this railway from its terminus to the harbor of Quebec.

Mr. LAumrza,

In the course of that diseussion the hon. member for
Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot), who I observe is absent to-day,
spoke very plainly as to what he believed to be the intention
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company. le stated in so
many words that he did not believe that they had any
intention to go farther east than the City of Montreal, and
that so far as could be inferred from their words and deeds,
he was fully of opinion that their intention was to divert
the trade of the Canadian Pacifie Railway from Montreal
to some American port, as Portland or Boston. He was
answered by the Minister of Public Works, whose language
as to what was the intention of the Government, and as to
what the Canadian Pacifie Railway should be compelled to
do, was as forcible and definite as language can be. The
hon. Minister of Public Works said:

" In answer to the bon. member for Bellechasse I must say this-the
hon. gentleman speaks as if the extensio:a of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way was not to be in the Province of Quebec. That extension is to be
from Montreal to Quebec, and in the Province of Quebec, and for the
benefit of the whole Dominion, but especially for the Province of Que-
bec. The intention is to make the harbor of Quebec the eastern ter-
minus in summer of the Canadian Pacific Railway. This bas been asked,
the people and the press have asked it, and we have come down with
these resolutions to arry it out; that is to say, we propose to give
$6,000 per mile in ordf that the terminus of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way shall be in the harbor of Quebec."

So that, Mr. Speaker, there cannot be any ambiguity as to
what was then the intention and the pledge of the Govern-
ment in reference to this matter. They directly pledged
themselves to procure an extension of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway as far as the harbor of Quebec; and if the language
of the resolution was wide in its scope, the language of the
statute, though more explicit, was equally wide. The statute
which was framed on the resolution passed by Parliament
provided two ways by which the Government could secure
the proposed extension. One was that the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company should buy the section of the North
Shore Railway extending from St. Martin's Junction to the
waters of the St. Lawrence at Quebec, and the other was
that, failing this alternative, failing the co-operation of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company with the Government in
that respect, another line should be built from some point
near St. Martin's 3Junction to the waters of the St. Lawrence
at Quebec. Here is the language of the statute:

'' 3. The Canadian Pacifie Railway Company may, within six months
from the passing of this Act, purchase the North Shore Railway from
St. Martin's Junction to Quebec, or may obtain control of the sarne, or
may make with the owners of the said railway such arrangements as
will allow the said Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to extend its
railway to Quebec-failing which, the provisions contained in the three
following sections may take effect.

"4. And whereas it may become necessary for the construction of a
railway in conformity with the intention and purpose of the subsidy,
tor the extension of the Canadian Pacific Railway, from its terminus at
St. Martin's Junction, or some other point on the said railway, to the
harbor of Quebec, that a company should be ircorporated with the
powers requisite for such construction, and for making financial ar-
rangements for the purpose thereof; therefore it is hereby further
enacted as follows :-

" For the purpose of incorporating the persons undertaking the con-
struction of the said railway, and those who shall be aesociated witn
them in the undertaking, and so soon as a contract shal be made with
them by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Oompany, for such construction,
the Governor may grant to them, under such corporate name as he
shall deem expedient, a charter."

Now, Mr. Speaker, such was the state of this matter
at the end of last Session. What has taken place since ?
So far as we can judge, we are standing - in exactly
the same position as we occupied at the close of last
Session. Tho six months within which the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company were to enter upon negotiations
for the purchase of the North Shore Railway have lapsed,
and the North Shore Railway has not been acquired by the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, nor have the company
obtained control of the railway, nor have they made any ar-
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rangement for extending theirroad to the City of Quebec. A
what has been the action of the Government in the matter
So far as we know, the Government have taken no stepst
give effect to their intentions, expressed in Parliament du
ing last Session. They began last Session full of fire an
zeal, but their zeal appears to have lasted only as long a
the Session lasted and to have come ,to an end with th
Session. It would seem, as far as we eau know, as if th
Government had been compelled by some concealed pow
to promise what they did. Judging from their activit
during the Session, and their inactivity during the reces
we would be led to suppose that they had undertaken a
unpleasant duty, which they took occasion to cast off as suo
as they could. For my part, I réally believe the hon. mem
ber for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) told the truth when h
said his belief was that the Canadian Pacifie Railway Com
pany had no intention of carrying their road farther eas
than Montreal. I concur in the statement made at the tim
by Sir Charles Tupper and assented to by the hon. th
Prime Minister, and reiterated by the hon. the Minister o
Public Works, that the best interests of the country require
that the port of Quebec should be made the summer ter
minus of the Canadian Pacifie Railway; and I add this tha
the winter port should be in some one of the numerou
harbors of the Maritime Provinces. The duty of the Gov
ernment, as expressed by the Government, was to seetha
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company should carry ou
that intention; if they failed, then some other persons shoul<
undertake the duty. At all events, it was the duty of the
Government to do something in that matter. The Govern
ment, to all appearances, have been perfectly idle; they
have taken absolutely no steps to do what they said should
in the best interests of the country, be done. Possibly, how
ever, I may be wrong in my surmise; it may be that
although no result has come from any action of theirs, the
Government have been very active, and in order to sec how
the case stands, I beg to move for these papers.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The papers, of course, wil
be brought down, and I think that it would have been
better for the hon. gentleman to have waited until the
papers had been brought down. He would thon see whai
has been done, and would probably avoid making some o
the statements he has just made. Of course nobody can
find fault with the manner in which the hon. gentleman
made those statements. They are exactly in accordance
with his way of making statements before the House. Of
course we cannot find fault with that, but I think it would
serve no purpose just now to undertake a discussion on this
point before all the papers are brought down. They will
bo brougl4t down as soon as possible.

Motion agreed to,

RESIGNATION OF CHIEF JUSTICE MEREDITH

Mr. LAURIER moved for:
Copy of the reignation of the Honorable Judge Meredith as Chief

Justice of the Superior Court of the Province of Quobec, and of the
correspondence which followed that resignation.

He said: Mr. Justice Meredith tendered his iesignation in
the month of September to the Government, as Chief Justice
of the Superior Court of the Province of Quebec. I may
be permitted to say at once that the resignation of Mr.
Justice Meredith is a great loss to the public of the Province
of Quebec. Courteous in manner, of genial disposition,
with a high judicial mind, with a vast knowledge of the
law, and a spotless character, the Hon. Chief Jus-
tice Meredith was a credit to the bench and enjoyed the
universal respect of all classes in Lower Canada. Unfortu-
nately the health of Mr. Justice Meredith had been failing
some time, and some months previously he had received
and accepted a leave of absence. At the expiration of his
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nd leave of absence, in the month of September, finding that
r ? his health was still impaired, and that, in all probability,
to he could not again ascend the bench, he sent in his resig-
r- nation. If I am correctly informed the Government asked
id the hon. judge to withdraw his resignation and to accept
as a further leave of absence for six months. But the very
ie high sense of honor of the hon. judge would not
ie allow him to accept what was tendered. He persisted in
er his resignation, and ever since the office has been vacant.
y Five months have elapsed since then and the office is still
s, vacant. Now, I submit it to the sense of the House and it
n must be apparent to everybody, without argument, that
n this state of things is highly detrimental to the publie at
a- large, and constitutes a great wrong to the other judges
e whose duties are thereby increased. It must be apparent
a- to everybody, without any argument on my part, that a
t court which is composed of something like twenty-eight
e judges cannot work as harmoniously and effectively towards
e the public as it would, if it were presided over by a Chief
f Justice, and I put it to the Government and the sense of the
d louse as well that there is no excuse whatever for so long
- a delay in making the appointment to the important office
t of Chief Justice of the Province of Quebec. Lawyers are not
s a scarce article in that Province and there could be no very
- great difficulty in making a choice, and though in the Pro-
t vince to which I belong the practice has not been followed
t of making appointments without regard to party, as is done
d in Ontario, still I submit that in the ranks of the Conser-
e vative party of Quebec-since a judge must be selected
- from the ranks of the Conservative party-it would
y be easy to find men perfectly competent to become

worthy successors of the Hon. Chief Justice Mercdith,
- whether from judges on the bench, or from members ot the
, bar. If I must give the whole of my belief, I muet
e say that I belive that no appointment has yet been
V made, simply because there have been some political intri-

gues at the bottom. I would be sorry to believe this, but I
l cannot see any public motive that can be given as a reason

why this office has been kept vacant so long. If any can
be given, I would, for my part, be ready and wilhng to

t accept it and also be happy to accept it. But, in the mean-
f time, I must call attention to this state of things and say to

the Governmont that it is their imperious duty to make
this appointment without any delay-not simply ere long,

3 but without any delay at ail.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I can heartily agree with
the remarks of my hon. friend respectîng the character and
standing of Chief Justice Meredith, the great advantage it
was to the Province of Quebec to have such a man at the
head of the judiciary, and the corresponding loss it was
when, from iadvaneing age and ill health, he was obliged to
retire. The hon. gentleman has, I think, correctly stated
the facts concerning the resignation of the Chief Justice.
He and I were neighbors at Rivière du Loup during last
summer. He came to see me, and said that, after receiving
the views of his medical men and in accordance with his
own opinion as to his health, ho could not perform his daties
satisfactorily to himself. I was exceedingly distressed, I
may say, because he was an old personal friend of mine,
and, on that ground, and in consequence of my acquaint-
ance with his great abilities and is distinguished standing
as a judge, I was extremely sorry to receive the informa-
tion. I pressed him to try to go on for a few months
longer. I said: "I have no doubt that, with the universal
feeling that you should romain at your post, the country
will accept the action of the Government in giving you, say,
six months' longer leave." He said: "Ihave ha a long leave
of nine months, which, with my vacation, amounts to nearly
a year, and I do not think that I can apply for a further
extension of leave." I said : " I am so satisfied that you
ought to remain if you can that, if you think another six
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months will be of any service to you, I will take the respon-
sibility of asking for the leave of absence from His Excel-
lency without your making any application." SD it stood
over for a day, and thon I received a communication from
him stating that what ho could not properly ask for ho
could not properly accept; so I said : "That being your
feeling, I have no more to say." The resignation was
accepted. The office has not been filled, but it will be filled
ere long. There is no political agreement of any kind.
There have been, perhaps, conflicting claims of individual
judges who may think, each on his own behalf, that ho
should bave the preference. However, we do not hear of
any delay in justice, or any impediment to justice. No
complainte have reached the Government in consequence of
the non-apnointment of the Chief Justice. In his absence
the senior judge is practically the Chief Justice. I agree,
however, with the bon. gentleman that the office should be
filled, and it will be fiiled ere long.

Mr. BLAKE. I must say that I do not thibk the ex pla-
nation cf the hon. gentleman is at all satisfactory. I am
not able to seeak from personal knowledge of what the
exigeucies of the court may be,but I know the exigencies of
a court in my own Province under a similar state of things,
and I can quite understand the inconvenience which must
be caused by the absence of the chief judge where ho las
the management of a court of twenty-eight judges, as my
hon. friend bas said. There are difficulties in reforence to
the disposition of business, which is often left in the hands
of the Chief Justice, and it is of much more consequence in
point of the want of judicial strength with reference to the
working of the whole court than it could be in reference to
the much smaller divisions cf the High Court of Ontario. I
can only express the regret that the Government did not
feel the same sense of duty towards the public that the hon.
gentleman bas explained the late Chief Justice felt. He
said that, after having a leave of nine months, and a vaca-
tion of nearly three, it was due to the public that ho should
not retain the office on an extended leave which left it prac-
tically empty when it ought to be filled. He declined to
accept a further leave because he felt that the office ought
to be filled. The hon. gentleman said, "I have no more to
say." He acceded, as ho must accede, to the view of the
Chief Justice, but the Chief Justice might just as well have
had the leave, because the office bas not been filled, and, as
far as the public business, of which lie was so tender, is
concerned, there has been no improvement consequent upon
his resignation. The hon. gentleman speaks of filling the
office " ere long" and so forth, but I remember that ho
spoke of filling another office "ere long "-the office of
Minister of Railways.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Is that a previous debate ?
Mr. BLAKE. No, it was a question on whicb no debate

was allo a ed, and consequently it could not be a previous
debate. He said that ho would fill that office "ere long."
My opinion is that in that case it ought to bave been one
delayed. We have heard that in this matter there is an
aspirant for this office, or an office that might be vacated
when it is filled, from the centre of Quebec, from the very
middle of the city; and that difficulties connocted with a
subjectwhich was before the House this afternoon have been
amongst those which have caused this long delay, to the
detriment of the administration of justice, though perhaps
to the advantage of the hon. gentleman.

Motion agreed to.

HIGH COMMIONER FOR CANADA.

Mr. BLAKE moved for-,
Copies of al correspondence relative to any payment, claims or

allowances on any account whatever in respect to the office of High
Commissioner not already brought down;

Sir JOHN A., MACDONALD.

Apd separate statement in datail, with dates and sums, of all psymenta
made on any such accounts in respect to the office during its tenure by
the present incumbent ;

An estimate in detail of ail sumS payable on any such accounts up to
this date and yet unpaid ;

Also, copies of ail correspondence not yet brought down au to Iho
letting or purchase of a residence for the High Commiesioner, and as to
the repairs and furnishing thereof, with copies of ail accounts in con-
nection with the sanie;

A staternent in detail of ail sums paid in respect of such letting or
purchase or furnishing or repairs ;

And an estimate of all sums payable, but not yet paid, in respect
thereof.

He said: This motion is practically the same as one car-
ried last Session. It will be in the recollection of the House
that sums in round numbers, of about $28,000 for a resi-
dence, and about $12,000 for furnishing the same, were
voted for the iigh Commissioner. J see by the Public Ac-
counts that the sum of 841,000 has actually been paid on
those accounts. There was also brought down last Session
correspondence between the High Commissioner and the
gentleman whom ho employed in London to negotiate
with reference to the purchase or rent of a residence ; also,
as to the furniture, with the inventory of the same. It
would be satisfactory to get furtherstatements which will
indicate the completion of the transaction.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-ALLOWANCES TO
CANADIAN MANUFACTURERS.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:
Copies of ail correspondence, reporta and Orders in Council not

covered by the previous Address relating to the allowances proposed to
be paid to the Canadian manufacturers of certain goods required by the
Canadian Pacific Railway; of ail applications for such allowances, and
correspondence in connection therewith; a statement of the calcula-
tions on which the allowances have been based, and au estimate in
detail of the probable sums payable out of the Treasury in respect of
each clase of goods, assuming them to be made in Canada, to the
extent of the conpany's requirements, and of the ad valorem percentages
of ail allowances on each such class.

He said: This is largely a repetition of motions formerly
made. A resolution passed three years ago permitted us to
ask separately for these matters which the House unani-
mously agreed should be brought down ten days from the
opening of the Session. These are on other lines, which
experience has demonstrated were not covered by that
resolution.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-ROUTE.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:

A statement of the various matters required to be returned under "The
Consolidated Railway Act, i879," and amendments thereto.

For the fiscal year 1883.84, in each case, separately, as to,-
1. The Une of radlway specifically provided for by the contract of the

Canadian Pacifie Railway Company.
2. The branches and extensions already acquired or controlled by the

company.
Like statements with like particulars, separately, as to,-

- 1. The Eastern Division, and (2) the Western Division of the Cana-
dian Pacifl iRailway.

Statement of the total sum expended up to the 30th June, 1884, by
the company under their contract,-

1. For work of construction on the line to be built by the company
as particular ly specified in the contrsct.

2 For rolling stock for the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway as
particularly peocified in the contract.

3. For works of construction on extensions and branches and Unes
controlled by the Company, not embraced in the Railway particularly
specified in the contract.

4. For rolling stock tor al extensions and branches not so embraced.
Like Statements to those hereinbefore mentioned, up to the 31st

December, 1884.
Statement of the receipts of the company up to the 30th June, 1884,

on account of:-
C Cash subsidy.

2. Land Grant Bonds.
3.) Bonuses.
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(3.) Land sales or transactions not embraced in the operations con-

nected with the Land Grant Bonds.
(5.) Number cf acres of land subsidy.
(6.) Amounts of bonuses agreed for though not paid.
(7.) Government loan.
Like Statements up to the 31st December, 1884.

He said : This, with the exception of No. 7, in the addition,
is precisely a copy of a former motion which was carried.

Mr. POPE. I would remind the hon. gentleman that with
reference to some of these headings very likely we cannot
obtain the information in the way ho asks for it, but I think
it will all be included in the annual Return under the Con-
solidated Railway Act, which will be laid before the House.

Mr. BLAKE. Dos my hon. friend say he will not grant
the Return ?

Mr. POPE. No, that does not follow. It depends con-
siderably upon the accounts. I do not know whether they
are kept according to the divisions which the hon. gentle-
man mentions.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman should observe that
there are several hundreds of miles between the two
divisions that are specified, and it is quite obvious that
these accounts can be kept together, and are kept together.

Motion agreed to.

IMMIGIRANTS TO THE NORTIH-WEST.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:
Statement of the number of persons entering Manitobaorthe North-

West by rail, during each month of the last calendar year; and of the
number of persons leaving Manitoba or the Worth-West by rail during
each such month; also, copies of all correspondence, reporti, data and
statements on whieh are based the estimates made by the Government
of the number of immigrants who have come from specified countries
and settled in each Province of Canada, and in 1he North-West i1erri-
tories during the year, and of the number of Canadians who have left
each Province or Territory, or the Dominion, during the ycar.

He said : This is also a copy of a motion adopted last Ses
sion.

Mr. POPE. There is no objection to bringing down the
information asked for, so far as this can be done. There is
some information, however, asked for which we cannot
give; but whatever we can furnish will be brought down
to the House.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-STOCK.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:

Statement showing the date and rate at which the Ten million dollars
of Canadian Pacific Railway stock formerly pledged for a loan of about
$4,950,000 was sold, and the net amount received by the company in
respect of such sale.

He said: The louse will remember that the amount of
stock iFsued by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company and
in the hands of the public when the arrangement was made
was $55,000,000, but a further sum of $10,000,000 was
embraced in the arrangement. It was stated in the public
press about two months ago that the loan for which this
$10,000,000 of stock was pledged had been paid off and the
stock sold, and we are obviously very much interested in
knowing at what price the stock was sold, as on that is
based the estimate of the 10 per cent. dividend.

Motion agreed to.

ADVANÇES TO LOCAL GOVERNMENTS.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:
Correspondence or papera touching applications by Local Govern-

monts for advances of money on debt account, and for any papers
throwing light on the rouons for the pending Bill on the subject.

He said : it will be in the recollection of the flouse that the
Finance Minister announced the other day that certain cir-
cumstances had occurred in connection with qpplications
by Provinces for advances of money on debt account, which
in the opinion of the Government, rendered it proper that
a Bill dealing with the subject should be introduced. I
suppose the applications are on record in some form or
other, and it is highly important wo should know what they
are.

Motion agreed to.

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT, 1883.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved for:
lst. A copy of the Order in Council respecting the submission to the

Supreme Court of the case agreed on between the Government of
Canada and the Government of each of the Provinces under the Liquor
License Act of 1883, and the Act to amend the Liquor License Act of
1883, as to the competency of Parliament to pass the said Acta in whole
or in part;

2nd. A copy of the said case of the factum of the Government of
Canada and of the factum of each of the said P rovinces-the arguments
of counsel in such case and the notes of the short-hand reporter taken
during such argument;

3rd. A copy of the report of laid Court in said case;
4th. All correspondence between the Government of Canada and the

Government of each of said Provinces touching said case, and the sub-
mission thereof and the report thereon ; and all correspondence betwcen
said Governments before and since said report, respecting the same and
the matters in dispute and so referred.

He said: I trust the returns asked for will be brought
down very shortly. I do not propose to discuss the question
just now; but, later on, I intend to invite the attention of
the House to some of the questions necessarily arising in
connection with this matter, and such a discussion cannot
be properly conducted unless we bave the papers before us.
I trust, therefore, no unnecossary delay will occur in bring-
ing them down. .

Motion agreed to.

CHARGES AGAINST LIEUT.-COL. O'MALLEY.

Mr. CASEY moved for:
Copy of Report of the Major General Commanding the Militia in

reference to the charges against Lieut.-Col. O'Malley, 25th Battalion.
He said: This motion bas been referred to in the flouse
on previous occasions and I do net intend to discuss it at
all at presont, further than to say that I think perhaps it is
unfortunate that the course finally adopted in regard to
these charges was not adopted sooner, viz., that of having a
report made upon them by the Major General commanding
the Militia, so that the officer in question, whom I know to
be an enthusiastie volunteer, might have had an -opportu-
nity of clearing hinself sooner of these charges. lowever,
that course has been taken at last, and I am glad to under-
stand that the report of the Major General entirely clears
Col. O'Malley from the charges; I am sure the hon. Min-
ister of Militia himself will agree with me in rejoicing that
such is the case. I have ne doubt that the report of the
Major General will cover all that is necessary to bring to
the House about the matter, and I hope the Minister will
bring it down as early as possible.

Motion agreed to.

EXPENDITURE ON CAPITAL ACCOUNT, &c.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT moved for:
Statement showing sums expended on Capital Account, from the 1st

day of July, 1884, to the lit day of February, 1885, and the purposes for
which said sums were expended. Also for statement of the gross
amonut of the debt of the Dominion on the bst day of February, 1885.

He said: If the hon. gentlemen have no objection I would
like to add te the motion: "And a statement of debte and
assets te that date, as given in the Public Accounts, pages
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13 and 14." I may explain, as I notice the Finance Minis-
ter is not in his place, that this information is always on
record in the Departmout,-and I think it could be obtained
with very little trouble. I do not at all want to bother the
Department to bring down a comparative statement; I
merely want a statement showing how our debts and assets
stand on the 1st of February, as we now have it on the 1st
of July.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. TheMinister of Finance !s
not in his place, but I have no doubt he will agree to the
amended notice.

Motion agreed to.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Return showing the number of persons who applied in the year 1884
for licensea under the License Act of 1883. The total number of licenses
granted in Canada. The total number in each Province, and in each
Electoral District. The total number refused a license and the reason
tor refusal. The total number in each Province who paid part of the
fee but did not take out a license. The total amount received by the
Government for such licenses in Canada, in each Province of Canada,
and also in each Electoral Division; together with a statement showing
what salary was paid the commissioners, inspectors, and sub-inspectors
under the Act, and giving the names and address of said commissioners,
inspectors, and sub-inspectors in every Electoral District of Canada.-
(Mr. Landerkin.)

Return of all rifle associations in the Dominion, their headquarters,
the annual grant to each, with the names of the members of each of
such associations.-(Mr. Bergin.)

For map or maps showing :-
(1.) The location Of the Janadian Pacifie Railway, so far as approved

of or constructed.
(2.) Its location, so far as proposed te Government, but not yet ap-

proved.
(3.) The location of any branches constructed or acquired, and of any

now contemplated by the company, so far as the Government is advised.
(4.) The lande set apart by the company, but not granted.
(5 ) The lands granted.
(6.) The lands applied for, but not yet set apart.-(Mr. Blake.)
Returu ehowing the names and residence of all Officials appointed by

the Government or Board of License Commiisioners under the Liquor
License Act of 1883 and amending Act; the salary, fees and emolu-
ments paid to each, and the aggregate costs incurred up to lst January,
1885, under the said Act, and for carrying out and enforcing the same;

2nd. A statement of the name and residence of each person who
obtained a license under the said Act, and whoobtained a license under
the said &ct, as well as under any local law;

3rd. A statement of aIl sume received by the Government or any per-
sons appointed under the said Acte up to let of Jannary, 1885, as license
fees or otherwise ; and the name and residence of the persons f rom
whom received, aind the disposal made by the Governmeat, or the
officials of the Government, ot such fines;

4th. A full and detailed statement of all costs, charges and expenses
paid by the Goverument up to lt January, 1885, under the said Acts or
in connection therewith, or arising therefrom, for the purpose of carry-
ing said Acta into effect and enforcing the same, and testing the consti-
tutionality of said Act.-(HLr. Cameron, Huron.)

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

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 4:55 p. m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAT, 6th February, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

FIBST EEADINGS.

Bill (No. 19) to provide for the better observance of the
Lord's Day, commonly called Sunday, by prohibiting Sun-
day excursions of certain kinds.-(Mr. Charlton.)

WHARVES, DOCKS AND PIERS IN lAVIGABLE
WATERS.

Mr. 1 UPPER moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 18)
respecting wharves, docks and piers constructed in navig-
able waters.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Explain.
Mr. TUPPER. The object of the Bill is to provide for

legalizing-if I may use the term in that connection-the
wharves already built in navigable waters, and to provide
for the construction of wharves to be built in future. At
present thorels no legislation in this Parliament dealing with
the subject, and the provisions of the Bill are somewhat
similar to the measure which was passed in Parliament in
1888, dealing with the construction of booms and dams in
navigable waters. I hope the Bill will reach a Committeo
where its provisions may either meet with approval, or be
replaced by others dealing with the question, which, I may
say, is one of some importance.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

CONSOLIDATED INSURANCE ACT.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 20) to modify the application of "The Consoli-
dated Insurance Act, 1877."'

Mr. BLAKE. Explain.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is the same Bill as last

year. There is no change.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

QUINQUENNIAL CENSUSES IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. POPE moved for leave to iniroduce Bill (No. 21) to
provide for the taking of a census in the Province of
Manitoba, the North-West Territories and the District of
Keewatin.

Mr. BLAKE. Explain.

Mr. POPE. I may say that the reason for introducing
the Bill is that we have made arrangements, or partial
arrangements with Manitoba that we will take the census
once in five years. With respect to the North-West Terri.
tories, probably,we shall not take the census of all of them,
but we think it advisable that the census of some of them
should be taken.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the hon. gentle-
man etate whether he purposes taking the census dejure or
defacto, because the system may seriously affect the result.
In other words, will he report the men who are there, or
the men who ought to be there, according to the system
he adopted last census.

Mr. POPE. We shall follow the usual plan, the one we
have followed hitherto.

Motion agreed te, and Bill read the first time.

REMUNERATION OF CENSUS ENUMERATORS.

Bill (No. 15) to continue au Act respecting the Albion Mr. POPE moved that on Tuesday next the bouse resolve

Mines Savings Bank.-(Mr. McDougald.) itself into Committee of the Whole to consider the following
resolutions :-

Bill (No. 16) to amend the law relating to Bills of
Exchange and Promissory Notes.-(Mr. Smyth.)

Bill (No. 17) respecting International Ferries.-(Kr.
Patterson, Essex.)

Sir RicHARn CARTWRIGHT.

Resolved, that the Minister of Agriculture shall cause to be prepared
one or more tables setting forth the rates of allowances or remuneration
of the several census commissioners and enumerators employed fn the
taking of the census of the Province of Manitoba, the North-West Terri-
tories and the District of Keewatin, not however to exceed in the aggre-
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gate such amount for each day of proved effective service for any
enumerators, and for each day for like service for any census commis-
sioner as the Governor in Council directs, and the same shall be laid
before Parliament within the fint fifteen days of the Session next ensu-
ing.

2. Resolved, that :such allowances or remuneration shall be paid to
the geveral persons entitled thereto in such manner as the Governor in
Council directs, but shall not be payable until the services required of
the person receiving the same have been faithfully and entirely per-
formed.

3. Resolved, that such allowances or remuneration, and ail expenses
to be incurred in carrying into effect any Act of the Parliament of
Canada relating to suc census shall be paid out of such moneys as are
provided by Parliament for that purpose.

Motion agreed to.

COMMITTEE ON BANKRUPTCY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
That a Special Committee be appointed to take into consideration and

report upon the alleged necessity that exists for the adoption of some
system of bankruptcy.or insolvency, giving adequate protection against1
undue preferences ; with power to send for persons and papers; that
the leave of the louse be given for the said Committee to comprise more
than 15 members ; and that the said Committee be composed of Messrs.
Abbot, Baker (V ictoria), Beaty, Blondean, Cameron (Middlesex), Cas-
rain, Colby,uCoursol, Curran, Edgar,Kilvert, Macdonald (King's),,Atce, Mulock, McGreevy, Melsaac, Macmillan (Middlesex),

MeMullen, Patterson (Essex), Royal, Scriver, Small, Stairs, Weldon and
White (Renfrew).

He said: This subject bas excited, as the House knows, the
attention of the commercial community, and especially their
representatives in the different boards of trade. The com-
mercial classes in England also have called the attention of
the Goverument to the fact that there is no law relating to
bankruptcy and insolvency, and have specially referred to
what was alleged to be the opportunity to traders of grant-
ing undue preferences. In order that the whole subject
may be fully examined and ventilated, including the state of
the law in the different Provinces, and the expediency or
non-expediency of introducing legislation, this Committee
has been struck in the hope that its enquiries will enable
the House to come to a sound conclusion upon the subject.
We know that there is great diversity of opinion on the
subject in the House and in the country. The commercial
men, on the whole, are in favor of a bankruptcy law,
although they are not unanimous as to how far such a law
should extend. Under these circumstances, I thought proper
to move for this Committee.

Mr. BLAKE. I must say that I think this is not a satis-
factory mode for the Government to adopt in dealing with
this question. My opinion is that this question will only be
satisfactorily dealt with by the Government undertaking the
responsibility of dealing with it, and proposing to the House
whatever measure they think the public interest requires. If,
on the whole, they do not think the public interest requires
a measure of this kind, lot them say so, and the matter is
settled at any rate for this Parliament. If they think the
public interest does require such a measure, I think their
attention should be directed to it, as the hon. gentleman bas
just declared the attention of the commercial bodies of Eng-
land and Canada has been directed to it for some time past.
The hon. gentleman has brought once again the excuse ho
once gave for the appointment of a famous Committee some
two Sessions ago-the Committee which attacked the Liquor
License Acts-namely, that there are different laws in the
different Provinces, and that it requires a Select Committee
of Parliament adequately to grasp the divergencies existing
in the provincial laws. But, as I said thon, I repeat now,
that I do not see that the fact that there are divergent laws
relating to the civil rights which appertain to the question
of dealing with a man's goods in execution, and the prefer-
ring of one creditor over another, is a reason why this mat-
ter should come to be dealt with in the manner the hon.
gentleman proposes. I think the proper course for him to
have takon was to have decided whether legislation ws uin

bis opinion necessary, and if ho thought so to have brought
in a Bill.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I may add that after the experience I
have had of similar Committees, I am satisfied that this one
will be a repetition of what has occurred before. This is a
giod mode of preventing measures being brought before this
Parliamont. lIn the first place, the Committee is rather
numerous and it will be difficult to secure the attendance of
a quorum. Secondly, this Committee ought to be empow-
ered to report from time to time, so that w. may arrive at
some result during the Session. I make this suggestion
to the hon. gentleman if ho wants really to have a report,
a valuable and substantial report, before the end of the
Session.

Mr. MILLS. This proposition of the First Minister is very
like a plea of incapacity. We remember that when the hon
gentlkman and his colleagues were on this side of the House,
they accused the Government of being flies on the« wheei
because they confessed themselves unable to prevent de-
pression and to create prosperity throughout the country.
Now, here is a question that obviously cornes under the con -
trol of the Administration, it A one of the questions which it
is the duty of the Government to deal witb, and the hon.
gentlemen on the Treasury bonches confess their incapacity
to deal with it. They confess that the question is sur.
rounded with so many difficulties that they cannot present
to Parhiament a satisfactory measure, and they ask that a
Committee be appointed of gentlemen botter qualified to
discharge those daties which they seem to shirk or to be
unable to perform. It does seom to me, that if the hon.
gentleman is unable to propose a proper measure, and
admits that neither ho nor his colleagues can deal with the
question satisfactorily, ho is hardly in a position to indicate
who in this Bouse are competent to deal with this particular
question, and he ought to have proposed a Committee to
ascertain who in this House are best qualified to discharge
those duties which the Government admit that they
themselves are unable efficiently to discharge.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, if we are not
competent to select the Committee to deal with the subject,
we are not competent to select men to select the Con-
mittee. With respect to the remark made by my hon. friend
from L'Islet (Mr. Casgrain), I would say that the Com-
mittee is large of necessity, because there are representa-
tives upon it from every one of the Provinces, who will be
able to speak with some degree of authority with respect
to their several localities. The resolution has been pur-
posely framed without saying that the Committee should
report from time to time. They are asked to examine into
the whole subject, and to report upon iL. If they desire to
report from time to time they will ask for permission to do so,
and the Bouse, as a general rule, grants that request. In the
same way, if they cone to such a conclusion as to be prepared
to report aBill, they will ask to report the Bill, and no doubt
the House will allow them to report the measure. Hon.
gentlemen on the other side say the Government ought to
introduce a measure; the Government ought certainly to
introduce one if they made up their minds a measure
ought to be introduced. But they have not made up their
minds, and as they desire to get information they ask that
a Committee he formed. That is the custom, and the
proper custom, for the Government of the day, who are
supposed to lead the Bouse, to take when they desire
information. They do it either by a Committee of the
House or by a Commission; and when the Government get
full information and have considered it they will be in a
position, and not before, to make up their minda what
course* ought to be taken on the important subject. The
hou. gentleman says that we should go on without infor-
mation, that we should make up our minds at once, and
becauso we want information we are not capable. We
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have not got the hardihood of ignorance; we desire to get
information, and on getting information will prepare a
measure of some kind. A Government may be in too
great a hurry to introduce a measure. 1 remember a
measure being introduced by tbe hon. member for Both-
well (Mr Milîs) to grant all the lands in the North-West
to railways, and when that was quoted against the Govern-
ment the leader of the party said that was merely a private
balloon introduced to see what the opinion of the House
was, and not for the purpose of legislation at all.

Mr. MACKENZIE. That was stated at the time as the
lion. gentleman will recollect.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That was a declaration of
ignorance and incapacity.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I do think the Government might
be informed by their own endeavors. They should take
the best steps to get the information they require and not
shift the responsibility of a measure of this kind to a Com-
mittee of the House. I never knew of such a proceeding
before.

Mr. BLAKE. I was quite misunderstood by the hon.
gentleman, I do not question for a moment the ignorance
and incapacity of hon. gentlemen opposite.

Mr. CASEY. It seems to me that this question really
includes two separate heads. There is the question as to
the necessity of any bankruptcy law and the question as to
the exact constitutional mode of dealing with it-as to
whether we have a right to pass anything else than a full
Bankruptcy Act. With regard to the question of fact, the
right hon. the Premier appeared, from the newspaper re-
ports, to be quite satisfied some time ago, when he spoke to
the chambers of commerce in England, that there was no
doubt as to the desirability ofsuch a law.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman must
revive his recollection of what I did say as reported.

Mr. CASEY. My present recollection is that ho made no
objection te the statement of the chambers of commerce
that such a law was desirable, but apologised for not having
introduced a law of that kind on the ground that the thick-
headed rural population, whose minds were not opened to
commercial subjects, were opposed to it. I understood aiso
very clearly, from the reports of the hon. gentleman's re-
marke, whieh appeared from time to time, without contra-
diction, that ho assurEd the English chambers of commerce
ho would use his best endeavors to persuade his thick-
headed supporters to consider the subject and introduce a
Bill. But there is the constitutional point. Is it possible
that the right hon. gentleman should need any information
on the constitutional point? Is it possible that the brilliant
success which has attended his late attempts at interpreting
the constitution of the country has lead him to doubt in
any way his capacity of judging this great constitution of
which ho had so large a share in forming ? It appears from
his second explanation -his explanation of his explanation-
that it is not in order to settle any of these points the
Committee is appointed. It appears that the Govern-
ment have not made up their minds ; they do not
know whether it is expedient to introduce a measure
of this kind or not, and they have appointed
this Committ ee to make up their minds for them. I do not
know if that is in harmony with precedent in this louse. I
do not remember any instance during the late Administration
of the Government having appointed a Committee to make
up the Government's mind. In regard to the Bill introduced
by the hon. member for Bothwell whon ho was Minister
of the Interior with reference to the granting of lands to
railways in the North-West, that may have been a private
balloon as the hon. member says. My hon. friend (Mr. Mac-
kenzie) said it was announced at the time that the Bill was

Sir JoHN A. M&ACDONALD.

only intended to sound publie opinion. At all events, the
hon. the Minister of the Interior then took the responsibility
for his scheme. He laid it before the House and said ho
was prepared to stand or fall by it. When an hon. gentle-
man brings forward a Bill in detail ho declares thereby his
responsibility for it, and that was what the hon. member tor
Bothwell did. The leader of the present Government has
not even dared to go so far as that. He has not dared to
send out a private balloon, but bas appointed a Oommittee
to construct a private balloon for him and send it out, as ho
doos not wish to take the risk himself.

Mr. CURRAN. The commercial community, se far as I
am informed, and I have very good opportunities of know-
ing, are thoroughly in earnest about having a Bill for the
equitable distribution of insolvents' assets, and I am satis-
flied they will view with a certain amount of alarm the tone
that bas been infused into this debate by hon. members
opposite, who appear to make it rather a political question
for party biekering than to take into consideration the
interests of the commercial community who have been
asking, for some time past, for a law that will enable them
to wind up insolvent estates in such a manner as will moto
out justice to all the creditors. I am satisfied that the com-
munity at large will view with satisfaction the move te
bring this matter to a satisfactory result, and as we are
beginning early in the Session the Committee will be able
to report at an early day, and we may be able before the
end of the Session to get through such a measure as will
afford that relief to the community which they are so
anxious to obtain.

Motion agreed to.

TILE CENSUS.

On the Ordors of the Day being called,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 1 would like to enquire

of the Minister of Agriculture whether the fourth volume of
the Census has been issued, and, if net, when ho expects te
be able to place it in our hands ? Also, if ho can say any-
thing about the forwardness of the fifth volume.

Mr. POPE. I cannot say anything about the fifth volume,
because I am not aware of its existence. The fourth volume
is nearly ready, and I shall soon be able te lay il on the
Table.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In a fortnight?
Mr. POPE. Perhaps not in a fortnight. The printer is

getting on well with the volume.
Mr. MILLS. Tomorrow ?
Mr. POPE. Net tomorrow.

QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. BENSON. I rise te a question of priviloge. My
attention bas been called to a paragraph which appeared in
Wodnesday's issue of the Daily Globe. It runs as follows:-

" The Annual Report of the Minister of Inland Revenue shows that
Mr. Benson, Tory M. P. for 8outh Grenville, owes the Government
$3,840 for arrears of rent for water power on the Williamsburg Canal.
The Government cannot be expected to colleet this debt no long as ir.
Benson supports them faithfully, and Mr. Benson will scarcely be In a
position toaot independently upon party questions unless he pays up
his arrears.

Mr. Speaker, for reasons which it would take tee long to
explain, the Government have hitherto been unable to sup-
ply me with the water power to which this bas reference,
and having received nothing from the Government I oMe
nothing to the Government. The Department of Rail ways
and Canals acknowledged this fact, but the Inland Revenue,
being a purely collecting Department, refused to recognise
any counter claim against any other of the Departments
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unless it were allowed by His Excellency the Governor in
Council. Therefore, this charge romains on the books of
the Inland Revenue Department, though I have explained
time and again that I never owed one cent to the Govern-
ment for water power because I never got it.

Mr. GAULT. I would like to call the attention of the
House to a similar article which appeared in the Globe in
reference to myself. It says that Mr. A. F. Gault, my
brother, owes a large amount to the Governmont for the
hydraulie power on the Cornwall Canal, and that, therefore,
I cannot give an independent vote. To-day I have gone to
the Inland Revenue Department, and I find that Mr. A. F.
Gault does not owe one single cent to the Government, but
that his rent has been paid to the lst of January, 1885. To
show the favore that this Government grants to its friends,
I may say that my brother's mill was burnt down in 1883.
The Government was asked if it would not remit the rental
for the time the mill was not running, and the Government
positively refused to remit one shilling That is the sort
of favor it grants to its friends. I believe, if it was to its
enemies, the case would be very different. We know that
Mr. George Stephen, the President of the Cornwall Pattern
Company, got his priviloge for one dollar per annum
forever.-

An hon. MEMBER. When was that ?
Mr. GAULT. I believe that was under the Ministry of

the Hon. Mr. Mackenzie. However, my brother does not
owe one cent to the Government, and the article is untrue.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I can only say that I have no recol-
lection of giving water power to anybody for a mili, and the
hon. gentleman had botter take an opportunity of proving
his statement.

Mr. CASEY. It is very embarrassing to these hon.
gentlemen-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

REPORT OF THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT.

Mr. BLAK E. I desire to eall attention to the fact that,
though the Report of the Department of the Interior seems
to have been supplied to the press and was laid on the Table
on the second day of the Session, members of Parliament
cannot get it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like members on both sides
of the louse who represent the Goverument and the Oppos-
ition to speak a little Jouder. We who sit in this pai t of
the louse cannot hear one quarter of what is said by the
hon. the Premier or by the leader of the Opposition.

Mr. BLAKE. I was complaining that, although the Report
of the Department of the Interior had been laid upon the
Table the second day of the Session with great pomp by the
First Minister, and had gone to all the newspapers of the
country, yet it bas not been distributed to the members of
the House.

Mr. MITCHELL. That is a tone of voice which suits very
well.

ACCOMMODATION FOR MEMBERS.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. I think that, as a mat
ter of privilege, I am entitled to call your attention, Mr.
Speaker, to a fact affecting some of the gentlemen who sit
on this aide of the House, which I have no doubt you will
rectify if you can. There are a great (many rooms which
have been horetofore put at the disposal of members of this
House-if I am correctly informed, some fourteen or fifteen.
Now, we have no objection -to hon. gentlemen on the other
aide of the House having twice the number of rooms that we
on thi4 side have, but it would be a great oonvenienoe if there

7

could be put at the disposal of the seventy gentlemen on
this side some four or five of the fifteen rooms which I am
informed have been placed at the disposal of members.
That would be a great convenience to us in the management
of our business and our domestie affairs. I do not want to
reflect upon the provious distribution-and it would pos-
sibly have been botter to refer to this matter with closed
doors-1 merely want to know if it is possible that four
or five rooms can be placed at the disposal of Her Majosty's
loyal Opposition. I am aware that my hon. friend beside
me (Mr. Mackenzie), as an ex-Premier, and the leader of
the Opposition have separate rooms, but it would be con-
venient if a few more could be placed at our disposal.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course the Government
do not interfere in the distribution of the rooms in this
House. Al those arrangements rest with the Speaker and
the officers of the House, and I have no doubt that you, Sir,
will see that every accommodation is given to both sides of
the louse, and in such a way as to facilitate the public
business. I would also say that I do not know that I laid
the Report of the i>epartment of the Interior with any great
pomp and circumstance of war or of peace; I laid it where
I was asked to do so by the Minister of the Interior. As to
the distribution of the report, I will not assume any respon-
ibility. That is a matter between the officials of the House
and the printing contractor.

Mr. MITCHELL. The right hon. gentleman seems to
forget the fact that there is a third party in the House.
When ho speaks of dividing the rooms into two parts, ho
ought not to forget that there is a little bit of a room about
big enough 1o turn around in occupied by my hon. friend
opposite, myself and another gentleman, from which. a good
deal of the thunder of the third party is fulminated.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would point out to my
hon. friend that there is a Government side of the louse-
they have one side; there is an Opposition side of the
House-they have another side; and thon there is the out.
side of the House, occupied by my hon. friend.

Mr. MITCHELL. I thank my right hon. friend for the
compliment. I think ho begins to realise by this time
that I occupy a good deal more interest outside the louse
than he las heretofore given me credit for.

Mr. SPEAKER. With regard to the distribution of the
rooms, it is a very difficult matter, because there is not
enough rooms to stisfy the wants of all the lon. members
of the House ; and I have not been able, as yet, to make
any satisfactory arrangements. I may say that the hon.
gentlemen of the Opposition have had four roome ; that is
very nearly the number asked for by the hon. member for
South Huron.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think not.
Mr. SPEAKE R. Yes, they have had four-one for the

the leader of the Opposition, one for the ion. member for
East York, some hon, gentlemen from New Brunswick have
had a room, and there has been the large room, No. 6.

Sir RICHAR D C l.RTWRIGHT. No, that has not been
at our disposal; it is constantly occupied for Committee
purposes. The Colonization Committee sits there.

Mr. SPEAKER. .At ail event$, until this Session I have
had no complaints from hon. gentlemen of the Opposstion
that have not been attended to at once. I now find it so
difficult that I think the only satisfactory mode of dealing
with the matter is, that as ail the committee rooms are

' open for the use of membe, they must make some ar-
rangements among themuselves, as I confess I am unable to
make a satisfactory allotment. It is perfectly impossible
with the rooms now at our disposal to satisfy 200 members.
I think the House should ask the Department of Publio
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Works to make some new arrangement that will meet the
cse-perhaps another Committee room-and then the pro-
sent Railway Committee room will be available for mem-
bers. B-t I should be very glad indeed, so far as I can, to
satisfy hon. gentlemen on both sides of the House.

Sir RIHAIRD CARTWRIGHT. I have no doubt the
whips could arrange that matter on either side if they
would take it in hand. All we want really is more small
rooms apart from those assigned to those hon. gentlemen
who ought properly to have them.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have suggested the matter to the
whipe, and I think it can bo done.

Mr. TROW. I think there is some reasonable cause of
complaint on the part of the Opposition with reference to
rooms. No. 6 really is occupied three-fourths of the Session
by various Committees.- Last Session no less than four
Committees occupiAd it at various times. The only room I
am awiare:ofset npart for our use is that occupied by the
leader of th, Opposition and another for the hon. member
for Eat York. P>y the courtesy of yourself and of the hon.
member for East Durham-(Mr. Williams), the Conservative
whip, I procured a room here yesterday, a emall room in
the lower fLat, for which we are extremely thankful. We
have nothing to conceal, nothing uncommon goes on in
our ranks; yet at the same time it is very convonient to
have a room for our own use.

Mr. FARROW. 1 desire to say a few words on this
matter. - In thedirst place I would like to say that the
Opposiïion have no reason for complaint about occupying
rooms in thi-House. My hon. friend who bas just spoken
says thathNo. 6 j taken up chiefy by Committees. Now, I
wish to "ay that it is ua1. I think this ie my fifteenth Se-
sion, and i have been on the Immigration and Colonization
Committee ever sinco I have been in the House. About
four years ago the Opposition nembers really took posseE-
sion of that room ; they claimed it as their own. Just look
into the thing for a moment. How often does that Com-
mittee meeta, nd when doe It -meet ? If the Committee
meets once, on the average, a week, it is about all. It meets
about ten or half past ten -o'clock in the morning, and,
generally speaking, the meeting is over by twelve o'clock
and thon that room is vacant all the rest of the time. Now
we bave s justause of compiinton this side of the House.
We have nota place to go and write a private letter, or any
letter, and we have got Lo do it in our lodgings, or we have
got to cranpoumwelve uplere after hours on these desks.
Tha'es hasten a rea ground f eoimplaint by the rank and
file on thisside of the ,louse, and though they areloath to
get up yet I am not loath to get up and make a complaint,
and I am thankfu I have au oppurtaiity of saying:that iwe
are mieused, badly used. I wibs we had some one as good
as the hon. memnber from ibe south rding of my county
(Sir Richard Cartwright) to look after our mnterests; for we
have been oedly neglectet, and Iguarantee that I amn speak
ing the sorid wieh of three.lourths, if not nine-tenths, of the
rank and Jug.pqour *ide of the :Monse. I would also men.
tion tha$ ti hoether large Committee room, No. é, is entirely
taken up witbeour French friendaosu that whon I went to
the door the other day a mauays "Whoare you?" I began
to wonderif ILdeo changad in appearabe. that I wasnmot
mysel «"aetly. Wait-at MotI got him to undrstand that
I bd been a membenfora littie tim, uand by dint of grewt
pnevernoe i got iny head in. Then I went to the other
roomneeoupied byry hon. friend from South Perth (Mr.
Trow) theidbnedlwhip whoiupeintends that room, and I
couldnot eves get myhead idn As sonas1 I looked in
thoersw.ee. amany frownsu4here wrere facee I wieh,
Mr. Sp.akereeimngthat yos sre-4he head and front of this
who>le qnstin 7 you woul4 give usMr play, Audtio fimer1

Mr, Srza.

Mrr. COOHRANE. A deputation of memberafronrOntario
constituencies, supporting the -Government, waited on yer-
self, Mr. Speaker, the other dayu and we werainfornedekthat
we could not have a roonr, as they were ail occnpied We
thought that we could, perhape, getlNod. . We went there
and found that it was occupied by threeammberse of
Ber Majesty's loyal Opposition. It seems strange to me
that as regards Committee rooms the members are divided
into provincial squadrons. You go to one partof the build-
ing and yon find members from New Brunswick, in another
part are members from Nova Scotia, in another part mem-
bers from Quebec. I do not approve of this action. I hold
that we are all members of this grand Dominion, and I
deprecate the idea that we should divide ourselves into prc-
vincial squadrons in this House, The Opposition have
rooms, and the leader of the Opposition bas, and is, entitled
to a room, and we, the humble members of the fouse,,are
entitled to some respect, although we may not, buden
ilansard with speeches that do not contain much informa-
tion for the electors, but express opinions that injure the

rooperity of this country, and I may say that Hansard is
urdened with speeches that I believe lower the dignity of

this House in the estimation of the pople. If hon. mem-
bers of the Opposition have rooms at heir disposal, and as
the Independent party bas a room at its disposal, we hum-
ble followere of t e Government should have some consid-
eration shown us.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. member for Huron (Mr. Farrow),
who informed us, quite unnecessarily, that be was ot
beside himself, and who almost left bis head ineide No. 8
the other day by bis own account, I think has left the House
and, at lest, people outside, who may learn what bas been
said through the medium which the hon. member for North-
umberland objects to so much, under a misapprehension.
Boom No. 8 is a large Committee room appropriated, as I
understand, to the sittings of the Privileges and Eleetions
Committee. That Committee seldom sits, and therefore it
is practically unuscd for Committee purposes. It is under.
stood to be at the disposal not of the French members, but
of the French members of the Conservative party. That is
the disposition of room No. 8. If the hon. gentleman
was not recogrised the other day when ho went to
the door and looked in, it was his own friends wbo
did not know him, who found some difficulty in
deciphering his title and passport to admission there. No.
8 bas very important functions to discharge, as we dai
know. It bas quasi.arliamentary functions. I am the last
one, considoring the ventarof last Session and the possible
events of this Session, to propose anything in regard te
room No. 8 which would interfere with that important part
of our Parliameutary machinery which goes on there. While
No. 8 is appropriated for purposes of Government sup-
porters, in so far as Committee exigencies will alow, it is
lfor tbem to decide whether it shall be devoted exclusively
to French mem bers who support the Government or te
members of whatcver Priovince or nationality they may be.
long. That is a matter of domestic arrangement, 'whichthe
hon. ember for Inuron canaettle with his estrauged friends,
who did not know him the other day, just as he pleases.
The other large room is more largely appropriated for
Committee purposes than isroom, No. 8. The Immigration
and Colonization Committee meet much more frequently
-than doe the Privileges and Eleetions Committee, and.that
room No. 6, isealso used, as I a informed, fbr som other
CornMitte* purposos ; but, subject to these exigencies, that
room has for a number of years been appropriated te the
use of Opposition members generally, and I think it is a
very fair and reasonable arrangement of which no one
can complain. If there ivere another large room
available I should not object to its appropriation for the
use of Government supporters generally. As to the remain-
ing.oemsthe gusia a very aimpio one, FirstMait me
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be ascertained how many convenient rooms are available,
and then their disposition should be made between the two
sides of the louse, according to numbers in some rough
manner, and further allocation of them should be a matter
of donestie arrangement. There was one remark made by
the hon. member for East Northumberland (Mr. Cochrane)
in which I heartily agree. I should like to see the rooms,
when used, used by members irrespective of the Provinces
to which they belong, and I believe such a state of things
would do a great coal of good. I am very glad that room
No. 6 is not appropriated to any particular -Province or
nationality, but is used generally by hon. members who are
good enough to act with me in this House.

ONTARIO'S BOUNDARIES.

Mr..MILLS enquired, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to propose any legislation, or to invite Parlia-
ment te ask for Imperial legislation to define the boundary
of the Province of Ontario upon the north and west?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is not the intention of
the Governmient to prjpose any legislation. The question
as to whether it is necessary to ask for Imperial legisiation
is now receiving earnest consideration.

Mr. MILLS enquired, Whether the Government propose
te contestfurther the claimas of Ontario te the country north
of the height of ]and and soufh of lludson's Bay and tho
Albany River?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government are not
aware that they have at any lime contested the claim of
Ontario te the country north of the height of land and
south of Hudson's Bay and the Albany River. There has
been no contestin regard te the matter.

Mr. MILLS enquired, What circumstances arose after the
12th of March, 1884, to prevent the Goveroment agreeing
te the extension of the order ofreference to thé Privy Coun-
cil in relation to the disputed boundaries of Ontario so as te
embrace the whole subject of the northerly and westerly
boundaries, as recommended by the Minister of Justice and
concnrred in by an Order in Council?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As the question pri.
marily referred te the boundary between Mvanitoba and
Ontario, it was considered by counsel retainel both on
bohalf of the Dominion and of the Province of Manitoba
that the question between the two Provinces should be first
settled.

Mîr. MILLS. Perhaps the hon. gentleman wiil say
whether that conclusion was reached after the Order in
Council was adopted.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I presume so, but I can-
not say positively.

MO.NEY PAID TO J. A. WILKINSON.
Mr. McMULLE N enquired, Whether any, and if se, what

sum or sums of money have been pàid, to J. A. Wilkinson
by, the Governmeunt of -the Dominion, from the first day of
January, 1884, te the first day -of February, 1885. Ifapaid,
for what purpose or services, and where?

Mr. POPE. There was a sum. of $69 paid him on lat
February, 1884, and a farther sum of 6262 on 23rd May in
the same year. That is all. It was paid him as valuator

IMPERIAL FEDERITION.

1r. EDGAR enquired, Whether any correspondence bas
taken place between the High Commissioner in London and
the Government on the subject of Imperial Federation, and
whether the Government has received copies of the resolu-
tiens passed at -the Conferences on Imperial Federation

held in London during the past year, or any communica-
tions upon the subject of Imperial Federation from the
Colonial Secretary, or from any organizations formed in
London for the purpose of promoting that object ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No correspondence has taken place
between the Government and the High Commissioner, or
the Colonial Seocretary, or any organisation, on the subject
of Imperial Federation. The Department of the Secretary
of State as received a printed pamphlet containing the
speeches and proceedings of one of the Conferences,

Mr. EDGAR enquired, Whether it is the intention of the
Goverument te submit f>r the consideration of the House
during the present Session any proposalis upon the subject
of Federation of the Empire?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is net the intention.

FRIVATE BANKS AND BROKERS,

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex) enquired, Whether it is the
intention of the Government to introduce thießession any
legislation affecting or in any way dealing with private
banks, brokers and brokers' offices.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is net the intention of
the Government te introduce any such measure this Session,

BENEVOLENT SOCIETIES.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex) enquired, Is it the intention
of the Governmient to introduce any legislation this-Session
affecting benevolent or friendly societies?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The only-measure which will
affect the organisations referred te by the honi gentleman
will be the Insurance Bill, the firstreading of which we had
to-day.

BANK INSPECTION.

Mr. CASGRAIN enquired, Is it the intention of the Gov.
ernment te introduce some measure for securing a better
supervision and inspection of banka ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is net the intention of the
Government te introduce any such measure this Session.

EXTENSION OF THE FISRERIE3 ACT TO THE
NORT-WEST.

Mr. HESSON enquired, Whether it is the intention of the
Government te extend the operations of the Fisheries Act,
te the New Provinces of the North-Weet Territory, West
of Manitoba, and if se whon ?

Mr. McLEL AN. Thore is at present an inspector, Alex.
ander McQueen, residing at Winnipeg, and an overse3r, F.
C. Gilchrist, at Fort Qu'Appelle.

HARBORS IN GUYSBORO' COUNTY.

Mr. KIRK enIquiredWhether the Governmen*rhad, dùring
recess of Parliament, a re-survey made of the barbors of
New Harbor and Port Hillford, in the county of Guysboro',
with a view of asoertaining the probable cost of erecting a
brdakwater at each of these harbors suitable to the nedes.
sities of the fishermen ? If se, will the engineer's report be
submitted te Parliament at an-early-day ?

Sir HEOTOR LANGEVIN. In answer to! the hon.
gentleman I may say that during last summeren exami-
nation was made of the harbor eo New Harb>r, and thui
the report of the Chief Engineer on that oexamination may
be submitted te Parliament if asked for by an7Address. As
te the other barber the Department knows nothing of 4
harbQr bearing that name.
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Mr. KIRK. It is also known as Indian Harbor.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am sorry the hon. gentle-

man gave it under another name. I am not prepared to
answer that part of the question to-day.

WHITE POINT, N. S., BREAKWATER.

Mr. FORBES enquired, la it the intention of thé Govern-
ment to repair, during next summer, the White Point
Breakwater, Queen's County, Nova Scotia, recently very
badly damaged?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The information I have
about this work is to the effect that it would cost a large
sum of money to repair it, and that it has been reported
to the Department as being one upon which we should not
expend so large a sum of money, and therefore it is not the
intention to touch it at present.

OFFICE 0F MINISTER OF RAILWAYS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The leader of the Oppo-
sition asked me yesterday a question, only a portion of
which I was able to answer. I may now state that the late
Minister of Railways was in Canada during the recess, be-
tween the Session of 18e3 and that of 1884, sixty days.

DISALLOWANCE OF PROVINCIAL ACTS.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:

Copies et all Orderis ia Couneil, reports and correspondence, not
already brought down, ia reference to tbe exercise or non-exercise o'
the power of disallowance as to any Provincial Acts; with a statement
of the dates of prorogation of each of the Provincial Assemblies; and
of the dates at which the Acts ot the Session were received at Ottawa;
and a copy of the despatches addressed to the Lieutenant-Uovernors on
the subject of the transmission to he Government of Canada of such
Act; and like papers with reference to the action on reserved Bills.

He said: In making this motion, I call attention to the fact
that an order, which was made at an early period of last
Session, for the transactions with reference ta these Acta, was
not complied with, and I was informed privately that it was
because it was desired to make a very careful chronological
arrangement which would perhaps prevent the work being
done during the Session. I have reason to believe that the
return is ready, and I hope it will be presented at once,
before the press of business comes on, because as it
is a bulky return it will otherwise be really inipossible
to give proper attention to it after it is before us. I will
venture to make a suggestion to the hon. gentleman
opposite in this connection. It is quite clear that these
important transactions are a proper subject of communica-
tion to Parliament. The report of the Minister of Justice
at prosent consista of five linos, in which he addresses to
fis Excellency the report of the Inspector of Penitentia.
ries. If the report of the Minister of Justice would contain
a few more lines, in which he would declare that ho also
communicated the whole ofthe transactions with reference
to Provincial Acta, and the report were printed and brought
down to usin that form, at the commencement of the Session,
it would greatly facilitate our dealing with the subjeet.
The papers, thougi prepared cbronologically and brought
down during the Session, are very apt ýo be disarranged in thc
process of printing. I took great trouble, whn Ihappenea
to be Minister, to prep-re, in answer to an Address, a very
large batch of these parers, and to see that they were chro.
nologically a-ranged; tut in the Sessional Papers they are
at sixes and severs, and it is like looking for a needle in a
bundle of hay ta find any particular paper. The ch ronolo-
gical arrangement of these papers is of considerable couse-
quence, because, when so arranged, they indicate at a
glance the turn of mind of oach Minister of Justice, and the
course òf the disallowance of Provincial Act@, and it seems

Sir HEcToa LtANGEVIe.

to me that it would be an improvement in the practice if
some such arrangement as I suggest were pursued in the
future.

Motion agreed to.

ONTARIO'S BOUNDARIES.

Mr. MILLS moved for:
Copies of all Orders In Council, Imperial, Canadian or Provincial, in

the hands of the Government, and not already laid before Parliament,
relating to the disputed boundaries of Ontario ; also all*deepatches and
correspondenee with any ef the Provinces and with the Imperial Gov-
ernment upon the same subject.

He said : The House is no doubt familiar with all the
facts connected with this boundary dispute, and knows that
so far as the claims of Manitoba are concerned, the report
of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council confirms the
conclusion reached hy the arbitrators in 1878. There were
questions as to certain portions of the disputed territory
which the hon. leader of the Government did not permit to be
submitted to the Judicial Committee for their consideration.
We have all along understood that hon.gentlemen were most
anxious, in accordance with the motion proposed and carried
in this House, that this question should be referred to tbe
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, to be disposed of.
lhe country is anxious to know whether the Government
intend further to contest the claims of Ontario to the
territory lying north of the height of land and south
of Hudson's Bay and the Albany River. This was not
submitted to the Jadicial Committee for any report on
the subject. The committee have intimated their
intention to recommend to Her Majesty a measuî e,
for the purpose of confirming the boundaries, so far as
they were called upon to report on the subject; but
thei e is a very considerable section of the disputed "boun-
daries on which the opinion of the committee was not
asked, and it is no doubt important, if we are to have Im-
perial legislation on the subject, that this portion of the
boundaries shall be dealt with, as well as that upon which
the committee have made a report. I think it is desirable
that we should know what the Government intend to do on
this subject, and whnt eonelusion thev have reached in
their correspondence with tho Governant of Ontario in
relation to this portioa of ite boundary.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree with the
hon. gentleman, that it igsadvisable this question should
be settled and tho whole boundary west and north
determined early and for ever. This return will be
brought down, as well as any legal correspondence going on
just now.

Motion agreed to.

SHORT LINE TO TE SEA COAST.

Mr. CASGRAIN. This motion, which is on the Orders
for :

Copy of the report of survey made by Mr. Wicksteed, 0.E., of the
proper location of the so-called Short Line to the se& cost- also of the
reports made by 8. L. Light, O. E., and other engineers, and all cirres-
pondence relative to the said Sbort Line, and the surveye thereof-

was granted the day before yesterday; but I desire tocall
the attention of my hon. friend the Minister of Publie
Works, who takes a great interest in this matter, as far al
the City of Quebec is concerned, to the importance of bring-
ing down these papers as speedily as possible. The Quebec
population to-day is very anxious to have a decision upon
this point, and are urging their claims with great force, so
thait if the report be brought down as soon as possible it will
meet the wishes of the people of Quebec, and I think the
hon. the Prime Minister hu a great regard for his Qtfebec
friends, even those on the Opposition benches. At the same
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time, I desire to call attention to the wording of the motion
in the Order paper in French, by which it might appear I
was casting a slur on the subject itself. The word cette is
used (cette courte ligne) instead of ainsi appelée (the said).
I beg leave to withdraw the motion.

Motion withdrawn.

DREDGES, TUGS AND SCOWS.

Mr. JACKSON moved for:
Return showing the number of dredges, tugs and dumping

scowa built in the United States for the Government of Oanada, during
the years 1883 and 1884, showing where they were built, giving the con-
tractor's name, and the price paid for the same.
He said: During the Session of 1883 the Government of
Canada built or caused to bc built, in the city of Lockport,
State of New York, two dredges, two tags, and four dump-
ing scows, for service in the Dominion. 1, being a lumber-
man or timber doaler, having an offce in Tonawanda, New
York, within somo 16 miles of Lockport, and hearing the
Canadian Government wero getting dredges built at Lock-
port, went there to aseertain the facts for myseif. I saw
one of the contractors who was therc. I also saw Mr. James
Jaekson, the senior partner of the firm of Jackson & Son,
mill owners, who furnished the contractors with timber, and
lumber. Frem these gentlemen I ascertained the facts de-
sired, with the exception of the price paid by ihe Govern-
ment. That price was given to the House by the hon. the
Minister of Public Works on the 3rd March, 1884, when he
stated that 853,775 had been paid for two tugs and two
dredgec, not including the scows. Add the price of those
scows to the above, and I believe it would make the price
not lesis than $65,000. In 1884 the Government
duplicated that order. The same contractors, Sutton &
Morgan, aga4n built for the Canadian Government,
two dredges, two tugs, and four scows. This time the
tings were built in Buffalo and the dredges in Tona-
wanda. When they were being launched, one of the
dredges was named Sir John Macdonald, in honor of the
hon. the Premier. I have no means of knowing the
price paid for these, but I presume it would be about the
same amount of $65,000, which would make $130,000 paid
by the Government within the last two years to foster and
build up the industries of the United States. In 1878, and
again in 1882, the people were told to vote for the National
Pohcy, in erder to build up the industries of this country.
In Dundas, in 1877, the First Minister said:

" I and my friends have nailed our colore to the mast. We want to
keep Canada for the Canadians, and not allow it ta be a slaughter mar-
ket for the United btates. We declare war to the knife against the
opposite policy. We are not sailing north by south."

Is this keeping Canada for the Canadians? I say it is not.
It is Canada for the United States. We have had numbers
of dredges and boats built throughout this Dominion-
they have been built in the Maritime Provinces and in
Montreal, in Port Dolhousie and in St. Catharines. And I
want here to mention that Muir Bros., of Port Dalhousie,
and Mr. Shickluna, of St. Catharines, advertised to build
dredges and boats equal to any builders in the world. Have
we not got machinists and mechanics, have we not skill, and
have we not the tAidber, and the very same timber that was
used to build these boats in 1883 was grown in the county
of Haldimand, was sent to Tonawanda, and was furnished
to Jackson & Son, of Lockport, who furnished it to the
contractors, and in 1884 the timber that was put into those
dredges and boats built for the Government grow in the
counties af Norfolk and Lambton aud was Bhipped lo Tona-
wanda and eold to the same parties at Lockport who fur-
ished it to the contractors. These are facts which cannot
be contradicted, and, as a member of this H ouse, I think it
my duty to show the people of this country, who have no
way of knowing these things, that this Government has

spent this money to advance the enterprises of the Unlted
States.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I do not know whether
the hon. gentleman wishes to have this return a second
time, but the statements required by him were communi.
eated ta the House last Session. I suppose ho wanted ta
make a statoment himself, which I am sorry I could not
hear distinctly in my place here, but I understood from him
that ho found fault with the Goverument, or with my De.
partment, as a portion of the Government, for having given
the contract for these scows and dredges to an Ameriean
firm. This matter was fully explained last Session. It was
shown that we had taken all the precautions we o.,uld to
have this work done bere, and had called on a large num.
ber of merchants and others, who were in a position, as we
thought, to furnish the timber and to build the scows and
dredges, and that these contractors and builders and mer-
chants refused, and stated that they could not doit, and that
under these circumstances, as we had to obtain these scows
and dredges, they were obtainel from this firm--I do not
remember now the name-at Lockport, and they completed
their contract to the satisfaction of the Department. I
showed at that time also, that we had called for tenders
for scows in the Province cf Quebec, and that we could
not obtain tenders for that work. I also showed that
a number of other parties who wanted similar work per-
formed had ta go to that place in Lockport; and now I
may say, in addition to that, that I have obtained a state-
ment ta this effect, that the timber required for the con-
struction of a ferry boat for the Canada Atlantic Railway,
at Coteau, was obtained from the same locality in the United
States, for the same reason, that it could not be obtained
here, and that Messrs. Allan & Nicholson, contraotors for
works at the Galops Canal, after making diligent search
throughout the country, from Sault S!e. Marie ta the Mari.
time Provinces, were compelled to have a dredge construet.
ed at Lockport, similar to that supplied ta the Domniloi
Governtment. We required the best machinery, the best
work and the best plan, and we had to obtain IL. In addi.
tion ta that, the machinery for a dredge at Chatham, Ont.,
is being constructed at Lockport, for Mr. Martin, the presi-
dont of tho Chatham Dredging Company, whose dredge the
Departmont bas employed for two ycars. A year ago the
Department, desiring ta construct two dredges and scows,
invited offers from timber merchants in Canada, who
all declined to tender, and the scows remained unbuilt.
I may say that this last fall tenders were again invited,
but none of these leading merchants submitted offers, and
the tender of Hurteau & Co., Montreal, was accepted.
The timber was to be delivered at Ottawa; a portion has
been delivered, and it seems that what has been received
has come in bond from the United States, showing that
Hurteau & Co. had ta procure the timber out of Canada.
The fact is, this work required a special sort of timber, and
we have obtained it where it could be got. The hon. gen-
tleman may be sure that it is my desire and the desire of
the dovernment that all these works should be executed
here in our own country, and so far as possible that has
been done. In order to show that we desired to obtain this
timber in Canada, I repeat that last winter we called for
tenders in the way I have just stated, and this firi of Hur-
teau & Co., of Montreal, having tendered, we gave the con.
tract ta them, and it is they who have procured the timber
from the United States, and delivered it here at Ottawa. Of
course, if te hon. gentleman requires this statement again,
we will get it for him.

Mr. JACKSON. The hon. Minister of Public Works
does not meet my point. There was a second order-an
additional order for which the timber could be got in Canada.

Mr. BLAKE. I am very sorry that in this wooden
country of ours we are unable ta find timber for these pur-
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poses. My hon. friend only alluded to one portion
of the subject. As to that portion which he did not
allude to, it is quite obvious that a very special quality of
timber was required, in order that the vessel might be
worthy of its name, because the bon. gentleman mentioned
that one of these tug was to be called the John A Macdon-
ald. It is a little singular that while we are raising.statues
to our diatinguished men, we have to take American timber
to raise a monument to the right hon. gentleman. I hope
the tug will get up Steam and blow off steam, as:,its name
shows it ought to.

Kotion agreed to.

TOLI ON CERTAIN RAILWAY COMPANIES.

ir, MULOCK moved for:

(a.) A statement showing U tolls of the Northern Railway Come
pany of Canada, the Hamilon and North-Western Railway Company,
and he Northern and Pacifie Junction Railway Company respotively •

(à.) Copies of the respective by.l.wa of auch companies, fixing and
regulating :uch toile;

(c.) Copies of any Orders- in Council approving of any of such
toll.

Ho said : I would be glad if the returns asiked for bore
conld be brought down at an early date. A widespread
impression prevails l the section of country served by the
Northern Railway and the Hamilton and North-Western
Railway, that their toils are excessive and unreasonable ; and
inasmuch as they require the sanction of the Government, in
order to their validi y, it is prrper that those who have griev.
ances should have an opportunity of applying to Par liament
for redress. A portion of this motion, I think, is more par.
tioularly importani, in view of the fact, as I understand it,
that the Northern Railway Company bas leasedthe North-
ern Pacifie Junction Railway Company, which was
largely aided by this House, with a view of making it, as
far as possible, a c.heap line, for the convenience of the
whole Province. I do not know whether the information I
bave laid before the -House is well founded or not, but the
pro'duction of the schedule of rates will give as material on
which to form aa opinion.

Motibn igreed to.

ABOLITION OF THE DUTY ON GRAIN, &c.

Mr. CAMERON (West Middlesex) moved for :
Copueoft all correspondence, memoriais, petitions or other documents

relattig to the abolition ot the duty on grain, flour and coal, during 1881
and up to the present time.

Mr. BOWELL. There is no correspondenco of this char.
acter reoeived by the Government, that I am aware of, nor
have I been able to aseertain from the Finance Minister
that be bas any. But should there be any euch correspond.
once it will be brought down.

Motion agreed to.

CHURC POINT AND TROUT COVE PIERS.
Mr. VAIL moved for:

Cop of the report for 1884, of the resident en¢ineer of the Maritime
Provines, oS the Chrch Point and Trout Cove Pier.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have no objection to the
Adoption of the motion, if it is worded so as to call for copy
of the report made by the chief engineer of the Department
of Publie Works. I sggest this change because reports of
local engineers sent to the Department are not in sha po to
be presented to Parliament. They contain information
obtained for the chief engineer, who condensos it and places
it before the head of the Department.

Mr. VAIL. I have no objection to the change being
made, provided the result will be the sane; bat I am a little

Mr. Br.z.

surprised to hear the Minister of Public Works ay thattbis
Honse cannot call upon public officials for what may be
considered official reports. It seems to, me -thate he chief
engineer is hardly in a position to give us the neoessary
information, unless he forwards us the report of theresident
engineer. I do not know that the chief engineerahs been
in any of the Maritime Provinces this year-I am sure he
has not been in Nova Scotia-and we must in that case
depend altogether on any portions of the report submitted
bthe resident engineer, which he, the chief ongioer umay

to furnish.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This course is always

followed in all matters connected with engineering. 1The
chief engineer of a railway, for example, cannot ascertain
everything himself, but he-obtains data from subongineers,
and all information is oollected by him and embodied in his
report.

Motion, as amended, agreed to,

RECEIPTS OF INTERIOR DEPARTMENT.
Mr. BLAKE. The House may, perhap, recolleet having

heard read, some little time ago, a letter, which I re-read the
other day and which forms the subject of t.he present motion
-a letter in which the Deputy Minister of the Interior
presented to the louse of Commons his estimate as te tho
receipts of the Department from the-.sale.ofagricultural
and coal lands, rents of grazing lands, timber dues and sale
of minerai lands, other than coal, with the royalties from
the minerals, between lst January, 1883, and Sbit Decem-
ber, 1891, both inclusive, as amounting te not lois than
$5iooo000. I have not had time, bccause I only reoceived
a copy of the report of the Department of the Interior a
few moments ago, to ascertain how far this conclusion is
borne out, as regards all the elements of which it is tom.
posed, for the period which has elapsed and which is covered
in the report. The letter speaks of the calendar, while the
report deals with the fiscal year, andthis year I observe
the report does not do what it did last year, viz., gi-ve the
returns also for the last sir months of the year which arm-
mediately preceded it; so the information is notde.fore us;
nor am I able to ascertain, from the circutnstance of having
received the report only a few moments ago, how the mat-
ter stands in regard to timber des, royalties and timber
and grazing lands. But I observe, taking thodiseal inatead
of the calendar year, that the report states'that thierciupts
for the fiscal years 1882-1883, from homestead aud pure-
emption fees, from ordinary sales, cash and sooip, and
sales to colonization comapanies, amouzAed o, rond
numberf, 925,000, while for the ysars 1ia.188 à the 4um
under those heads amounted to- *190,00malgn
aggregate of $830,000, or over4109,000 dessMandheare-
ceipts for the fiscal yeara 1881-82 ,sm the satmo smr.es.
Omitting for the moment the;revenaesfrom tisber adues,
royalties from mining lands and rnts feomgra"iog vIads,
which I am not able to deal with at this instant-.-nd of
course we know that under the present 4aungement and
Administration we may expect a great deal from these
sources, owing to the mode in which the overnment have
been hubbanding the timber lands of ,.the Nerth.West anid
dealing with the minerai and grazingiands there-I am un-
able to state how mach shouldbe added to the calculation ;
but it wquld require an average, for the nie years, ofiabout
$644,000 a Tear, from alil ourees, to meet the estimate laid
before Parhament. In these lat two gscal y.ars nd Lsus-
pect the revenues for the two calendar years 1888-84 will be
somewhat smaller than the revenue for the twofisoal yeara---
the revenues amounted to $1,700,000, which would leave a
sar of 88,OOOOOO a year as the average for the next seven
years, to be received from ail eoaroes, in order that the
estimate may.be earried ont. _Asthe estimate was- madu
with so rauch care and .ana Dtio, andhas been so
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aeeurtely verified -up to thisItime by results, I am sure
it would add to the satisfaction of the House and the
country to have the details on which it is based divided into
different, headings. I therefore beg to move for:

Statement showing the estimated receipts for each year, in respect
of each class of public property described la the letter making the
aggregate of ,0Q0,000 mentioned-in the following letter of A. M.
Burgeas, iDeputy Minister of the luteqrior, read to this flouse on 4th May,
1883: r

"OTTAWA, 4th May, 1883.
"SiR,-laving given the subject my beat and fallest consideration, I

estimate that the receipts of this Department from the sale of agricultural
and coal lands, timber dues, rente of grazing lande and sale of mineral
lands other-than coal, with the royalties from the minerals, between the
1st of Januaryd-885, and Sist of December, 1891l, both inclusive, will
amount bo not less than $58,000,000."

And alO, for a statement in detail of the aclual receipts lu respect
of each such clam fore*h'of the years 1883 and 1881.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PISHERIES.

Mr. MULOCK moved for:
Copies of all Minutes of Council, Reports to Council and of corres-

pondence between the Canadian Government and the British Govern-
ment, or any of its officers or members, not already laid before Parlia-
ment, relating to tha so-called fishery question, from the 1st of July,
1867, Up to the time of the signing of the Washington Treaty.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I amunderthe impression
that all Minates of Council and all papers of any conse-
quence relating to the so-called fishery question were laid
before Parliament long ago. If the hon. member thinks of
any papers that have been;omitted, I shaH be glad to recoivo
a hint as to where they shall be found.

Mr. MULOKJ. I am aware that, in the year 1872,
certain documents relating to the Washington Treaty were
laid before the House. On April 12th, of that year, the
Governor General transmitted certain documents, and on the
18th of the same moSthr.an Address was adopted by this
House, desiring that certain other documents be laid
before it. The Address to which I refer was somewhat in
the -same -direction as is that of the present motion,
though, perhaps, not quite so comprehensive-at least
it does not embrace the same period of time. It stops
with the date of the appointment of the commissioners.
My motion asks for all correspondence not already brought
down-that ii, correspondence existing up to the time of
the signing of the treaty, wlich was some time afterwards.
I have examirced the documents printed in the Sessional Pa-
pers, and also those not printed, which are now to be seen in
the offiee of the Clerk of Routine and Records, and it je just
from the examinations of those papers that I find evidence
to satisfy me that Parliament has mot yet been placed in
possession of some very important documents. For instance,
I may direct the attention of the right hon. Minister to
the memorandum which I find in the Sessional Papers of
1872, No. 18. It is a copy of the Report of the Committee
of the Privy Counoil, dated 28th of July, 1871, and submit-
ted to His Excelleney the Governor General. It is rather
lengtby, but I find in it passages like these:

" The Earl of Ximberly, after observing that the Canadian Govern-
ment took tbe initiative in suggesting that a joint British and American
Commission should be appointed, with a view to settle the disputes
which had arisen as to the interpretation of the treaty of 1818, pro-
ceeds to state,*' &c.
From this it appears that the Earl of Kimberly stated that
the Canadian Government took the initiative in thsme pro-
ceedings and negotiations which culminated in the ap-
pointment of a Joint Commission, and resulted in thbe treaty.
But if we look at the documents produoed, we find, in point
of time, that the earliest isne dated on the 26th January,
1871 ,The appointment of the commissioners was made
on the 8th of February, 1871, only thirteen days after the
date of the only document ve have produced, which was
prior in date to the appointment of the commissioners.

Now we know, as a matter of unwritten history, that ne-
gotiations between this Government, and the Imperial
anthorities, in the direction of this treaty, in the direction
of the appointment of the Commission. occupied a consid-
erable period of time, and it is reasonable ti suppose that
communications, or correspondence not nocessarily of a
private character, passed between the Government of
Canada and the Government of England before that
additional step of appointing the commissionors. But I
find a further passage in this report as follows

" When the Canadian Governmnent tcok the initiative of suggesting
the appointment of a Joint British and American Commission, they
never contemplated the surrender of their territorial rights, and they
had no reason to suppose that Her Majesty's Government entertaiued
the sentiments expressed by the-Eai .f Kimberly in his recent
despatch."
Now if the Goverument contemplated anything.at all in re-
gard to the Commission, I presame their views are on
record somewhere. They initiated the negotiations which
resulted in the Commission. They, no doubt, expressed
their views to the Imperial authorities, and no doubt the
*Imperial authorities duly considered them, if they did not
think proper ultimatoly to adopt them. Ehis memorandum
says that the views entertained as to the Commission by the
Imperial authorities were not those entertained by the
Canadian Government. How were those views of the
Government communicated to the Imperial authorities,
anterior to the appointment of the Commission ? Again I
find:

'' The Committee of the Privy Council may observe that the opposi-
tion of the Government of the United States to reciprocal free trade in
the products of the twa countries, was just as strong, for some years
prior to 1854, as it has been since the terminiatica of the Reciprociiy
Treaty, ani that the Treaty of 1854 was obtained chiefly by the vigorous
protection of the fisheries which preceded it,and that but for the concili-
atory policy on the subject of the fisheries which Ber Majesty's Govern-
ment induced Canada to adopt, after the abrogation of the treaty,in 1854,
by the United States, it is not improbable that there would have been no
difficulty-in obtaining its renewal. The Committe eof the Privy Coun-
cil have adverted to the policy of Her Majesty's Government because
the Earl of Kimberly has stated that there is no difference in principle
between a money payment and the system of licenses calculated at si
many dollars a ton, which was adopted by the Colonial Government
for so many years after the termination of the Rciprocity Treaty."

The report goes on :
" Reference to the correspondence will prove that the license Eystpm

was reluctantly adopted by the Canadian Government as a substitute
fur the still more objectionable policy pressed upon it by ler Majesty'a
Government, it having been clearly understood that the arrangement
was of a temporary character."

Then, quoting from Secretary Cardwell's despatch of 3rd
March, 1866, the following occurs:-

" er Majesty's Government do not feel disinclired to allow the
United States, for the season of '866, the freedom of fisbing granted to
them in 1854, on the distinct understanding that unless some eatisfac-
tory arrangement between the two countries be made during the course
of the year, this privilege will ceaie, and all concessions made in the
treaty of 1854 will be liable to be withdrawn."

After this quotation the report proceeds:
" The principle of money payment for the concession bas ever been

most repugnant to the feelings of the Canadian people, and has only
been entertained in deference to the wiehes of the Imperial Government.
What the Uanad fans wer e willing, under the circumstanees, to accept as
an equivalent, was the concession of certain commercial advantages."

Now, here it i8 st.ated that the Canadians had a certain
policy on this question, that there had been correspondence
on this subject, and that the correspondence showed that the
representatives of Canada desired commercial advantages
rather than a money payment. Now, thet correspondence,
perhaps, might very justly be laid before the publie of
Canada at the present time. Tho Washington Treaty is
about to expire, and perhaps the samo process may have to
be gone through again. I find in the Montreal Gazette of
the 15th December, 1884, an editorial article, of which the
following is a passage:-

" The Globe is dispo3ed to censure Sir John A. Macdonald for not
having taken stepa, as it alleges, to effect a renwal of the fshery
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clauses of the Washington Treaty. What action the Premier may have
recommended te the British Government is in the meantime a Eecret,
although there is no doubt that an answer has by this time been made
to the despatch of the Home authorities a year ago, soliciting the views
of the Canadian Government on the subject."

Accordingly, I think it is reasonable to assume that this
very great question is, at the present time, receiving the
attention of the Government. If not, it is to be regretted,
and if as this memorandum says the Imperial authorities, on
the last o.ccasion, misapprehended the views entertained by
the Governmeut of Canada, it is important, I think, that no
such mistake should again happen. It is here stated in solemn
documents approved by the Privy Council, and by the Gov-
ernment, presided over by tho same gentleman as presides
over it to day, that it is not improbable that h ad the Commis-
sion been instructed to press tor what is there called recipro-
cal trade relations, rather than money payments, such a result
wouldhave been the outcome; and a3 none of these documents
appear on record, so far as I can find, it seems to me
it would be proper and in the interest of the public that we
should see these documents,which, according to this minute,
show that it is not improbable a Reciprocity Treaty would
have been the out<me of the negotiations had our views
been presented on our bebalf by the Imperial authorities in
framing the articles of the Commission, and may be expect-
ed as the outcome of future negotiations.

Motion agreed Wto.

FISHIERY BOUNTIES.

Mr. FORTIN moved for:
Statement showing the number and eeveral amonnts of the claims

for bounties granted for the encouragement of sea fi-heries, paid in 1883
and 1881; the names of fishermen and of owners of fishing vessels who
received the iaid bounty, the localities to which they belong and the
class of vessel or boat, with the length of keel of the latter, for which
they received the said bounty; a statement of the cost of distributin
the said bounties, and copies of all corresponden ce relating t> the sai
boanties.

Mr. MoLELAN. The preparation of the statement
moved for by the hon. gentleman will involve a great deal
of labor and expense, and the examination of some 40,000
papers. I would suggest to the hon. gentleman that, as
iie Annual Report of the Fisheries Department will be laid
upon the Table next week, and will contain a great deal
more information with respect to the distribution of the
fishery bounties than it has done before, ho should not

Statenment showing, for the time elapsed since the period coveredby
the order of the House of Commons of laIst Session, with reference to
the Superannuation Fund : 1. The number of persons on the list for the
year as entitled to the benefit of the Act; 2. The number superannuated
during the year under the Act; 3. The number retired during the year
on a gratuity under the Act; 4. The total amount paid into the fund
from the beginning by tho3e who were during the year superannuated
or retired on a gratuity; cistinguishing between those whose superan-
nuation was caused by the abolition of office, those who were superan-
nuated otherwise, and tho=e who retired on a gratuity; 5. The number
of persons on the list for the year who died in the service ;-and 6. The
total amount paid into the fund from the beginning by those who
during the year died in the service.-(Mr. Blake.)

Copies of ail reports and despatches not already brought dow, froin
the High comnissiner te the Governnent or te any Minister, and the
correspondence relating thereto.-( r Blake.)

Return showing-lst. The number of persons on the list of Civil Ser-
vants on the first day of January, in the years 1879-80-8L-82-834 and 85,
separately, contributing to the Superannuation Fund; 2nd. The number
of persons on the list of Civil Servants on the first day of January,
1885, entitled te the benefit of the Superannuation Act by annuity in
case of retirement; 3rd. The total amount paid into the fand from the
beginning by each of those superannuated during the year 1884 ; also
the respective amounts paid:in by those granted a gratuity during the
year 1884.-(Mr. Mcfullen.)

Copies of all correspondence, leases, agreements and siatements of
.payments for rent, or taxes, or allowances to any Government employé
for the Fame, for a building occupied by the engineer or assistant en-
gineers of the Trent Valley Canal, on part of lot 2, west of Colborne
street, and north of Frances street, in the valley of Fenelon Falls, Ont.
-(Mfr. Cockburn.)

Retureshowing the quantity of wheat, fleur, corn and cornmeal
imported into and exported from the varions Provinces, from the lt of
July to the 3lst December, 1884.-(Mr. Cameron, Middlesex.)

Copy of the lease of the Northern and Pacific Junction Railway
Company to the Northern Railway Company cf Canada, and Hamilton
and North-West Railway Company, or cither of them.-(Mr. Mulock.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
t'he Uouse.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 5:55 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MoNDAY, 9th February, 1885.

The SPzAxiRa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaAYERS.

CUTTING TIMBER ON INDIAN LANDS.

press his motion until he sees that report. Mr. BLAKE, It would be in the recollection of the
Motion withdrawn. Bouse that at the last Session an Order was made for paper

on the subject of cutting timber on the lands of the Indiaus
RETURNS ORDERED. at Fort William, and on that occasion the hon. Superin-

Names of persons in the employ of the Government along the line of tendent of Indian Affairs askod the Bouse to suspend its
the Canadian Pac fic Railway during the year 1884; the date of their jndgment until the papers were brought down. They were
engagement, tht length cf time ewployed; the work assigned them and brouglt down, they are very voluminous, I have read tem,
the salary, fee or allowance paid ; aIso the amount of travelling ex-and I think it my duty to bring the question under the cou.
penses paid to each.-(Mr. MoMullen.)

Copy of the commission and the names of the commissioners ap- sideration of the fouse. I thiuk the hon, gentleman wiit
pointed to proceed to British Columbia to enquire into and report upon agree that apart f rom the noney involved, it is rather in-
the Chinese difficulty in that country. The date of the commission- portant to that class that some attention should be paid to
ers engagement, thet alary or other allowance paid them, and ther1r
amount of travelling and other expenses up to the lt February, 1885. teir complaintq, and that the Hanse should have a propor
-(1fr. McMolien.) judgment of the matter. The Returns are not printed, and

8tatement showing the number of seizurs made at each port of 1 move:
entry in the Dominion during the last fiscalyear; also during the six
months ending the 31st December last ; the amount of fines exacted at Tut tic Return te the addres cf last Sessien en tic subjeot ef
each port during each of the said periods; and the manner in which Vmbcr cfttidians of tic Fort William Mission, be printcd.
the said fines were dispoeed of, giving the names of the officers re-
ceiving any portion thereof, and the amount received by each of suchOfgco mitte d erely pree yotion t th t
officers out of the said fund.-(Mr. Blake.)

Copies of all Orders in Council, reports, correspondence and papers, statement.
respecting the grant or payment ot any subsidies to railway!, other
than the Canadian Pacific Railway, not already brought down; and Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This will be referred W
statements in detail of alil uch payments to date.-(Mfr. Blake.) the Printing Committee.

Copy of the commission or other authorisation, Order in Council,
correspondence and instructions in relation to the commission issued
for the investigation of certain facts as to the condition of the industries ]REDGES, TUGS AND SCOWS.
of Canada during the last recess ; copy of the report of the commis-
aioners, and the evidence and data obtained by them ; statement in
detail cf ail moneys paid in respect of the commussion and an estimate
lu detail of all moneyl payable but as yet unpaid,-(Ïr, Blake.) miidoby the hon. member for South Li ôrfolk (Mr. Jackson)p

MrM LI u e h c o,
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on Friday, which I could not hear on this side of the louse,
with reference to my Department. As reported in Hansard,
ho stated that, in 1883, there had been given by my
Department a contract for dredges, tugs and scows, and that
ho understood that the cost would be about $65,000, and that
an additional contract had been given in 1884 for other
dredges, tuge and scows, which ho thought might cost
another 865,000, naaking $130,000 in all. If I had heard
the hgn. gentleman then, I would have stated ait once, as I
state now, that since the beginning of 1881 no other contract
was given. There was only the contract which was men-
tioned in the louse, and with reference to which a Return
was made last Session. So there is only one contract,
and instead of the sum boing $130,000, it is only what was
mentioned at that time, about 860,000.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 22) to amend the Criminal Law, to declare
it a misdemeanor to leavo unguarded and exposed, holes
out in the ice on any navigaþle or frequented waters.-(Mr.
Robertson, Ilamilton.)

RETURNS AND STANDING COMMITTEES.

Mr. BLAKE. I would calli he attention of hon. gentle-
men opposite to the fact that a considerable number of
Retarns ordered last Session have not yet been brought
down. I have a list of some of them which I will send
across the House. I would also call attention to the fact
that though we were very diligent in striking the Stand-
ing Committees, these Committees have not yet been called
together. It is a pity that we have lost a week in the
early part of the Session, and I hope there will be no
further delay in getting them to work. If the acting Min-
ister of Railways were here, I would like to ask where the
Report of the Minister of Agriculture is.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is made up to the end
of the year, but not up to the end of the fiscal year.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 8) respecting the River St. Clair Railway
Bridge und Tunnel Company.-(Mr. Bergin.)

Bill (No. 9) re&pecting the Canada Southern Railway
Company and the Erie and Niagara Railway Company.-
(Ir. Bergin.)

BIl (No. 10) to redace the capital stock of the Federal
Bank of Canada, and for other purposes.-(Mr. Small.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With reference to these
Bills, they are only printed in English, and must be printed
and distributed in French before they can be taken up by
Committees.

GOVERNMENT AND LAND COMPANY AGENT.

Mr. BLAKE enquired, Whether Mr. G. A. Simpson is
agent for the Government, as well as for the Edmonton
Saskatchewan Land Company in the District of Alberta;
and whether, in the opinion of the Government, it is ex-
pedient that the saine person should be agent for the Gov.
ernment and for a land company ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Simpson is not the
agentof the Government as well as ot the Edmonton Saskat-
chewan Land Company, but for convenience sake, agents
for land companies are allowed to act specially in settling
peop1 on even numbered sections.

SABLE ISLAND COMMUNICATION.

Mr. DALY enquired, Is it the intention of the Govern.
ment, during the present Session, to provide for the establish-

8

ment of telegraphic communication between Sable Island
and the mainland of Nova Sootia; and also the means of
communicating, by telephone, between the several stations
on Sable Island ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The question of providing
for the establishment of telegraphie communication between
Sable Island and the mainland of Nova Scotia is now re-
ceiving the special attention of the Government. As to the
means of communicating by telephone between the severai
stations on Sable Island tho intention of the .Department of
Marine is to have this communication.

NORTHERN ANýD PACIFIC JUNCTION RAILWAY,

Mr. EDGAR enquired, Whether the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company did, within six months after 12th April,
1884, or subsequently, enter into a contract with the Northern
Railway Company of Canada, and the Hamilton and North-
Western Railway Company, as lessees of the Northern and
Pacific Junction Railway Company, agreeing as to through
rates and fares according to the provisions of the agreement
under which the subsidy of 812,000 per mile was granted to
the last mentioned railway company ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The Government is not
aware that the Canadian Paciac Railway Company has
donc so.

GOVERNMENT YARDS, MONrREAL.

Mr. GAULT enquired, I& itthe intention of the Govern.
ment to let or lease the vacant land for coal or lumber yards
fronting on the two new basins on William street, Montreal ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The basins are not come
pleted, and the question as to the best method of utilising
these basins is still under consideration.

CANNED GOODS.

Mr. GAULT enquired, Is it the intention of the Govern.
ment to either repeal, amend or enforce the law passed luat
Session with relation to canned goods?

Mr. COSrIGAN. The intention of the Governm<nt is to
have the Act amended.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. BLAKE enquired, Whether the Government will
introduce this Session any measure on the subject of the
Ganadian Paciac Railway ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is not the present
intention of the Government to introduce any meamre on
the subject during the present Session.

SUMMERVILLE, (N.S.), BREAKWATER.

Mr. FORBES enquired, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to repair th' breakwater at Summerville, Queen's
County, N.S, during next summer ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am sorry I cannot answer
that to-day, but when the Estimates come down I will be in
a position to give an answer to the hon. gentlemaA

DYNAMITE LEGISLATION.

Mr. FARROW enquired, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment this Session, to prepare special logislation to prevent
Canada being made the base of dynamite operations against
England or elsewhere ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is tho intention,
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RAILWAYS.IN THE COUNTY OF GREY.

Mr. LANDERKIN moved for:

Copy of memorial from the County Council of Grey, prayig for a
refund of bonuses paid by municipalities of that county in aid of rail-
ways which are now used for Dominion purposes or tributary to such.

Sir IECTOR LANGEVIN. I have enquired about
the memorial mentioned in the hon. gentleman's motion,
but I am informed that no such memorial has been received.

Mr. LANDERKIN. During the session of the County
Council of the County of Grey, a memorial to this effect was
passed, I understand unanimously, and I will take this
opportunity of stating the position of the County of Grey in
reference to the aid the county has given to railways, and
I think I shall be able to show to the House that the County
Council was justified in mermorializing the Government to
assist them when they had come to their own assistance so
liberally. The County of Grey gave to the Toronto, Grey
and Bruce Railway Company $300,000 to assist in the build-
ing of that road from Toronto to Owen Sound. Some
of the municipalities in the riding, I believe, also
gave some aid to that line, and portions of the
county have also aided other lines of railway. The Georgian
Bay and Wellington road was aided by the municipalities
along that line to the amount of $112,000. The Grand
Trunk, Georgian Bay and Lake Erie Railway Company was
aided to the extent of $177,000. The total aid given hy the
county was $597,000. The County of Grey bas borne ber
share in the burdens of lhe great enterprises that have been
undertaken by the Dominion. She bas taken ber share in
the aid granted to the Grand Trunk Railway Company, in
the cost of constructing the Intercolonial Railway, and also
in the cost of constructing the Canadian Pacific Railway,
and it is natural to supposû that the members of the County
Council would expect that, in conformity with an Act passed
last Session, giving aid to other roads similarly situated,
this Government would aid the County of Grey by repay-
ing the bonuses granted to these railways. The County of
Grey received no assistance from the Government of Canada
for the building of her own roads. She had to do that
herself with the aid which she received from the Gov-
ernment of Ontario. The county is a new one; the
land only came into market in the year 1854, and
the county bas made wonderful progress, so that in
the matter of population I think it stands the third
highest, in the Province of Ontario. Last Session the
Government, by the legislation which it passed in this
Hlouse, laid, not only upon that county but upon all the
counties in the Dominion of Canada, a very heavy burden.
Last Session the Government grarnted to the Canadian
Pacific Railway $30,000,000, not for the purpose of building
the Pacifie Itailway-for the Government then told us that
the Pacific Railway Company was quite able to build the
road without additional aid-but for the purpose of putting
the road through a little sooner. The amount apportioned
tco the County of Grey-it being a very large county- as its
share of that loan, was not less than $500,000. The Countyj
Council naturally felt the increase of the burden placed
upon the people of that county by that loan to the Canadiani
Pacifie Railway Company, and no doubt that was one of
the causes which compelled the County Council, which
moved them to memorialise the Government in a very
respectful manner to come to their assistance, after they
had so liberally aided their own roads without receiving
any ssistance whatever from the Dominion Government.i
These roads were chartered by the Local Government. By 
the charters, the Local Government and the municipalities9
had some control over them. They hai their directors onj
the board in the management of these railways. The1
County Couneil of Grey bad the privilege of ap.i
pointing a director on the board of the Toronto,

Mr. LANDZ=N.

Grey and Bruce Railway, and I believe they had
a similar privilege in regard to the other two rail.
ways. They had a voice in the management of the road,
they had a voice in the control of the road, they had the
power to say what freight rates should be levied ; but, by
an Act passed two Sessions ago in this House, that power
was taken away from the county.. The local directorate
bas ceased to have any power or voice in the management
of the road. These roads were made, by the Act that was
then passed, lines for the general advantage of Canada, and
hence the local control and management was taken away,
and those roads became Dominion lines. The people in the
county feel that, when the Government, by the Act of Par-
liament then passed, have taken away their control, that
the Govornment ought to come to the rescue of the people,
when they have created Dominion lines out of those whick
were built for purely local purposes, and ought to assist
them as they have rendered assistance elsewhere. The
amount of railway indebtedness that was placed upon the
people of that county by the Government last Session was,
in the matter of the loan to othe Pacifie Railway, -about
8500,000, and, in the matter of subsidies to the railways in
the other Provinces, about $150,000, making a total levy
which the Government has imposed upon the County of
Grey of about $650,000. This estimai e, I think, will be•
found quite correct-probably it is under what was
roally imposed. The representatives of the people in the
County Council naturaily felt that, when local control was
takon away from their roads and they had no voice in the
management of therm, or power to say how much should bo
charged for freight or passengers, it was but the nocessary
sequence of those roads coming under the control of the
Dominion Government that they should ask that Govern-
ment to assist them, inasmuch as it had introduced a policy
of assisting local roads. This Government last Session in.
augurated a policy of giving aid to roads that had been
built for local purposes but had been, by its act, converted
into Dominion lines. I do not know that the policy was
inaugurated in the ordinary way or by the ordinary channels,
I do not know that the Government themselves initiated the
policy ; I believe that the supporters of the Govern-
ment from Quebec, to some extent, are responsiblo for
the policy and were the meaus of putting it in foice.
We did hear then, and it has become a matter of his-
tory, that the Government refused to grant the sub-
sidies that were asked for by their supporters until it
became essential to their existence that they should
do so, and then they consented. I believe the consumma-
tion of that policy took 'place in room No. 8. I believe it
is possible that there may be an extension of that policy
going on now, because the hon. member for East Huron
(Mir. Farrow) told us that ho went to No. 8 the other day
and could not even get his nose in. Thcy did not want that
hon. gentleman to know that they wero elaborating a new
policy of a kindred nature; I suppose they, were not going
to take the hon. member for East lHuron into their confi-
dence for ho could searcely get his nose into the room and
had to retire to No. 6. Now,]1 will read to the House what
was done by the Government and by Parliament last See-
sion, in order to show you that what was asked by the
County Council of Grey is but juîst and fair to their peoplo.
Whon the policy hfas been inuated, whother it be a good
policy or a bad one I am not going to say, but when it bas
been initiated and put into force for the beuefit of other parts
of the country, thon those people who receivod the aid, no
matter what Province it came from, will no doubt come to
the rescue of those people who are situated as are the people
of Grey, and will vote as strongly for the Government to
aid those who are situated as they are as they did, time and
again, that the Governmentshould aid others. Now, I will
not read the whole resolution, but I will just read the names
of the lines:
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To the Government of the Province of Quebec in consideration of

their having constructed the railway from Quebec to Ottawa, $954,00C.
For the portion between Montreal and Ottawa, $1,440,000.
For the constructior of a line of railway connecting Montreal with the

harbora ol St. John and Halifax, $2,550,000,
To the Quebec Central Railway Company for a line of railway from

Beauce function to the international boundary line, $211,200.
For the extension of the Canadian Pacifie Railway from its terminus

at St. Martin's Junction, near Montreal, to the harbor of Quebec,
$960,000.

Ta the Great Northern Railway Company for that portion of their
railway between St. Jerome and New Glasgow, in the County of Terre-
bonne, $32,000.

For a line of railway and bridge between the Jacques Cartier Union
Railway Junction with the Canadian Pacifie Railway and St. Martin's
Jonction, $200,000.

For a line of railway from St. Louis to Richibucto, a subsidy not
exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole, $22,400.

For a line of railway from St. Andrew's to Lachute, in the County of
Argenteuil, $22,400.

For a line of railway from the Grand Piles, on the River St. Maurice,
to Lake des Isles, $217,600.

Ti the Pontiac Pacifie Junction, for a line of railway from Aylmer to
Pembroke $272,000.

To the Gatineau Railway Company for a lins of railway from Kazua-
bazua to LeDesert, $160,000.

To the MontrAal and Western Railway Company for a line of raiiway
from Lake Simon to Le Desert, $160,000.

For a branch of the Intercolonial Railway from detapediac eastward
towards Paspebiac, in the Province of Quebec, $300,000.

All these grants make something in the neighborhood of
$7,000,000. Now, this will entail an additional burden upon
the people of the County of Grey, and it was a very natural
thing that they should come to this Government and ask in
the most respectful manner that this Government,which has
made thesegrants to other portions of the Dominion, should
corne to their rescue and relieve them from the burden6
which they have assumed for the purpose of getting railway
communication. I hope the Government will give every
consideration to the mernorial that was passed by the
County Council of Grey-and I can assure the hon. Minister
of Public Works that I am perfectly certain it was passed.
I understand iL was presented to the Goverument, and I was
desirous, at the earliest possible moment, of bringing it
before the Government and before the louse that they
might sec that a 'county which has so largely aided rail-
ways throughout the country, and so largely contributed to
building railways in other portions of the Dominion, ought
not to be forgotten by the Government, but that every con-
sideration for the claims of that county should be given by
the Government and by this House.

Mr. LISTER. The justice of the claim put forward
by the hon. member for Grey who has just spoken must be
my excuse for sayiing a fow words on this subject. I feel
that the municipalities which have bonused railways in
Ontario for the last eight or ten years,as well as the Province
itself, are entitled to be paid back the money expended in
the construction of those roads. I look upon this Act of last
Session as a pieceof unjustifiable confiscation of the railway
property of the Province of Ontario. When that Province
commenced its railway policy we know there were only one
or two roads-I think the Grand Trunk and the Great
Western; but owing to the impetus that policy gave to
railway construction almost every portion of the Province
of Ontario is now served by railways. In the construction
of those roads the Province has expended of her own funds
upwards of $8,000,000; and the different municipalities
through which the roads run have expended a sum, I
believe, exceeding $7,000,000. Now, Sir, at the last Session
of this Parliament the then Minister of Railways, without
any excuse. whatever, and I betieve contrary to the true
intent of the British North Amorica Act, caused an Act to
be passed by which the railways of the Province of Ontario
were'made Dominion property. By that Act he took away
from the people of Ontario the right to control these roads,
the right to say by what law they should be governed,
the right to regulate them as they pleased and
vested that. right in the Parliament of this

Dominion. That, as I stated before, was, in my
opinion, an Act of confiscation, because it took away from
the people of Ontario the property of that people. Now, I
can cite to the House one example, at least, of the bad
effect of the legislation of last Session. Some time ago the
Province of Ontario passed an Act by which the roads of
that Province were made responsible unless they did certain
things for the safety of the people whom they carried.
There is no such Act of the Dominion Parliament. During
the past year a young lad lost his leg through the neglect
of one of the railway companies. He brought action
against the company, and it was held by the courts that,
under the law passed by this Parliament, the Province of
Ontario had no right to say what protection these railways
should give to the public. That, Sir, is one among many
reasons why this Dominion should refund to that Province
the money which it has expended. We have contributed,
as the hon. member for Grey has just shown, not
only for the construction of our own railways, but
to the construction of all the great railway highways
throughout this country. We have borne our fair propor-
tion, and I may safely say, more than our fair proportion
in the construction of these roads, and if this Government
thinks that it is in the interest of the country that these
roads should be taken away from the jurisdiction of the
Local Legislature thon I say it is but fair that this Parlia-
ment should pay back to the Province the money which
that Province has expended in the construction of these
roads. And if it does pay that money back a portion of it
should go to the municipalities who have contributed the
money, because they contributed that money under a certain
state of facts. These facts have been altered, these circum-
stances have been changed by the all-powerful Acts of this
Parliament. This is a question upon which no members
from the Province of Ontario can differ, upon which every
representative from Ontario, Conservative and Reformer,
can stand on a common platform, and ask the Government
to pay back to the municipalities which have contributed
their money and paid it out, every dollar they have so con-
tributed to the construction of those roads; because, if it is
in the interest of the whole country that those lines should
be Dominion roads it is but fair that the Dominion should
pay back to the municipalities the money they have con-
tributed for their construction. I submit again that this
is a question upon which every representative from Ontario
can unite and urge and force on the Government to do what,
in my opinion, is an act of simple justice, namely, to pay
back to the municipalities the money which they have paid
for the construction of those roads.

Sir HECTOIR LANGEVIN. Since I spoke on this
motion, I have been informed that the memorial in question
was mailed last week to the Secretary of State, and, as it
was no doubt delayed, it has not yet reached the Depart-
ment of Railways. That information having been given me,
there is no objection to the motion being adopted.

Mr. ALLEN. I think the people of the County of Grey,
as well as those of other counties in Ontario, have just
reason and cause to object to the course pursued by this
Government in respect to their railway policy. They com-
plain, and I think justly, of the distribution of the 810,000,-
000, or the amount appropriated last year for recoup-
ing the various Provinces for railways taken from their
control. We find in the distribution of that amount, that,
in round figures, the Province of Quebec received nearly 60
cents in the dollar on the amount appropriated, that the
Lower Provinces received nearly 20 cents, British Columbia
nearly 10 cents, and the Province of Ontario, weet of
Kingston, a little less than one cent on the dollar. Well, we
complain that this is not fair. We, in Ontario, are alwaya
willing to pay a fair share of the improvements of aIl the
other Provinces; but I think it is ony fuir that wO shouI4
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be met in the same spirit. I hope the Government will
take this matter into consideration, and treat honestly and
fairly the County of Grey and the other counties through
which railways, which have been declared Dominion rail-
ways, have been built. I would recommend that the Gov-
ernment appropriate $10,000,000 ibis Session and com-
mence the distribution with Ontario, paying them 60 cents
in the dollar and continue the scale contrary to last year's
distribution.

Mr. McMULLEN. I hope that during this Session some
stops will be taken to recoup those counties which have
paid so largely for lines of railway which have come under
the control of the Dominion, I believe the County of Duf-
ferin has been worse used than any other county in western
Canada. That county contributed very largely towards the
construction of the Toronto, Grey and Bruce iRailway. Sub.
sequently, in order to secure competition, the people con-
tributed to the construction of thýe Credit Valley. Those
railways ran in opposition to each other for some consider-
able time; but for some time the Canadian Pacifie Railway
has, unfortunately for the county, controlled both lines, and
now after the people have contributed a very large amount
of money in order to secure competition, those two lines are
operated by the sane company, and the people are charged
increased rates as compared with those which formerly
prevailed. That county, I repeat, has paid a very large
sum of money to both those lines, and the people are placed
in this position: that the Ontario Government have virtu-
ally lost control of those railways from the fact that the
Dominion Government have declared them of general advan-
tage to Canada and under their control, consequently, the
Local Government say they have no power to interfere, thus
the people of the county are left in a very unfortunate posi-
tion. I understand a memorial for their reliefhlas been sent to
the member for Centre Wellington (Mr. Orton) ; I am not
certain whether it bas been received, but no doubt it will be
in due time. I hope the Government will take up this ques-
tion, and that something will be donc to recoup the people
of the county for the very large sum they have contributed
to railways. The Toronto, Grey and Bruce aleoruns through
the County of Wellington. Last year the Governmert felt
it to be their duty to recoup the Province of Quebec for the
very large amount of money expended on a road which be-
came a portion of the Canadian Paciflc Railway, on the
ground that It was of general advantage to Canada and
fermed a link in the great through line from ocean to ocean.
I contend that the Toronto, Grey and Bruce is also a link in
that line. The Canadian Pacifie Railway have been using
that lino this year and a portion of last year; they now own
it, and'it is used in connection with their steamers from
Owen Sound to Port Arthur, and probably will continue
to be used in that way. If Quebec was entitled to a certain
sum because one of its roads had to be appropriated to the
use of the Canadian Pacific Railway, on the same ground
the people of Dufferin and of Wellington are entitled to
be recouped because their road is used as a link in
connection with the Canadian Pacifie Railway. I
believe it is the intention of a large number of
the counties of Ontario to send deputations here for the
purpose of urging this whole question on the flouse and the
Government, and I certainly hope some action will be taken
in the direction of recouping those counties. When people
contributed their money under charters granted by the
Ontario Government, and when the Government are de-
prived of the power of seeing that the rights and privileges
and contracts entered into by the companies are carried out,
and when the Dominion Government have taken into their
own hands full control and power, it is nothing but reason-
able and right that the Dominion Government sbould see
thiat those people's rights and interests are protected, and
that the money which they invested in tho'e lines, which
arer now declared to be of general advantage to banada,

Sir UZQTor LAezvîiig

should be refunded to thom, on the same grou-nd as money
invested by the people of the Province of Quebec, in a
similar road, bas been refunded to them; I did not intend
to broach this question-I did not know that it would come
up to-day ; but I deem it my duty to lose no opportunity of
pressing earnestly on the House and the Government the
necessity of dealing fairly with this whole question, and I
hope something will be done in the interests of the people
to whom I have referred.

Mr. CASEY. I cannot help expressing my approbation
of the course pursued by the hon. members who have
spoken on this subject. The policy of aiding not only roads
which are through lines, or which may becorne part of a
through lino and of our transcontinental railway system,
but also local roads, bas been alroady established by the
action of the Government during the last two Sessions. I
am not going to discuss at present the propriety of that
policy, but I wish merely to point out the fact that'the
Government have adopted that policy. But not only lines
that are through linos or may become such have been aided,
but aid bas been granted to linos which are puroly local lines,
such for example as that to Lake St. John, which are
intended to open up new districts for settlement. If this be
the policy of the Government I consider that in a just and
fair distribution of the publie money there can be no reason-
able doubt whatever that the County of Grey and other
counties in Ontario which have contributed money to
lines of railway should b recouped Io some extent.
I have to speak more particularly, however, for the county
in which I reside, the County of Elgin. That county bas
given large bonuses in support of railways. It gave a
bonus of $200,000 in support of the Canada Southern
Railway Company in 1871. The thon town of St.
Thomas gave an additional bonus of $25,000; and
since that time St. Thomas, now grown into a city, has
given $50,000 to the Credit Valley Railway Company.
Now, it must be borne in mind that the Canada Southern is
an important link at present in the western connections of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway; in fact, it is its regular
route to the North-West. The Credit Valley, which bas
also been bonused by St. Thomas, bas become, not only a
liik in the communications of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way, but a part of their linos, it being coipletely under
their control, If there is a case in favor of recouping any
county for bonuses to railways, I think the case is especially
strong in regard to the County of Elgin. I understand
from the public press that the County Couneil bas directed
a piemorial to be prepared to be presented to the Govern-
ment or the House in reference to this matter, but I believe
the memorial bas not yet been forwarded. When it comes
down I shall perhaps have occasion to call attention to the
matter again, but meantime I could not let this opportunity
pass without adding my voice to that of th bhon. member
for Grey (Mr. Landerkin) and others, as to the justice of
the claims of those counties,

Motion agreed te.

McISAAC'S POND, INVERNESS, N.S.
Mr. CAMERON (Inverness) moved for:
Copies of all correspondence, documents, and reports of engineers

relating to improvements of the entrance into Mclsaac'e Pond, Inver-
ness, Noya Scotia.

He said: In placing this motion in your hands I desiro
to say a few words in explanation. On Wednesday last I
asked :

Whether it is the intention of the Government to grant any money
duringthe present Session of Parliament to make Mclaac'a Pond Lnve-
ness, a harbor of refuge for vesels enuagod in 'coasting and fishing on
the north-west coast of the Island of Cape Breton ?
To which the bon. Minister of Publie Works, with bis
usual courtesy replied :

60



COMMONS DEBATES.
'' In 1879 this matter wa brought before my Department, and wa s

reported upon by the chief engineer, who disapproved of the plan. In
1882 a thorough survey of the locality was made by an offiler of the
Department, and thematter was considered by the chief engineer and
an estimate made of the cost. The estimate amounted to $14',000.
Therefore, I must answer that it is not the intention of the Goverament."

The counties of Nova Scotia, bordering on the Atlantic
coast, are famous for their capacious and excellent harbors,
open during the whole year, in the winter as well as in the
summer, but the counties along the Northumberland Strait,
gt. George's Bay and the Gulf of St. Lawrence, are notori-
ous for the want of these facilities for developing the indus-
tries of these counties, Fortunately, however, for some of
the northern counties of Nova Scotia, such as Cumberland,
Colchester, Pictou and Antigonish, they have been afforded
facilities for distributing their products by means of rail-
ways. Inverness, however, is, in that respect, less fortunate
than the adjoining counties, and if that county possesFed
similar facilities for the distribution of its prodacts I have
no doubt that it would vie with any of the Atlantic counties
in the Province in the shipping and fishing industries, as it
excels all of them put together in agricultural products.
Besides possessing advantages in soil which none of the
Atlantic counties possesses, it also possesses mineral wealth
which cannot be properly utilisod without facilities for dis-
tributing them throughout the world. In the evidence
taken before the Select Committee appointed by this House
last Session to obtain information as to the geological
surveys, etc., I find that Mr. Fletcher, geological surveyor,
of Inverness County, in answer to a question, statod:

" Large exposures of coal occur at Chimney Corner, ani from Broad
Marsh to Broad Cove Mines, at Mabou and Port Hood. ' They are very
extensive and woul4 be very extensively worked were it not that there
are no shipping harbora on that shore."

If, therefore, the County of Inverness possessed even one
shipping harbor at this point I have no doubt that Broad
Cove, being the centre ot the great coal area of Inverness,
would vie with any of the counties in the shipping portion
of Nova Scotia in the shipment of c>al. I find by a state-
ment which lately appeared in the press that the arrivals at
North Sydney, Cape Breton, which is a coal shipping port,
during 1884, with the tonnage, were as follows:-

Class. Number. Tonnage.
Ocean steamships ................ 271 240,674
Coasting do ............ ........... 121 33,303
Ships...............................il 13,148
Barques,..... ................................. 159 80,039
Brigantines.....................189 36,597
Schooners,..................................... 856 63,48

Totals,.............. 1,607 469,189

With the exception of ocean steamships, why is not the
shipping from Broad Cove Mines as great as the shipping
fromi North Sydney? This statement shows the shipping
that enters the Port of North Sydney alone; but besides it
there are several ports in the County of Cape Breton-from
which very large shipments of coal are made. The ship-
ment of coal from Broad Cove would equal the shipment
from North Sydney if similar facilities were provided; and
if the expenditure of $145,000 wotld give us such facilities
why not expend the money? If, however, the chief en-
gineer reported that the improvement desired is impracticable
1 think it is full time that we should look for some outlet
for the enormous coal product which lies dormant in that
locality. I am anxious, therefore, to know upon what
ground the- chief engineer reported against the improve-
ment desired by the people of that section oflInverness.

Motion agreed to.

FUEL OF NORTH-WEST SETTLERS.
Mr. BLAKE moved for:
Copies of ll correspondence and regulations, not already brought

down, respeoting timber for settlera' fuel, applicable to the neighbor-
lood of Mouomia, North-West Territory ¡iall correspondonoe s to the

demands made d'uring the winter of 1882-83 by the Mounted Police, of
25 cents a load for settlers' firewood ; all correspondence concerning
the demand made by a sub-agent of Mr. Stephenson during the winter cf
1883-84, for 50 cents for a permit, in addition to the charge of 25 cents a
cord; all correspondence as to the demands made during the winter of

-1884-85, including the demands of the present sub-agent, of 25 cents for
affidavits as to how much wood each settler had burned since he first
came to the locality; and for all letters and instructions from the De-
partment or from the %v innipeg office upon these subjects.
Ho said: I have received a letter from a respectable
settler in the neighborhood of this place, in which ho says:

" In the winter of 1882-83 one of the Mounted Police demanded 25
cents a load for every load of firewood brought by a settler into our
then infant village. Last wiuter, 1883-81, au agent unier Mr. Stephen-
son, Crown TimberAgent at Winnipeg, demanded 50 cents for a permit,
not only from every townsman who bronght a load, with 25 cents a cord
for the same, but also from every settler around, where he had not too
far te travel, for the wood he (the settler) burned .t his own home.
This winter is much worse than either of the last two. Another sub-
ag nt has been appointed, who first demanded 25 cents for an affilavit
as to how much wood a settler had burned since he first came to the
country, and then 25 cents per cord for all that, together with 50 cents
for a permit, telling us no one had any authority to issue permits before
his advent to this section of the country,"
The gentleman then proceeds te state :

I' I think the Dominion Lands Act has reference only ta ands where
there are wood or timaber reserves divided into ten or.twenty acre lots
te go with the prairie farms, and my conclusion is that, a3 this is
entirely a prairie district, no timber reserve being nearer that I know of
than the Moose Mountain, which is about fifty miles south-west of this
point, we have no wood in our neighborhood save in what are called
bluffi. Some of these contain a quarter of an acre, and few of them
reach four acres on one homestead ; and the wood in these, which has
been burned and charred years ago by prairie fires, and is now fallen and
dry, endangering the remaining green poles the next prairie fire which
occurs in the locality, is what we have been charged f>r a3 abav2.''

It seemed to me that that was an unreasonable courc.
Motion agreed to.

SEA LOTS OF PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.
Mr. BLAKE moved for:

Copies of departmental instructions and correspondence on the sut-
ject of apportionment of sea lots te individuals desiring te place lobster
traps in the open sea off the coast of Prince Edward Island.

He said: I have received a letter from Prince Edward Island,
in which it is stated that Mr. Davar, the Inspector of Fish-
eries there, says tbat the Government gave him authority
te apportion cff to each person a lot in the sea for fishing
purposes, and that any person wishing te erect lobster traps
in the sea must first make application to him ; and these are
put out in the open soa, and not in the inlets or bays at all.
It seemed te me a curious thing that permits should be given
for fishing in the open sea, beyond the limits within tho juris-
diction of the Government; and in any case, I wish te ascer-
tain the character of the regulations.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PAQIFIC RAILWAY-EARNINGS.
Mr. BLAKE moved for:

Statement showing the grogs earnings, expenses and net earnings of
the Canadian Pacific Railway for ceach month of the years 1883 and 18F4
distinguishiog between the main line and the lines now worked under
the lease from the Ontario and Quebec Railway Company - and di=tin-
guishing also between the main line east of Port Arthur or Fort William
and th- main line west of that peint, giving in each case the mileage
open for traffie during the month specified.
He said: I observe that statements have been made public
as te tho gross expenses and net earnings of the railway for
each of several months, but these statements do net distir-
guish between the,.leased lines and the main line of tho
railway, nor do they extend over the whole period te which
this motion applies.

Motion agreed te.

MANITOBA INDIAN AGENCY.
Mr. CHARLTON moved for:

Copy of the report c2 the condition and management of the Manitoba
Indian Agency under J. A. N. Provencher, the Indian Superintendent
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of the Manitoba district, made by the Government Commission of
Enquiry, composed of the late W. H. Ross, barrister, and Ebenezer
McUoli, Indian Agency Inspector, and the evidence upon which the
same was made; also, a voucher dated 25th June, 1875, for $180,
signed by one Trembly ; a voucher dated 25th June, 1675, for $1,290,
signed by one Trembly ; and a voucher dated 25th December, 1875, for
$600, sig.ed by one Trembly.

He said: In 1882 I made this motion, and renewed it in
1883. The return was brought down in a day or two
before the close of the Session of 1883 -the 22nd of May.
The letter communicating the returu is dated 29th of
March, 1882, and is as follows:-

" 1 have the honor to transmit herewith the documents described in
the accompanying schedule, in compliance with an Address of the House
of Commone, asking for a copy of the report on the condition and
management of the Manitoba Indian Agency, under J. A. N. Provencher,
the Indian Superintendent of the Manitoba district, made by the Gov-
ernment Commission of Enquiry, composed of the late W. H. Ross,
barrister, and Ebenezer McUoll, Indian Agency Inspector, and the
evidence upon which the same was made, etc.

(Signed) "A. VANEKOUGHNET."

The schedule promises to give us a copy of the Commis-
sioner'sreport, a copy of letter from the lion. David Milis,
dated 7th February, 1879, a memorandum to my right hon.
friend the Premier, the evidence of J. IL Ashdown and 63
others, white men and Indians, and the vouchers from
Trembly. Now, these are the papers we wanted, but where
are they? Whether they were not sent by the Department,
whether they have been lost by the Clerk of Routine and
Records, or abstracted by some interested party, I am un.
able to say; but they are not bore, and the report without
the substanue is not what we want. Consequently, I move
again for theso papers.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I may say to the bon. gen'
tilemen that not only the papers he as before him but the
evidence and the records, and everything mentioned in the
schedale, was laid before this House by mysolf. It was a
very voluminous report, and I am curprised it has not been
found. I really believe if a search were made in the
Departments here it would be found, because I have brought
down everything in accordance w1th the Order ofthe House.
I must say, however, if this Order passes again, and I
suppose it will, the hon. gentleman should ask also, in order
to be fair to the party accused, for the defence made by Mr.
Provencher.

Mr. CHARLTON. I see that the objections ofMr. Pro.
venche, made in his defence, are included in the-schedule
of documents submitted.

Mr. BLAKE. It is rather unfortunate that my hon. friend
should be driven to ask for these papers again. I think some
enquiry ought to be made when a voluminons return of this
description is presented by a Minister, and when all that
the member of the flouse can find is the shell of the return,
the oyster having been abstracted. This is really important,
and 1 hope my hon. friend will not dispense with an inves.
tigation, and merely have the papers copied, if all the docu-
monts mentioned are accessi blo. If they cannot be
immediately found, I hope severe measures will be taken
and overy effort made to have those papers recovered. Two
Sessions have already passed since they were asked for, and
they are not yet at hand.

Mr. MACKENZIE. The officer who bas chai-go of these
documents requiros the signature of the party to whom he
gave them, so that they ought to b easily traced.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I was speaking to the
Clerk of the Bouse, but he had not heard of this abstraction,
it I may call it so, ofthese documents. When made aware
of it by the bon. gentleman, I called the attention of the
Clerk to the matter, who, of course, will enquire into it, and
to-mornow or the next day I will know how it stands. If
the papers are not found ahorty we will have them reoopied,

Kr. CgARuTom,

Mr. CASGRAIN. I think this is a question of privilege
of this fouse. If some of the papers have disappeared the
flouse ought to ascertain in what manner they have dis-
appeared. If they are not simply missing or lost, but have
been abstracted, it is the duty of the House and the Govern -
ment to see that some enquiry be made, so as to fix the cul.
pability on the proper parties.

Motion agreed to.

IAIRBORS OF

Mr. WILSON moved for:
A return of all reports of Government engineers respecting the con-

struction of a harbor of refuge at Port Stanley and Port Burwell, on
the north shore of Lake Erie, together with the estimated cost of esch.

He said: I believe tho Minister of Public Works sent
engineers to this point during the latter part of the summer,
and I suppose the returns will not be very voluminous. I
should like to have them down as soon as convenient,
because the people there are very anxious to have the infor-
mation.

Mr. JACKSON. I should like to ask the hon. the Minister
of Public Works if ho authorised the engineers to visit
Port Rowan as well. During the recess, I have had con-
versations with many captains and mates sailing on these
lakes, and I have asked them where would be the proper
place to build a harbor of refuge, and the answer has been
universally, except from a few who camo from the neigh-
borhood of Port Stanley, that Port Rowan was the proper
place. For two or thrce very important reasons, Port
Rowan is the proper place. Take the geographical reason
-Port iRowan is just on the west side of Long Point, and
Port Burwell and Port Stanley lie in a bay, Port Burwell 40
miles west, and Port Stanley 60 miles west of Long Point.
Port Rowan is in the very vicinity where the wrecks take
place. In 1883 five large vessels were wrecked within a
few miles of Port Rowan, at this very place which the
captains and mates declare to be, the proper place for a
harbor of refuge; and in 1884 one propeller was wrecked
there. 1, therefore, ask the hon. the Minister of Public
Works whether he instructed his engineers to visit Port
Rowan as well as the other points, because those captains
and mates all concurred in the opinion that Port
RoWan is the proper place to build this harbor of refuge,

Sir IIECTOR LANGEVIN. I was not, of course, aware
of the statement which has been made by the hon. gentle-
man in reference to Port Rowan, but evidently there is a
row brewing between the three gentlemen, so I shall have
to look into the matter and endeavor to bring about peace
between them.

Motion agreed to.

WINTER CROSSING FRO PRINCE EDWARD
ISLAND.

Mr. McDONALD (Kinges) moved for:
Copies of all correspondence with the Government or any Inember

thercof, relating to the placing of piers and procuring of steam tugs at
Capes Traverae and Tormentine, to facilitate the winter crossing of
mails and passengers to and fromi Prince Edward Island.

He szaid: The placing of piers at the points indicated is a very
important matter for the people of Prince Edwafid Island.
A vote was taken last year for the purpose of building a
pier at Cape Tormentine and at Cape Traverse. The pier
at Cape Traverse has been completed or is nearly com-
pleted ; the pier at Cape Tormentine bas not, as lar as I
know, yct been located. This is very much to be regretted,
as anything that will facilitate the winter crossing ut this
very important place is of very great consequence, not only
to the people of Prince Edward I1land, but to the peopleof
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the adjoining Maritime Provinces. The importance of this
service bas been repeatedly pressed upon the attention, not
only of this Government, but of former Governments, and it
has been almost annually brought before the notice of the
House. Yet I regret to say that there has not been as much
accomplished as we would wish to see. I trust that the late
accident that occurred in crossing the Straits of Northum.
berland, on the 23rd of this last month, may be the means of
hastening the necessary work that should be performed to
improve the crossing at that point. It was thought a year
ago that the branch line from Sackville to Cape Tormentine
would ere this have been completed, and that the piers
at Cape Tormentine would at least have been under way.
We regret to find that the branch line las not been com-
pleted. I am sorry that this work is not in the hands of
the Federal Government, as I believe that the people of
Prince Edward Island very much prefer that it should be.
It L3 not desirable that a short gap of 30 or 40 miles should
intervene between the Intercolonial Railway and the cross-
ing froin Prince Edward Island. I am glad to say that
the Government has set about providing boat-houses to
improvekthe accommodation at the capes, and although
this work bas been a little late in being carried out, still it
is said to be of great service. Thegood ship 1orthern Light,
at tbe eastern extremit yof the Island, betweon Pictou and
Georgetown, has been doing very good work, and there is
no doubt that a large amount of money has been expended
in putting her in as thorough a state of repair as was
poâsible; but we all know very well that a vessel, however
well haut, when she comes to be used in breaking through
ice, must have her strength much impaire--. 1 think it
bas been also shown by the experience gained in running
that boat that her model could be improved upon so that
greater service would be rendered by her. It has been
shown very conclusively, I think, from what I can learn,
that, while she may be very well adapted for going
through rough ice in the winter, she is not adapted
for going through field ice, and I think the time
bas arrived when the Government should take stops
to procure a new boat, with the improvements suggested by
the experience which has been gained in the number of
years that the Northern Light has been running. Thee is1
aiso this to be said, with reference to the service at the
capes. I think we want that whole service reconstructed.
I believo that, while the mon performing that service are
doing very good work, the whole service wants teobe re-
organized; that it requires to be put under the control of a
good and efficient officer, who wili soe his men enrolled at the
commencement of the season, and have them always within
call at a moment's notice. At present, they are gat.hered
from the surrounding country as they are required, and
they are not under that control and command that men
in that situation should be. There is no doubt also
that they are insufficiently paid. That may, properly
speaking, not be the fault of the Government,
as I suppose they are paid by the contrauting parties.
But it is a fact that these men are very poorly paid, since
they get only $3.25 the round trip, which takes one
day, two days-and sometimes it takes four or five
days, and possibly ovor a week, on certain occasions. This
should not be. These men perform one of the hardest ser-
vices, perhaps, that is performed for the Governmont, in the
mail service, in any part of the country. They are an
active, energetic and hardy class of men, who have to
undergo great perils, and cortainly, if they were not good
men, we would have to deplore many more accidents than
have herotofore occurred. I trust the Government will see
fit to put this service, as I said before, under the charge of
an intelligent officer, who will get the necessary number
Of men to perform it. They should be regularly enrolled
and paid monthly wages, besides getting a certain amount
fbr each round trip. I think the service would be further
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improved if another boat was fitted out-a relief boat, you
might call it-which would accompany the mail boats
on each trip. This boat could be equipped in such a man.
ner that she could provide a shelter for the mon in case of
an emergency, such as the recent accident, or their being out
over night. She might be equipped with a portable sort of
heating 'apparatus, and ail the other necessaries that would
ensure their comparative safety, in case the boats were com-
pelled to remain out over night, as I regret to say has been
the case recently. If the piers were constructed at the
capes, the ice boat service reconstructed, another steamer
provided to assist the Northern Light, and the branch lines
from Sackville to Cape Tormentine were completed and
in the hands of the Government, I am sure we would bave
little to complain of. But until that or something equiv-
alent is accomplished, 1 feol certain that the people of
Prince Edward Island will hold this Government respon-
sible, and will demand that the terms of Confederation be
carried ont, which guaranteed us efficient and contin-
uous steam communication, both winter and summer.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). Iregret thatthe hon. member
for Kings, P. E: I., bas had cocasion to draw attention te the
fact that the railway f rom Sackville to Cape Tormentire hasi
not yet been completed. I desire to tsay, for the information of
those hon, gentlemen from that portion of the country who
feel an interest in this work, that the company have made
very considerable progress in its constructior, The road is
now nearly all graded, with the exception of thiee miles ut
the lower end, and those three miles would have been finished
had the pier, for which an appropriation was made last Ses.
sion, been located dut ing the summer. Besi es this, the
track-laying is finished for about half the distance, aid cou-
siderable ballastiîg bas been done on that section of the
road. The work, so far, bas ben carried on by the private
means of the company, slightly aided by the Local Gover-o.
ment of New Brunswick. It bas, bowever. been doue in the
most substantial manner,and I bave good authority for say.
ing that the engineer of the Government of New Brunswick,
who has had an opportunity of inspecting the road, haî
pronounced it the best road that has been built by a
private company in that Province. During the last ,two
Sessions I made application to the Government, on behalf of
the company, for a subsidy to aid in the construction of that
work, but so far I have made that application without suc-
cess. I in tend to make application again this Session, and I
trust, from the interest which those gentlemen display in
this work, I shall have their assistance and cooperation in
socuring the subsidy. I think, if I do have their assistance,
that surely the kind-hearted Minister, who is now acting in
the place of the Minister of Railways, will comply with the
request. If we succeed in getting this aid the company will be
able, during the coming season, to complote and equip their
road and make it in every respect a first-class road ; and I
have no doubt that when thoso lon. gentleman return to
this House next Session they will be able to ride by rail
from Cape Tormentine to the Intercolonial quite as coin-
fortably as if that road were owned by the Government.

Mr. HACKETT. In seconding the resolution, I desire
to say that two years ago we thought this matter was finally
settled. At that time this matter of steam communication
with Prince Edward Island was referred to a Special Com-
mittee of this louse. That committee exhausted a great
deal of time and patience in endeavoring to arrive at a
proper conclusion. We had witnesses from the Maritime
Provinces, gentlemen who were acquainted with the subject,
who had experience in that steam communication, and
others who were acquainted with ice-boats, crossing over
the ice to the mainland; and after having had all that cvi.
donce, they brought down a report which we considered
covered the whole ground. The only regret I have is, that
that report; so far, has not been acted upon with that
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energy which the people of Prince Edward Island desired.
I think if the Government consider that report and act
upon it they will arrive at the conclusion that the people of
Prince Edward Island deserve and should be given that steam
communication which was guaranteed them at the time of
Confederation. The recommendation or that report is, in
my opinion, the only mode by which communication can
be kept up with Prince Edward Island-at least in the
winter season. At the present time we make no complaint
about the summer service. Last year it was very efficiently
performed, and we think this last autumn the Northern
Light did very good work. Although she has done .fairly
well, I must say that ahe does not come up to what was
guaranteed to the Island at the time of Confederation. As
a means of efficient communication in winter with the
mainland, she has been so far a failure. Now, Sir, this
question has been specially brought to our minds by the
accident which occurred on the straits a few days ago.
We ail remember the great anxiety that pervaded this
House the opening day of the Session, when it was learned
that a number of people from Prince Edward Island,
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia were for two
days and a night exposed, at this season of the year,
to the inclement weather of the Guif of St. Lawrence.
Those men were overtaken by a very severe snow storm. They
had left Cape Traverse and were unable to reacb the mainland.*
Their only recourse was to provide as good shelter as pos-
sible, by means of their littleice-boat, a bout only 12 feet in
length, and they were compelled to pass the night on the drift.
ing ice, which was going at the rate of four miles an hour,
before a str ong north-east gale, in the middle of the Straits of
Northumberland, That was an experience which 1 hope
no hon, member will be compelled to endure. We cannot
imagine, and it is impossible to describe, the sufferings and
hardships of those men on that night. The whole of them,
I believe, were frost-bitten--some seriously, some crippled
for life; and ail this because a small effort was not made to
place the service in an efficient condition. If a smali
steamer had been placed between the two capes, mach of
the danger might have been avoided. We know that while
the Northern Light can keep up communication for a cer-
tain period ut the eautern end of the Island, it has been
demonstrated that during the winter there must be an ice-
boat service between Cape Tormentine and Cape
Traverse, The committee on this subject recommended
that the service should b. performed by the Government.
Let them place a sufficient number of ice-
boats on the route, and a small steamer to act in connection
with them, and make it a Government service directly, and
I believe the difficulties will be far overcome, that in a
short time very few complaints on this head will corne from
Prince Edward Island. But it is not an Island matter alto-
gether, although we are called upon, as representatives of
the Island, to refer to it more especially. There is not an
hon. gentleman representing a constituency from Sarnia to
Halifax who bas not, directly or indirectly, an interest in
keeping up communication with the Island, because the
people of the Island are an agricultural people and are fairly
weil to do, and they are large consumers of the manufac.
tures of the other Provinces. This is apparent, if you look
at the agricultural implements on the farms, and the clothing
of the people; you see the tweed manufactures of the older
Provinces, the cotton manufactures of Montreal and Moncton,
sugar and other products from other Provinces. All these
products corne to the Island, and it is, therefore, as much
in the irterest of the producers of these articles, incirectly,
that communication with the Island should be kept open, as
it is in the interest of the islanders directly. As this mit-.
ter has been su fully discussed on previous occasiùns, and
as I know hon. gentlemen are thoroughly conversant with it,
it will be useless to occupy much time in discussing it.
Bat, as regards the ice-boat service, something must be
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done to improve it, either by providing a steamboat to
assist the ice-boats or in some other way. It will not do to
allow the matter to remain any longer in its prosent con,
dition. The lives of Her Majesty's subjects, as well as those
of citizens of foreign countries, are in the hands.of the
mon performing that service. The Government should see
that the men, when they leave the shores to make the trip
between Capes Tormentine and Traverse, have bouts pro.
perly equipped, and are provided with everything essential
to making the trip with safety. What are the facts in con.
nection with this serious matter to which I have referred,
and which occurred only a few days ago? I find a local
ppper asks this question : Is it true that they started out in
the face of a storm, entirely unprovided withIfood, matches,
oils, light or compass ? There should be sorme one in
authority who would be held responsible in case of accident.
But it appeara, that although this service is one which
should bo faithfully and efficiently performed by the
Dominion Government, it is let by tender to the lowest bid.
der. The contractors receive a mere pittance-I believe
only $10 for each trip. Of course, there is com.
petition-they eut prices low; but they are not
sufficiently recompensed, and such accommodation for
passengers is not provided as would be provided if the mon
were sufficiently compensated for their labor. But, not.
withstanding the poor equipment of the bouts, and the fact
that the crew in question was out for â6 hours, exposed to
all the cold and blasts of the Gulf of St. Lawrence at that
inclement season, it is a proud boast to be able to say that
not one bag of the mails was lost. While the men were
struggling for their lives, v-hile they were battlirg with
tcrrible cold, and in a state of despair, so tàau thoy wcre
almost ready to lie down and die, they clung to their work
with the greatest energy and tenacity, and although some
of them were badly frozen and almost dead, Her Majesty's
mails were saved. That is something of whieh our people
should be proud-that these heroes of this ice fight never
wavered or flinched from the duty they had to perform,
and I consider this one of the moet heroic actions of these

days. But these men wilI not get one dollar for their
courage and the hardships they endured. They did not
make the round trip, and consequently they are not en.
titled to recoive ary remuneration. I hope, however, that
the Postmaster General will overlook this circumstance and
see that these men net only receive the compensa-
tion for what they did or were expected to de, but
will receive a suitable gratuity for perforrning a noble
service, by which some of them have been crippled for
life, and although they have families dependent on theom,
they will be unable to earn a dollar; and I hope the gratuity
will be such as will remunerate them for all their labors
and sufferings. The hon. membor for Westmoreland (Mr.
Wood) has referred to the railway from Sackville to Cape
Tormentine. 1 ahould muchi prefer soeing that railway in
the bands of the Government, because I believe it will be
in the interests of tre whole service that the same control
should be had over that line as is had over the Government
iailway in Prince Edward Island and the Intercolonial.
But if we cannot have that, I hope ho will get such
assistance as will enable him to energetically prosecute
the work, so as to complete it at as early a date as
possible, and have it ready for next year's service at
least. What I also desire to see is, that the 6 150,000
voted by Parliament last year for the construction of a
pier at Cape Tormentine should be expended next
summer. I should like to see advertisements issued calling
for tenders for the construction of the work. Everyone
knows that in the Maritime Provinces, where works are
constructed mostly of wood, it is of great advantage to the
contractors and the Goveranment that the timber should be
got out in winter, and I hope the matter is in such an ad-
vanced state that we will, at a very early date, se. adver-
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tisements issued in this connection. When we have the two
piers completed, the railway running down to the wharves,
and an improved service, with a sufficient number of ice-
boats and with a emall steamer to assist them, and the
whole service placed under one man, whom the Government
can hold responsible, I think we shall be able to keep up
communication with the Island, and hon. members will not
hear annual complainte from Island representatives, as they
hear them now.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). Whether rightly or wrongly,
there exists, no doubt, a very strong feeling in the Province
of New Brunswick,and especially so in Prince Edward Island,
that the present service is a very inefficient one. What I
mean by saying " whether rightly or wrongly," is as to
whether any blame should attach to the prescnt or the pre-
vions Governments, which have had.charge of the matter
since Prince Edward Island entered the Union. It may be
that the people do not fully appreciate the difficulties in
the way of any Government seeking to make the service
efficient. But the fact remains, notwithstanding, that the
service is not such as to command confidence, and is the sub-
ject of complaint by the people generally. Now, Sir, it must
be remembered that it is some ten or twelve years since
Prince Edward Island was admitted into the Confederation;
that at that time it was promised, and in fact an
engagement was made, that when it entered the Do-
minion an efficient mode of communication would be
established between the mainland and Prince Edward
Island; and it does appear to the people, as it ap-
pears to me, that the time has been quite long enough for
the Government to have arrived at some definite
conclusion as to what is the best mode of ensuring
efficient service between the Island and the mainland. As
yet it would seem as if no definite conclusion had been
arrived at, as to whether it shall be a communication be-
tween the two capes, Tormentine and Traverse, the route
that is followed by the Northern Lighlt or some other
route. Representations were made to the Government
last Session by my constituents, through me, that the
route between Richibucto and the point opposite on
the Island was a very easy one, and one over which
communication could be maintained tho whole year
round. I do not know if action bas been taken; I have not
understood that any has been taken in an affirmative sense,
at any rate, and no reply bas been received, I believe,
stating that that plan would be tested. I cannot speak
personally as to that route, but only upon information re-
ceived from my constituents; but it is asserted by them, by
people who, I believe, know of what they speak, because
they have long been residents near the shore, that within
their memory there have not been more than one or two
winters that a boat could not have crossed every day in the
year between Richibucto and the opposite point, the
name of which I have forgotten for the moment. As
I have said, no answer was made, I believe, to repre-
sentations in this behalf. It was asked that some subsidy,
relatively small, should be given to a steamer between
those points, and companies were willing and ready to as-
sume the responsibility of trying the route with a steamer,
provided that a small subsidy were given them. It is
asserted by these people that communication could easily
be had between those two points, and that there were only
two or three days in one or two winters, during the last
twenty-five years or so, when this communication could not
be had. It is true that the distance is a littlo longer than
between the two capes, but they assign reasons for their
statement that a boat could ply between these places, and I
think the Government should, at least, test whether or not
those representations are correct. But if the Government
have made up their minds that the proper place to have
communication between the mainland and the iland is from
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cape to cape, it seems to me that a more efficient service
should be had than the one existing at the present time,
and that as speedily as possible the railways on each side
should be made to come to the water's edge, and something
more expensive, something which would give greater as-
surance of safety to passengers, should be done by the Gov-
ernment than exists at the present time. I have thought
it my duty to add my voice to what has been said, in order
that the attention of the House and the Government may
be called more strongly to the matter, and that another
series of years may not elapse without something more
definite and more secure having been provided for this
service. Believing the statements made by my constituents
as to the practicability of the route between Richibucto Vil-
lage on the one side and West Point on the Island side-in
fact as being the best and safest-I respectfully urge the
Government to grant some subsidy to that route, knowing
that a company will easily be found to put a steamer on it
and test the accuracy of the representations made.

Mr. JENKINS. Recent experience with the boats on
this service has caused a great deal of excitement among
the people of Prince Edward Island, and las brought this
question very prominently before them. It is now nearly
twelve years since Prince Edward Island entered the Union.
It is well known that a very large majority of the people
of the Island were averse, to the Union with the other
Provinces. They were desirous of maintaining their inde-
pendence, of preserving the freedom of their government
and the control of their revenues, but they felt it was the
wish of the British Government that they should join the
jUnion, and partly from a feeling of loyalty and partly be-
cause they thougiht the terms of Confederation offered to
them were likoly to conduce to their benefit, they accepted
the terms of Confederation and entered the Union. Sir,
one of the principal inducements to the people of Prince
Edward Island to enter the Union was the promise on the
part of the Dominion Government that continuous commu-
nication, winter and summer, should be kept up with
the mainland. Now, I ask this House, how las this
communication been kept up ? The members of
this Parliament who live on Prince Edward Island have
been obligced, for the last ten years, to cross the straits that
divide it from the mainland at the risk of their lives.
Lately we have seen that twenty-two men were exposed to
all the horrors of cold and hunger and exposure, ana that
they escaped with their lives almost by a miracle. That is
the risk that hon. members of this flouse have been obligod to
run for ton years, and Ithink it is timethat Parliament should
consider some better and more effectual means of giving us
continuous communication between the Island and the main-
land. The agreement which was made before Prince
Edward Island entered Confederation, to give us this
communication, has not been carried out, and we are now
no better off than we were twenty years ago before we
entered the Union. The people of Prince Edward Island
feel that a wrong bas been done them; that the Government
is not taking that interest in the matter which they should
take; that they have not performed the promise
which was made, with regard to winter communication;
that, in short, the Island is at as great a loss now as it ever
was in this respect. It is impossible that any country can
thrive unless it has continuons communication with other
countries. We have a very fertile Province; we are able
to grow fool largely, but we have no opportunity, except
a few weeks in the fall, •for disposing of our produce.
Now there are many ways in which I believe the Govern-
ment could assist us. We have a very short season; our
harbors are closed early in the fall, so that our farmers are
unable to attend to the work of developing their farmia,
because they are forced to bring their crops to market
before the ice forms. I believe it is quite possible to keep
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the harbors of the Island open for five or six weeks longer
in the year than is the case at present, and that time would
be of vast advantage to the people of the Island, by enabling
them to work on their farms and to leave the shipping of
their produce until the frost came, and they could no longer
attend to their ploughing. This is not a question which
affects Prince Edward Island alone, for I take it that what
affects one portion of this Dominion affects all; and I think
the representatives from the Upper Provinces take as much
interest in the matter as those more directly concerned.
The Northern Light has been alluded to, but I have always
considered that it was not adapted to the service. It is not
modelled on the proper plan for such work, and there is
no doubt that it bas been to a great extent a failure.
I came over in her the other day, when she ran into a piece
of ice, not more than 6 inches in thickness, and stuck
there ; and she would have been there until now but that
fortunately there was a sheet of water open whieh enabled
us to avoid the ice and reach Picton Harbor. On
ber return trip she was ont a week, and would prob-
ably have been out until the spring, but the captain
adopted a suggestion I made on the first day the
Northern Light went out of Charlottetown Harbor, which

was that he should turn her stern foremost. He did so, with
the result that he made his way through sixteen or eighteen
miles of field ice at the rate of two and a-half miles an hour.
That is sufficient to show that this boat, which was not
built for this service, is not adapted for it ; and I can tellihon.
gentlemen she does better stern foremost than stem foremost.
I can assure this House that the people of Prince Edward
Island will not rest contented until they have a boat
thoroughly adapted for the service. This is not a matter
of a day. We know that there are other countries
in which ice bas to be combatted. In some of the countries
of Northern Europe, in polar expeditions, and in New-
foundland, people use steamers built specially for contending
with ice ; and we should have a steamer constructed on
similar principles. My opinion is that there need not be
twenty days in the whole year when a steamer may not
navigate the channel between the Island and the mainland.
It is true that occasionally, between Georgetown and
Pictou, a north-east gale causes a heavy flow of ice. On
these occasions I believe no steamer can run ; but I am
quite satisfied that at the capes there are very few days
when a steamer cannot run from one side to the other, be-
cause the distance is so short that the sailors can see from
the masthead the condition of the straits from one side to
the other, and if they fmd that they are not able to run a
steamer they can run ice-boats. But I believe this prob-
lem of winter navigation will be solved by the running of a
moderate sized steamer at the capes in conneetion with the
ice-boats. If it is found that the steamer cannot contend
with the ice, she eau land the ice-boats, and they can take
the mails and passengers to the other side. Now, Sir, this
question is a burning one with the people of Prince Edward
Island-I am sorry to say it has been a freezing question
with some. But it is a question in which the people of
Prince Edward Island are deeply interested ; they are agi-
tated from one end of the country to the other on the subject,
beoause it is impossible for them to engage in manufactures
unless they can carry their products to market continuously.
At present, there are three or four months in the year
during which we are not able to get our products to market.
We posses a fertile soil; we have cheap food, cheap louse-
rent, and cheap tuel, and we have a climate which is
as invigorating as any on thisa.continent; and there is no
reason why Prince Edward Island should not have manu-
factures, except the one reason, that we have not continuons
communication with the mainland. Now, Sir, the very sad
disaster which has happened will, I trust, show the Govern-
ment that it is necessary that there should be some super-

ision over the boats. The contractors are obligod, owing
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to competition, to place their rates down at the lowest pos-
sible point; they are not properly paid, and they are afraid
to ask more, for fear that someone else would step in and
take the contract from them. Now, I think the Govern-
ment should take this matter in hand. The service should
be in the bands of the Postmaster-General, conducted by
him and under his control; he should employ the mon, and
should see that the boats are properly equipped and are
never allowed to go to sea, as the boats now are, without a
scrap. of provisions, and with no comforts necessary to pro-
vide against such a disaster as has occurred. I trust that
this will all be changed, and that the Government will see
that ne boats are allowed to go out without proper super-
vision. If that were done, disasters of this kind would be
almost impossible.

Motion agreed to.

GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. McMULLEN moved for:
Return of the names of ail Government officials in the North-West

Territories; the date of their appointment and the date upon which
they entered upon their respective duties ; the salary, fee or other allow-
ance granted to each, including travelling or other expenses; the names
and respective locations of sheriffs and registrars ; the dates of their
respective appointments, and the dates upon which they entered upon
their duties, and the date from which their salary commenced to run ;
the receipts of their respective offices, monthly or annually, from their
establishment up to the lt of January, 1885."

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am not sure whether we
will be able to obtain all these details, but of course we will
do the best we can.

Motion agreed to.

PARRSBOIRO' BREAKWATER.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne) moved for:
Copies of ail tenders for construction of breakwater at Parrs-

bore' lighthouse station, in the County of Cumberland, N. B.;
copies o letter from Deputy Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
accepting the tender of one Neil MoKay, and of telegram poutponing
the work ; also all letters objecting to the said Neil McKay as con-
tractor and to the bondsmen offered by him, and letters tendering other
names as bondsmen if required, and all other correspondence on the
subject.

Mr. McLELAN. I have no objection to bring down all
the papers that are not confidential from our agent on the
subject.

Motion agreed to.

NORTH-WEST LANDS, &c.
Mr. MILLS moved for:

Copies of all Orders in Council, despatches or other communications
with the Government of Ontario, in reference to the ownership of the
lands,mines or timber, north and west of the height of land to the
north of Lakes 8uperior and Huron siace 1878, which have not already
been brought down to the Bouse.

He said : The hon. the First Minister, it will be remem-
bered, made a very extraordinary statement in 1882, in ref-
erence to the ownership of these land@. He informed the
electors of Yorkville and the country at that time that the
lands of which the Indian title lad not been extinguished
before Confederation, and which had been extinguished
since, became the property of the Dominion. That propo-
sition is so wholly at variance with the views usually held
with regard to the rights of the Crown to the public do.
main of the various Provinces, that I think it was well to
see what correspondence bas taken place on this subject, to
ascertain how far the views announced by the hon. gentle-
man at that time have been adhered to by himself and col-
leagues.

Motion agreed to.
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RETURNS ORDERED.

Statement showing the number of passenger trains, freight trains and
mixed trains, distinguishing each class, ru n daily, or weekly, in cases
in which there was not a daily train,over each division of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, in each week of the years 1883 and 1884, respectively.
-- (Mr. Blake.)

Statement in detail, showing amount of work done, contracts made,
and with whom, moneye paid, and to whom, and all expenditures in
connection with the improvements of Great Village River, in the
county of Colchester, Nova Scotia.-(Mr. Robertson, Shelburne.)

Return of all certifieates for liquor under section ninety-nine, clause
four, second part of the Canada Temperance Act of 1878, by the physi-
cians of theCounty of Halton ; giving the name of each physician and
the name of each person to whom certificates were granted, from the
lt of May, 1884, to the lst of May, 1885.-(Mr. McGraney.)

Statement with reference to the cases in which demands for extradi-
tion have been made by or upon the Government of Canada ; or in
which extradition proceedings bave been taken in continuation of, and
in the sarne torm as, the statement transmitted by the Government of
Canada to the Government of the United Kingdom, in or about the
year 1876.-(Mr. Blake.)

Statement and plan showing the grades and curves on the temporary
or permanent line actually constructed by the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company, from the foot of the Rocky Mountains as far as the rails
are laid; and the proposed grades and curves on the continuation to
Kamloops; showing also, the proposed grades and curves on the per-
manent line, at a point at which a temporary line of about nine miles
has been constructed.-(Mr. Blake.)

Statement showing the present position of the transactions on joint
account, between the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company and the Gov-
ernment, in respect of sales of town sites, indicating : (a.) The sites
agreed to be dealt with on joint account, with the areas ; (b.) The
amount of sales made; (c.) The amount received in respect of such
salese; (d.) The amount due in respect of such sales ; (e.) The expense
of the operation ; distinguishing the shares of the Government and
of the company in each such statement.-(Mr. Blake.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the louse.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 5:45 p. m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUESDAY, 10th February, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRATERS.

MANITOBA INDIAN AGENCY.
Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honor to inform the louse

that the papers moved for yesterday by the hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) and which were missing
in the Return, have been found. They were among the
other papers just below the Return. The address voted yes-
terday is therefore now unnecessary, and I think some
action should be taken.

Mr. CHARLTON. As the papers were mislaid and have
been found, I move that the motion made yesterday for the
papprs be rescinded.

Motion agreed to.

FIRST READINGS.
Bill (No. 23) to amend the Act to incorporate the Wood

Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway Company.-(Mr.
Williams.)

Bill (No. 24) to incorporate the Lake Erie, Essex and
Detroit River Railway Company.-(Mr. Patterson, Essex.)

PATENT ACT OF 1872.
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew) moved that Bill (No. 25)

further to amend "The Patent Act of 1872," be read the first
titne. He said : The objeot I have in view is to provide
that the innocent purchaser of articles which may have

been patented shall not be held liable for any penalties for
the infringement of the patent rights of the patentees, but
that these penalties should be imposed only upon the
manufacturer and vendor of the articles.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

STANDING COMMITTEES.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders are called, I would once
again call attention to the fact that the Standing lommittees
have not been, as yet, summoned for organisation, although
a week has elapsed since they were constituted.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
summoned for Thursday.

I understand they are

Mr. BLAKE. Why not to-morrow?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They will meet ere long.

GOVERNMENT ADVERTISING.

Mr. MoMULLEN. A portion only of the Return I moved
for relative to the amounts paid the different publishing
companies in the Dominion during the last ton years by the
Government has been brought down, and as that constitutes
but a more fragment of the- whole, I would like to know
what progress is being made in getting the balance ready.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have laid before the Hlouse all the
information which has been received in the Department.
The btlance of the information will be brought before the
House as soon as possible-very shortly.

DEPUTY SPEAKER AND CHAIRMAN OF COM-
MITTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr Speaker, I move the
following resolutions:-

That the House do elect a Chairman of Committees of this Hous. at
the commencement of every Parliament, as soon as an Address has been
agreed to in answer to His Excellency's Speech ; and that the member
so elected do take the Chair of aIl Committees of the Whole, including
the Committees of Supply and of Ways and Meaus, in accordance with
the ules and usages which regulate the duties of a similar officer gener-
ally designated the Chairman of the Committee of Ways and Keans in
the House of Commons of England.

That the member so elected Chairman of Committees do continue to
act in that capacity until the end of the Parliament for which he is
elected, and in the case of a vacancy by death, resignation or otherwise,
the House shall proceed forthwith to elect a successor.

That the foregoing Resolutions be made Standing Orders of this House.
That this House do proceed forthwith to elect a Chairman of Com-

mittees to take, during the remainder of this Parliament the Chair of
ail Committees of the Whole, including the Committee of Supply and of
Ways and Means.

If these resolutions meet with the approbation of the House,
I shall follow them up with the following resolutions:-

That whenever the Speaker of the House of Commons, from illness or
other cause, finde it necessary to leave the Chair during any part of the
sittings of the said House, on any day, he may call upon the Ohairman
of Committees, or In his absence any member of this House, to take the
Chair, and to act as Deputy Speaker during the remainder of auch day,
unless the Speaker himself resume the Chair before the close of the ait-
tings for that day.

That whenever the House shall be informed by the Clerk at the Table
of the unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, the Chairman of Committees
do perform the duties and exercise the authority of Speaker in relation
to ail the proceedings of the House as Deputy Speaker, until the next
meeting of the House, and so on from day to day on the like information
being given to the House, until the House shall otherwise order; pro-
vided that if the House shall adjourn for more than twenty-four hours
the Deputy Speaker ,hall continue to perform tIre duties and exercise
the authority of Speaker for twenty-four bours only after such adjourn-
ment.

That the two foregoing resolutions be made Standing Orders of this
House.
These resolutions are intended to introduce the practice
which obtains in the English House of Commons, and also,
I believe, in many of the Colonial Legislatures. It is found,
and we have found, that the Chair of the Speaker is not a
bed of roses. In Canada, the health of Our Bpdelrs us
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suffered from the too long sittings which have taken place.
I do not like, Sir, to allude to yourself in your presence, but
you have, I believe, had more than one significant hint that
the long sittings which you have been obliged, in the per-
formance of your duty, to submit to have been prejudicial
to your health. I know that your immediate predecessor
sueffred materially, and *I am sorry to say that my old
friend and colleague, Mr. Cockburn, died in consequence of
a disease caused by the long sittings in the Chair. There is
a partial relief given to the Speaker by the provision that,
during his illness or unavoidable absence, he may call to
the Chair any member of the House; but it appears to me,
and experience shows, that that is altogether an unsatis-
factory way of doing business. In the first place, the hon.
member who may be called may have no special
aptitude for performing the duties of Chairman of
Ways and Means or Chairman of Committeos of
the Whole House and Deputy Speaker. He las no
sense of responsibility, and, if any question of Order arises,
h. is, of course, obliged at once to vacate the seat. He las
no weight, h. has no prestige or authority. He las no
such authority as the Chairman of Ways and Means bas in
England, who rules on points of Order, subject, of course,
to be overruled by the superior, paramount authority of the
Speaker, but rules without the disturbance and interruption
of the Committee being broken up and the Speaker called
to resume the Chair. The experience ofthe British Parlia-
ment all points in one way, in that direction, and there is a
series of reports which are to be found in the Journals and
Sessional Papers in England showing the general consensus
of the House, of the various Committees, and the various
Speakers of great experience, such, for instance, as Mr.
Lefebvre, who was known to be an authority on all
such matters, Although our Sessions do not last as long, I
find on enquiry that the average length of sittings de die in
diem in Canada is fully as great as in England, perhaps on
the whole greater, and crowded into a shorter period, thus
causing at least as great a draft on the health of the Speaker1
as in England. We are a hardy race ; we have a goodj
climate; but I do not know that the physique of ouri
Speakers will be found to be superior to that of the
gentlemen generally selected in England. I shall move the
first resolution, which refera to the election of a Chairman1
of Committees of the Whole House. He is called the Chair-
man of Ways and Means in England, because, as a matter
of practice, in England the House goes into Committee of1
Ways and Means and Supply immediately after the Speech
is answered, and there are certain estimates-I think thei
Ordnance estimates-which are brought down at once, andi
the Committee of Ways and Means is ormed and organisedi
at the beginning of the Parliament, the Deputy Speaker andi
Chairman of Ways and Means being elected almost imme-i
diately after the election of a Speaker. Our practice isi
different, and therefore I have adopted the name which1
seems to be more appropriate-Chairman of Committees of(
this Iouse-and I see the same reason has induced the1
other Colonies to adopt the saime name instead of the purely1
technical name of Chairman of Ways and Means. For years1
past a Chairman of Committees has been chosen in the fol-(
lowing Australian Colonies:-In Victoria, where he gets ai
salary of £800 ; in Queensland, where he gets a salary of1
£500; in New South Wales, where the salary is £500; inÇ
South Australia, £400; and in New Zealand, £500. In all
these Colonies they have found it necessary to have suche
an officer. We have not examined you, Sir, eitber upont
oath or otherwise upon this subject, but I think the House
will see that the regularity of its proceedings and the man-c
agement ofCommittees of the Whole will be infinitely better1
conducted with an officer of this rank and position selectedr
especialy by the House, having in fact the same responsi-
bilitiesin the position as you have in your position as
Speaker. I move the adoption of the first resolution.

Sir JoHN A. MAcoOÂLD.

I On the first resolution,
Mr. BLAKE. I am sorry that the hon. gentleman should

have adopted this particular form of reaching the conclusion
which he desires to adopt. The course which he has pur-
sued was not at all unreasonable in opening the question,
namely, to invite our attention to the two resolutions, the
whole mass of resolutions, I may say, of -which only the
first branch bas been moved. I say that was not at all un-
reasonable, because, of course, the resolutions ought to b.
considered together. But the course which I think ought
to be pursued in a matter of this description differs from that
which the hon. gentleman has adopted. My opinion is that
a change in our practice, both in reference to the occupation
of the Chair aud with reference to the appointment of a
permanent Chairman of the Committe. of Ways and
Means, of Supply, and of the Committees of Whole in this
House, that the powers which are given by the resolution
to that officer, by reference to the powers given in England,
that ail the considerations which are involved as to the
powers of the Chair itself, and all the considerations as to
the salary, etc.,-that a proposal of that kind, when it
involves also the proposition that we should pass
the Standing Orders and so innovate upon our prac-
tice, ought to have been a reference to a Select Com-
mittee. When, on former occasions, we have dealt, as
a general rule, with alterations in our practice and pro-
cedure, even of a less important character than this, we
have adopted that course. There is no immediate hurry
wby we should appoint a Chairman of the Committee of
Ways and Means to-day; there is, even, no immediate hurry
why we should do it this Session; but there certainly isï
none why we should do it to-day. There is ample time for
consideration, so far as this particular branch of theb on.
gentleman's resolution is concerned. We have got on pretty
well for nineteen Sessions; we adopted a long time ago the
practice of calling one hon. member to the Chair of the
Committee of Supply, which is the principal Committee of
this House. That las come to be the recognised practice,
and the Administration can adhere to it with that Jgree of
rigidity which they think convenient. The course, which
I admit is advantageons, of iaving one gentleman in the
Chair of the Committee of Ways and Means is one .which
has great merit, but it is not necessary to adopt this resolu-
tion in order that we may carry it out. When a change
analogous to these changes-at eny rate, to the second
branch of thom-was about to be proposed in the Imperial
flouse of Commons in lE53, and again in 1855, Select Com-
mittees were instructed to consider the whole question, to
report what it had been in the past, to report their advice,
and upon their advice steps were taken which were after-
wards carried ont by the flouse. The regulation ia a per-
manent one, and as it is to b. a permanent and lasting one,
it is well to be cautions. In this very first branch of
this resolution, I think, apart altogether from the question
of the merits of the change, there is a defect. As Iread the
first branch of this resolution the House would be, after
having passed it, entirely in a quandary if it should happen
that the gentleman who is elected to be Chairman of
Committees should happen to b. absent from the Chamber
when we are called upon to go into Committee. The second
branch provides for filling the vacaney when there is a
death, a resignation, or otherwise, by thec lection of a
successor; but that does not apply to the case of a tempor-
ary absence from the Chamber ; and in the cas of a
temporary absence from the Chamber there is no provision
made for filling the office. This officer is to b. Chtirman
of all Committees of the Whole. What if heis away ? We
have provision for his absence in the other braneh of the
resolution, of this second resolution, where you, Sir, are
given an authority to call a gentleman to the Chair during
vour absenee. It is said that if the Chairman of Committees
be absent yon may call some other member. But what li
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the Chairman of Committees is absent when the Chair in
Committee of the Whole is to be filled? No provision
whatever is made to fl that gap. I instance that, Sir, as a
reason why it is important that we should look carefully into
this matter and investigate it, according to our custom,
with tho assistance of a emall Select Committee of which, I
think, you should be one. Now, I have said that our
cutom has been for a long time to call some member to the
Chair for the Committee of Ways and Means, and that that
custom las worked satisfactorily on the whole. It would,
in mny opinion, be an improvement that the same member
of this House should, as a rule, be called to the Chair in the
other Committees of the Whole. I do not speak of Ways
and Means, because I think that Committee is a less im-
portant part of our procedure than is Supply, but I speak of
Committees of the Whole on private and public legislation.
I think it is important that we should adopt that as a
practice, just as we have adopted, as a practice, that one
man should be called to the other Committees. These are
the proceedings of this House which, I think, are the least
satisfactorily conducted, and I do not attribute that to the
fault of the Chairman of any particular Committee ; I attri-
bute it-if the House will permit me to say so-to the fact that
we are in the habit of regarding altogether in a too perfune-
tory light proceedings of Committees of the Whole; that they
ought to be regarded much more seriously ; that they
ought not to be the matters of course which, in too many
cases, they are ; and so long as they are so regarded by the
main body of the Committee of the Whole it matters little
who the Chairman may be. Now, the hon. gentleman spoke
most of all, Sir, of the question of the Chair of this House.
lie addressed his observations to that point almost en-
tirely. With that point we are not, however, now
dealing; we are dealing with the Chair itself. But I cail
attention to the fact that the hon. gentleman's discourse was
directed to that, and he gave us a very melancholy account
of the consequences of filling this chair to previous Speakers,
and he hinted that you, Sir, yourself-although none of us,
by any outward and visible signs would have conjectured
it-had suffered seriously in your health from the discharge
of your duties. I hope, Sir, the bon. gentleman's kind feel-
ing and sympathy towards yourself have led him to
express a little more strongly than, perhaps, the facts en-
tirely warrant as to the degree in whieh you have sutflred
from the discharge of your duties here. Ever since we
commenced our existence as a Parliament, ever since the
year 1868, we have had a very proper provision incorporated
in our legislation by which you are empowered at any time
to call another member to the Chair, and calling another
member to the Chair, to retire and get those periods of re-
freshment which, I quite agree, may be essential to the
person who has to perform your exalted duties during the
stress uand strain of a Session. I do not suppose that it is
intended the Speakers of this Hlouse shall be absent
oftener or longer than has been the custom in the past.
I agree as to the importance of the Chair being, as a rule,
unless in case of emergency, fdlled by the Speaker of the
House himself : and therefore I shall very much more regret
that we should appear to lend a color to more frequent
absenee of the Speaker than those necessary absences which
have heretofore prevailed. But the hon. gentleman gave
us an account of the unfortunate position, and of the diffi-
culties created by the men who had from time to time filled
the Chair at your request and by your order, which, I think,
was somewhat exaggerated. He stated that gentlemen had
been called who had no special aptitude for the Chair, who
had no sense of the responibilities which devolved upon
them in the Chairwhohadnot thatprestige of authority which
belonged to yeu, as Chairman, and hence these diffieulties oc-
curred. Ido notremember asingle difficulty which has occur-
red in this House during the absence of yourself or your pre-
decessor, Mr. Speaker, while the Chair was filled by some
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hon. gentleman from time to time. I believe hon. gentle-
men who have been called from time to time to fil the
Chair have been persons who were not, of course, as com-
petent as one specially trained for that office and filling that
office permanently, but reasonably competent to discharge,
and they did discharge, its functions reasonably well; and,
therefore, I testify-and I had never the good fortune to be
one of them-that they from time te time supplied reason-
ably well the place of yourself and your predecessors during
temporary absence. That, however, again bas nothing to
do with the present resolution. While I have said that it
would be an improvement if we could adopt the practice of
calling one individual to the Chair of Committees of the
louse, not necessarily the same individual for all the Com-

mittees, but perhaps one for Supply and Ways and Means,
and another for Legislation, which involves different con-
siderations, different training and knowledge, and a different
amount of enquiry and information from that which is
involved in holding the office ofOhairman of Supply and Ways
and Means-I would say this, my opinion is that the plan
would have considerable advantage. I think if one or two
members, say two members, were chosen by those who are
of the majority and control the House, and if it were under-
stood that on occasions when you vacate the Chair as
Speaker, one of those should be called upon, and upon the
occasion of the flouse going into Committee of the Whole
one or other should be chosen, you would find the exigen-
cies of the case fully met. The position is one of dignity
and one of usefulness, one which las been cheerfully under-
taken by respec'able members of this House, when from
time to time in this and previous Parliaments they have
been asked to undertake it. It is understood to be one
which is an important position, and which hon. members
are very ready to occupy as part of that service which they
owe tW the House and the country. Our Sessions last three
months only, one-half or sometimes less, than those of the
Imperial Parliament. Our attendance is regular compared
with that of mcm bers in England, and therefore the ques.
tion whether a member sits in the Chair or in his own chair
in this House is not so very material. That plan, there-
fore, would give an opportunity of training more men
than one; it would have the advantage of elasticity. It
would have also an advantage which, I think, is not
destroyed by the present plan, but which would, perhaps,
be rendered more feasible by what i suggest, oi selecting
members most familiar with each of the two guaranteed
languages in this flouse. We know that by the constitution
the use of the English and of the French languages is
secured in our proceedings bere, as well oral as written ;
and I say that the rights of the minority in that respect are
by us, who happen to be of the majority, to be carefully
guarded, and it comes, perhaps, with better grace from one
of those who belongs to the majority te say this, or ut all
events, te open the discussion on this subject, rather than
one of the minority. I say that those rights exist from cir-
cumstances over which we have no control. Circumstances
are too strong for us. A distinguished former member of
this House said, as I observed the other day, that he was an
Englishman speaking French; but of how many English
members, may I ask, can it be truly said that they are
Englishmen speaking French? It is net so. We sometimes
make efforts, but they are not great successes. You and 1,
Mr. Speaker, each sometimes try to read some words of
French, but you will agree with me that we do not make
very much of it. You have an advantage in every respect
over myself in that your utterances, even if it were other-
wise in regard to the language, would always be under-
stood ; but mine being addressed te fuite intelligences,
would net be se easily understood. And I am quite sure
that the difficulty is as clearly exhibited lu our cases asit can
be. You have sometimes reminded me of the story in
Punch of the young English couple who went to Frenee on
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their honeymoon trip, and while breakfasting at the hotel
the gentleman found some difficulty in making himsel
understood. Thereupon ho dropped into English, and h
found the waiters understood him. "Angelina," said he
"these waiters seem to understand English." " Of course
they do," said his wife,who was familiar with the language
" and I recommend you, if you want to tell me any secrets
in public, to talk only in French." It is a little otherwis
with our friends here. They have shown themselves to bc
very much more familiar with our language than we seeom
to be able to get with theirs, and yet it must be conceded
that many of them speak to us at a disadvantage when they
address the House in a language not their own, and it must
be increased when the presiding officers as well as the
audience are in the same position. I think the plan mon
tioned by me is the best. I think the plan which I have
suggested, and which would carry out substantially all that
the hon. gentleman proposes, would enable us to say
that if the Chair of this House were filled by a
gentleman whose native language is English, the
Chair of the (;ommittees should be filled by one whose
native language is French. But the hon. gentleman
proposes a great change ; ho proposes this new plan, and it
is just as well to say that, as far as I can judge, the plan is
to create a new salaried office. On this subject, indeed, the
hon. gentleman did not do more than touch. Just by way
of introducing the subject delicately, ho told ns that in
Australia there was a salary of so much, in Queensland- a
salary of so much, in Victoria a salary of so much. Those
eircumstances are not very important to us ; what we
should like to know is what the bon. gentleman proposes
for us, whether ho propo-es that this office shall be a salaried
office, and if so, v hat shall be the salary. We are left in
this respect in entire ignorance. I am not, I think, far
wrong in predicting that the hon. gentleman does propose
to create a new salaried office ; and I am rather afraid I
must say more, that it is a case, not of an office for which a
man is wanted, but of a man who wants- an office. I am
much afraid it is Fo, though I do not like to believe it. But
can it be that an eimable and amiable member whom we
ail respect, whom we ail estcem, but who will be the
first himself to admit thut ho has not yet exbibited
to us on the floor of this House lis Parliamentary
capacity or fitness for that post, is to be made Chairman of
Supply and of Committees and Deputy Speaker of this
House? And is he to be made so in compensation for hopes
deferred, if not destroyed, of a cabinet office to which ho is
not to be promoted, perhaps because ho is thought not
strong enough for the place, and perhaps because it is
thought not safe to submit his acceptance of that place to
the endorsation of his constituents. For my part I object
at this time to the creation of a new salaried office. I think
the times are not opportune for an increase of expenditure
in this way. I beliove the people at large think this legis-
lative machine of itself is costly enough as it stands, and
that they will be averse to paying an additional salary even
to a member of this House without cogent reason. And
especially are they so when it threatens the independence
of Parliament and involves an addition to the places which
may be held by members of Parliament, and more par-
ticularly to the places which may be held by members of
Parliament without their receiving the endorsation of their
constituents in the step which they take when they become,
instead of being independent members of Parliament, mem-
bers who hold offices at the gift of the Administration jusit
as plainly as if they were Crown offices, and from which
time they cease to be independent members of Parliament.
They see, Sir, to day indirect means of increasing the pat-
ronage which already exists. They see it through coin.
panies of which members of Parliament are the principal
propnietor, and under which enormous sums are yearly
paid ineffect to members of Parliament. They see timber1

Mr. BLAKE.

, limite, they see ranches, they see colonization companies,
f they see coal lands, they see gold lands, they see railway
e charters, they see railway subsidies, they see departme ntal
, favors, ail used as machinery by which this Parliament is

being perverted from being a free and independent Parlia-
, ment to something very different, which, perhape, it would
s not be quite parliamentary to mention; and I do not think
e they will desire to see added to this a new office, which, as
e I have said, is in the gift of the Administration as much as

if it was a proposal that the Minietry should appoint the
officer, inasmuch as the Ministry is about, in a little while,
when this discussion is over, to move a selection or appoint-
ment which the House will doubtless ratify. I object,
therefore, to the plan on all these grounds, but I am not

- anguine enough to hope that my objection will prevail.
This House has already swallowed camels, and I do not
suppose that it will now strain at a gnat. .If I could
I would press on the hon. gentleman the settlement
of the question in the sense in which I have re-
ferred to the two languages. If the system-the more
elastic system which I have mentioned, which I believe
would be the best-is to be departed from, and we
are about to lay down once for ail a plan under whieh this
additional officer shall be appointed, then the time comes to
ceonsider what shall be dono in that regard, and whether
that question should not be regulated formially, as we are
now regulating formally the appointment of the officer. We
have here between flifty and sixty members whose native
language is French. They bear with good nature and for-
bearance the inconvenience inseparable from the majority
being English, with an imperfect knowledge of their
language. They usually address us in English, and when
they do so, they acquit themselves in that language 'to the
admiration of the House. But great inconvenience to them
must result, and it is thon our duty .o minimise that incon-
venience as much as possible; and it would be reasonable
to provide that whenever the Chair of this louse is filled
by a person whose language is English, the other office
should be flled by one whose native tongue is French-turn
about is fair play in that regard. Now, in these questions
to which I have alluded, the whole subject might best be
considered in the way I have suggested. I very much fne.
fer that our proceedings with reference to our infoimal
organisation should be disposed ofin that way,and, if possible,
by unanimous consent. I think I have said enough to show
that there is no reason why we should proceed to the de.
cision of this question to-day; I think we ought to consider
it in the method to which I have referred. I am prepared,
for my part, to vote against the scheme as now brought
down, if the House presses it to a vote to-day ; but I am
prepared to vote for such a cast of the office as that I have
referred to, though, on the whole, I think it would be :et ter
to endeavor to adjust this matter in the way I suggeted at
the opening of my remarks-to refer it to a Select om.
mittee to consider the whole subject and to endeavor to
ascertain what is the proper way to deal with it-to fld
precedente and practices and report to this House. I should
like to know, at this moment at which we se elled on
to vote, how many members are acquainted with the powers
and usages and practices that ought to be considered with
reference to the Chairman of Committees-the powers and
rights affecting the Speaker as they obtain in England ?
We are not informed as to these matters. The scheme does
not strike my mind favorably in the first instance; but,
desirous rather of finding a method which will accommodate
oppoming views, I propose the following amendment-leave
out the words after Ilthat " and insert the following :-

A Select Committee be appointed to consider and report to this House
whether any and what unprovements may be made*lea t iieoê to the
chairmanship of the Oommittee of the Whole.

Sir JOHN L MACDONÂLD. The hot. gehtàemM cerm-
mened by stating that the praatiee had boen that ohe hon,
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momber was generally selected as Chairman of Commit-
tees of the Whole, and that that was the best practice that
could be adopted. Well, it is very difficult to carry it into
effect-to cacry it out thoroughly. This subject, as the hon.
gentleman knows-because I see ho has studied the subject
and examined the reports of the various committees in
Englaiàd-is one which was fully considered there ; it was
a matter of very grave consideration and some doubt, and
it was only after the whole subject matter had been f ully
tifted that the House of Comipons came to the conclusion
that a change waa absolutely necessary. The hon. gentle-
man says that ho has not observed, when a Chairman is cal-
led to the Committee of the Whole, that there has been any
irregularity or inconvenience. The hon. gentleman, if he
looks back, will see-any hon. member who has sat in Parlia-
ment for some time, must have observed-that the proceed-
ings in Committee of the Whole are not oonducted with ail the
regularity, are not conducted with that deference to Parlia-
mentary propriety that usually obtains when you, Sir, occupy
the Chair. A casual chairman selected for the nonce cannot
himself feel that confidence, that right to rule and decide,
which a chairman clothed with officiai authority must feel.
The hon. gentleman says this is a matter of governmental
appointment. The appointment is to be made by the House
-by a majority of the House, certainly, but still by the
House, by the representatives of the people, and the officer
appointed will be no more a governmental appointment than
is the Speaker of the House. The majority will decide as
they see fit, in a free Parliament of a free people, and if they
choose to support the Governmentof the day, if they choDse
to approve the recommendations of that Government, it is
no impairment of the freedom of the people; it is an exor-
cise of the freedom of the representatives of the people,
when they support the Government of the day. The hon.
gentleman's main objection, however, is that thore is going
to be another salary. Well, I think we should pay a few
pounds for the purpose of compensating the Chairman of
Committees for performing the onerous and responsible
duties of such a position. But the hon. gentleman wishes
to be economical. Why, Sir, if the hon. gentleman would
be more economical in the notices he gives for returns, I
venture to say that the cost for returns which ho has moved
for-many of them of no use or utility, many that will not
be printed, or considered by the Printing Committee to be
worthy of printing-the cost of the returns which he asks for
will provide the salary of the Chairman of Committees five
times over. And then, Mr. Speaker,the hon. gentleman, above
ail things, is so anxious that my friends from Lower Canada
who speak French shall have their interests protected. Sir,
the hon. gentleman has thought that he might introduce a
little sectionalism-that he might set English against French,
and French against Engliah. The thing is obvious-he gets
such a support from the French Canadians that ho feels that
ho must defend their rights, and must prevent them being
trampled upon. The hon. gentleman's motive is kind,
it is philanthropic. The hon. gentleman, flowing over with
love for his fellow-mon, and especially for his French Cana-
dian fellow-men, makes this proposition because ho has
heard that a gentleman who is not a French Canadian may
probably be proposed. It is rather unworthy, that, Mr.
8peaker, of the hon. gentleman; it is not very dignified,
and I am quite sure that the shaft will fail of its object. It
is too thin, Mr. Speaker. My French Canadian friends
understand this; they understand the object and the motive
too well to pay muchattention to the hon. gentleman's new-
born philanthropy and French Canadianism. Mr. Speaker,
I do not consent to the appointment of this committee,
The subject has been threshed out by the experience of the
louse of Commons in England, to which we always refer

with pleasure and instruction. We, as a general rule, in
ungrovided eases, adopt the rules of the House of Commons.
Itsa provided in our own rules that in unprovided asoe we.

shall adopt the practice of the flouse "of Commons. We
propose, in this case, to adopt that practice, and I shall
oppose the motion in amendment.

Mr. CASEY. The right hon. gentleman has made two
or three points, which ho evidently considers very strong
ones, against the proposal of mny hon. friend on this side of
the House. He says, Sir, that the Chairmin of Committees
would bejust as independent of the Governmentas youyour-
self. Well, Sir, admit that ; admit that the Chairman of Com-
mittees would be equally independent with the Speaker.
The difference romains that the Chairman of Committees,
inatead of having a seat, like yourself, outside of the party
contentions of the flouse, acting as arbiter on points of
Order, would be an active member of the House, occupying
a seat in the House, and with the privilege of voting on
every party question, and casting his vote for the Govern-
ment to which ho owes his appointment. I conclude that if
the Chairman of Committees is to be only as independent as
the Speaker, ho should not have a seat in the House, and
should not vote on party questions any more than the
Speaker does. On the second point, that the cost of the
returns moved for by my hon. friend who proposed this
amendment would be equal to five times the salary of
the proposed new officer, the right hon. gentleman
spoke with some feeling; he spoke with some energy, with
something approaching anger, about the number of returns
moved for by the hon. leader of the Opposition ; and I do
not wonder at it, Mr. Speaker. These returns have been
called for, for the information of the public and the membors
of this House. "Oh," says the right hon. gentleman, "lots
of them won't ha printed; lots of them are not worthy to be
printed." Well, Sir, I agree that if these returns are a true
representation of the facts, many of them are scarcely fit
for publication; because returns have been presented to
this House before now, and will be again, I am quite
sure, bringing things to light which ought to disgust the
public, not only with the Government who do such things,
but with the people who tolerate such a Government. It

-is true that, for the credit of the country, some of these
returns should not be printed. But the hon. gentleman says
that the cost of these returns would pay the salary of this
Chairman of Committees five times over. If so, it follows
that that gentleman is to have a very small salary, or that
the cost of bringing down these returns is to be extravagant.
We have heard $2,000 mentioned as the probable salary
of this Chairman. If the right hon, leader of the Govern-
ment can make the preparation of these returns cost
810,000, it will certainly ho a glorious harvest time for the
sessional clerks, and for those who have friends to be ap-
pointed sessional clerks. But what hurt the right hon.
gentleman most was the "unworthy sectionalism " displayed
by my hon. friend and leader. Well, Sir, it is certainly a
crushing accusation to come from that quarter. If the action
of the hon. leader of the Opposition seems to the right hon.
Premier such a display of sectionalism as to pass the
bounds of propriety, it must indeed have been a most dis-
gusting display of sectionalisn; because, if the sectionalism
of yielding to, taking care of, and concliating, the prejudices
and feelings and interests of the different sections of the
country was ever carried to perfection by any individual,
I am quite sure the right hon. gentleman will be not only
prepared to confess, but to boast, that it las been carried to
perfection by himself. That which ho now denounces as
sectionalism has been one of the secrets of his own sue-
cess. But is it sectionalism, in any sense, to provide for the
convenience of the minority in this House ? Is it
even unworthy of our attention to provide for that
recognition of their influence, their prejudices and their
feelings, which can be granted without the slightest detri-
ment to the feelings of any member of this House, or
any interference with the business of this House? I think
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it is not so. I believe the proposition of my hon. leader
is worthy of him, and worthy of the acceptance of
this louse, and I am sure it will be as gladly acceeded
to by the English-speaking members of this House as
by those who speak French. We have recognised the

rinciple of it already, more or less, in the appointment of
peakers. It has not been a hard and fast rule, but it has

been almost the uniform practiãe that the Speakers should
be taken alternately from those who speak the two lan-
guages; and it has sometimes been urged that we should
have an English-speaking Speaker in the Senate, and a
French.speaking Speaker bere, or vice versa. In the present
case, the Speaker of the Senate, as well as yourself, is a
gentleman whose native language is English, and that adds
force to the contention in favour of the amendment. But,
Sir, the right hon. gentleman concludes that this exhibi-
tion of sectionalism lacks dignity; it is "undignified," h.
said, in his most rolling tones.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh!
Mr. CASEY. My hon. friends evidently recognise the

imitation. They are so accustomed to cheer the tones I
refer to, that when I imitate them they are bound to cheer
also. He said it was "unworthy, undignified," and h.
capped the climax by saying, "It is too thin." If the speech
seeme undignified to the right hon. gentleman who considers
the use of slang of that sort to be a highly dignified pro-
ceeding, it certainly was undignified, and I am very much
ashamed of it,

Amendment (àfr. Blake), negatived on the following
division :-

MeEsieUrs
Allen,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain (Wentworth),
Béchard,¶
Blake,
Bonrassa.
Burpee (Sunbury),
Cameron (Euron),
Cameron (iliddlesex),
Cartwrighit,
Oasey,
casgrain.
Catudal,
Charlton,
cockburn,
De St. Georges,
Edgar,
Fairbank,
Fisher,

Abbott,
Allison,
Amyot,
Baker (Missisquoi),
Baker (Victoria),
Barnard,
Beaty,
Bell,
Belleai,
Benoit,
Benson,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
BilIy,
Blondesu,
Boeé,
Bourbeauy
Bowell,
Bryson,
Burnham,
Burns,
Oameron (Inverness),
Campbell (Victoria),
Carng,
Caron,

Fleming,
Forbes,
Geoffrion,
Gillmor,
Gunu,
Harley,
Helton,
lunes,
Irvmie,
Jackson,
King,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Langelier,
Laurier,
Lister,
Livingstone,'
Mackenzie,
McCraney,
McIsaac,

NAvs :

Messieurs
Dundas,
Dupont,
Farrow,
Ferguson (Welland),
Fortin,
Foster,
Gagné,
Gaudet,
Gault,
Gigault,
Girouard,
Gordon,
Grandbois,
Guilbault,
Guillet,
Hackett,
Hall,
Hay,Hesson,
Hickey,
Hillard,
Homer,
Hurteau,
Ive@
jamiet,
Kflvert,

McMullen,
Mill,
Malock,
Paterson (Brant),
Platt,
Ray,
Rinfret,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Scriver,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Sutherland (Oxford),
Thompson,
Trow,
Vail,
Watson,
Wells,
Wilson.-59.

McNeill,
Massue,
Mitchell,
Montplaisir,
O'Brien.
Orton,
tUimet,
Paint,
Patterson (Essex),
Pinsonneault,
Pruy,
Reid,
Riopel,
RobertEon (Hamilton),
Robertson (Hastings),
Royal,
Rykert,
8bhekespeare,
8mall,
Smyth,
8proule,
Stairs,
Taschereau,
Tassé,
Taylor,
Temple,

Amendment agreed to.
Mr. MILLS moved:

That the main motion be amended by inserting after the words
so elected do" the words "if in his place in this House."
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman will

find that in England the Chairman of Ways and Means, as in
this resolution, takes the Chair, as a matter of course, in all
committees and in the Committee of the Whole House, but
should h. be absent another Chairman can be appointed.
However, I have not the slightest objection to accept the
hon. gentleman's amendment.

Amendment agroed to.
Mr. IVES. It strikes me there might possibly be some

misunderstanding in reference to the wording of the amend-
ment of the hon. member .for Provencher (Mr. Royal).
His amendment says that the Chairman of the Committee

-shall possess a practical knowledge of the language, not
the language of the Speaker, for the time being. I do not
know, as it is, that there are only two languages. We
have a good many Germans in Canada, and the Minister of
Agriculture is bringing them in more rapidly every year.
I think it is, therefore, worth considering whether the
wording is not a little loose.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Perhaps if Ah.Sin should
be here, or an Indian, h. might object; but as there are
only two languages reeognised by the Constitutional Act,
the French and English, I do not think the question eau
possibly arise.

Main motion, as amended, agreed to on the foregoing
division reversed.

-Second resolution agreed to on a division.
Third resolution agreed to.
Fourth resolution agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved

That Malachy Daly, Esq., member for the County of Halifax, do take
the Chair at ail Committees of the Whole Rouse, in accordanie with
the foregoing resolutions.

Mr. CASEY. It will be now in order, under the stand-
ing Orders of the House, to appoint a committee or a Board
of Examiners to enquire as to whether the gentleman pro-
posed has a flIl and practical knowledge of the French
language.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I hope the hon. gentleman
will not b. at that trouble. He knows as well as I that
the hon. gentleman who waa proposed is a gentleman who,
although he cannot speak the French as well as his. own

72
Cochrane, Kinney, Tilley,
Colby, Kra'nz, Tillend
Costigan, Landry (Kent), Tupper,
cougehlin, Landry.(Montmagny), Tywhitt,
Coursol, Langev, Wallace (Albert),
Curso, Leagei, WllceYork),
Daly, Macdonald (Kirg'), White (CardweU)4
Daoust, Macdonald (Sir John), White (Hastingu),
Dawson, Mackintosh, White (Renfrew),
Desaulniers (Mask'ngé),Maemaster, Williams,
Desaulniers (St. M'rice),Macmillan (Middlesex), Wood (Broekville),
Desjardinas, McDougald (Pictou), Wood (Westmoreland),
Dickinson, McDougall (C. Breton), Woodworth,
Dodd, MeLelan, Wright.-121.
Dagas,

Mr. ROYAL. I move that after the second paragraph
the following paragraph be inserted:-

And that the member elected to serve as Deputy Speaker and Chair-
man of Committees shall be required to possess a full and practical
knowledge of the language which is not that of the Speaker for the
time being.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This will give a fine
opportunity for introducing a competitive examination.

Mr. GIROUARD. The louse will be the judge of that.
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language, understands it fully, and I am sure will be quit
competent to make himself understood by hon. members o
this ouse.

Mr. CASEY. I know that, and was only drawing atten
tion to the peculiarity of the arrangement which inay mak
it diffilult at times to go into offect.

Motion agreed to on a division.
On the fifth resolution,
Mr. BLAKE. I rise to a question of order. The hon

gentleman bas not signified the consent of the Crown to this
SIR JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman is

quite right, but I have obtained the consent of the Crown in
writing.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has not yet signified
the consent of the Crown.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman is
captions.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If "captions " is not a

parliamentary word, I will take it back. The hon. gen-
tieman is not captious. I move the resolution.

Mr. BLAKE. The question of order being now settled, i
call your attention, Mr. Speaker, to another question, which
appears to me to be of considerable consequence with refer-
once to this resolution. The Constitutional Act has pro.
vided for the mde in which a Speaker shall be appointed,
and for the functions of the Speaker. The 44th section
provides that:

" The House of Commons, on its firet assembling after a general election,
shahi proeed with all practicable speed to elect o'xe of its members to
be Speaker;"
And then the next section provides for the case of a
vacancy. The 46th section provides that :

Te Speaker shall preside at ail meetings of the House of
Gommons;'

And the 47th section that:
"Until the Parliament of Canada otherw:se provides, in case of the

absence for any reason of the Speaker from the Chair of the House of
Gommoatfor a period of fort1-eight consecutive hours, the House may
eleot another of its members,1
for certain purposes; but the Constitutional Act does not
itself make any provision for the case which is being met
by this proposed resolution. It provides only for the case
of the absence of the Speaker and the action of the House
thereupon. The difficulty with reference to the action of
the Speaker himself was provided for, as I mentioned awhile
ago, in the first Session of the filrst Parliament, by chap-
ter 2, the second &ct we passed; and under that, by Act of
Parliament, it was provided that:

I Whenever the Speaker of the House of Commons, from illness or
other cause, finde it necessary to leave the Chair during any part of
the sittings of the said House on any day, he may call upon any mem-
ber thereof to take the Chair and to act as Speaker during the
remainder of such day, unless the Speaker himself resume the Chair
before the close of the sittings for that day;"
and so forth. Therefore, by an Act of Parliament, you were
given a full and free power and discretion to choose any
one from amongst the members of this House whom you
thought fit to take the Chair, and such person was bound
to take the Chair and have the authority. Now,
the proposoed resolution is that you shall " call upon
the Chairman ofCommittees, or in his absence, any member
of the House to take the Chair." I do not object to thati
rale at ail I-Pthink it is an extremely reasonable thing, in
furtherance of the intention of the House and the Englishi
practice, that you should call upon the Chairman of om-
mitteesaor in hi absence, any member of the House. But
it is clear that the disoretion given to yon by this Act of
Parliament is qualified and limited by the proposed Standing
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e Order requiring you to call upon a designated member, and,
f in his absence only, upon another member of the House.

Of course, the House of Commons, no more than the Senate,
- can alter the law of the land by a resolution. That is well
e understood. That is a f undamental point. Therofore it is

by Bill that this change, which I entirely approve of in
itself, must be made. If it is desired by the flouse of Com-
mons to lay it down as a rule that a designated mèmber
must be called upon, we are altering the Act, and we can-
not do that by a Standing Order or by a resolution.

. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree with the
s principle laid down by the hon. gentleman, that this House

cannot by a resolution alter an Act of Parliament. There
is no doubt about that, and that is not my intention in
moving these resolutions. These resolutions are introduced

1 for the purpose of basing and founding an Act of Parliament
upon them, and the moment they are passed a Bill will be
introduced.

Mr. MILLS. Then they are not the Orders of the House.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no question

which comes before the Parliamont which cannot be com-
. menced by resolation.

Mr. BLAKE. No, there isno question which comes before
Parliament which cannot be commenced by a resolution,
but it must be a resolution upon which a Bill is to be
founded. This is not a resolution for the founding of a
Bill, but a resolution complete in itself, which the hon.
gentleman proposes to make a Standing Order. It is now
for the first time that we hear of the hon. gentleman's pro.
posed Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is nothing said
about this being a Standing Order in the resolution now in
your hands. We will corme to that by-and-bye. In the
meantime, I may assure the hon, gentleman that I have the
Bill drafted.

Mr. BLAKE. We have this difficulty. We have already
elected the Chairman of Committees. The Committee of
Ways and Means will be struck very soon, we hope, and
committees of this House will be in existence. Is this reso-
lution to have any force in the meantime ? Are you to be
bound by it ? On the face of it, you appear to be bound by
Lt, but you are not bound by it, and it is an illegal order
until the Bill is passed.

Resolution agreed to.
On the sixth resolution,
Mr. BLAKE. Wo have already arranged by a Standing

Order, until and unless a Bill shall bp passed, to override
an Act of our own Parliament. I presume the hon. gentle-
man is equally able to override the Constitutional Act by a
like Order. The Constitutional Act is an Act of the Im-
perial Parliament, for which the hon. gentleman has been
supposed to have some deference, and the 47th section of
that Act declares that, "until the Parliament of Çanada
otherwise provides"-mark you, Sir, not until the House of
Commons, by a Standing Order or otherwise, otherwise
provides, but "until the Parliament of Canada otherwise
provides," and the only way in which the Parliament of
Canada can provide is by an Act of Parliament-" in case of
th% absence for any reason of the Speaker from the
Chair of the House of Commons for a period of forty-
eight consecutive hours, the House may elect another
of its members to act as Speaker, and the member so elected
shall, during the continuanceof such absence of the
Speaker, have and execute all the powers, privileges and
duties of Speaker." Now, there is a provision whioh.
was the same as, or was based upon, the then provision in
England for this case. It is in the same words, and I main-
tain that any variation from that provision, any alteration
of the relations of the House to the Chair in the case of the
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absence of the Speaker, cannot be accomplished otherwise
than by Bill. iere you find, "until the Parliament of Can-
ada otherwise provides," certain things are to be done.
Now, what dees the hon. gentleman propose? "That when-
ever the louse shall be informed by the Clerk at the Table
of the unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker," so that, if you
are absent at any time, not merely for forty-eight hours,
but for that or any other time, "the Chairman of Commit-
tees shall perform the duties and exorcise the authority of
Speaker." What is provided in the 47th section is that
" the House may elect another of its members to be Speaker."
I maintain that we, by Standirg Order, have no right to
amend this 47th clause of the Constitutional Act, and pro-
vide that a designated member shall be called to the Chair.
It must be donc by Bill, and by Bill only, and the hon.
gentleman's Standing Order, unless and until a Bill be passed,
is a void Standing Order, in so far as it varies from hie Con-
stitutional Act, and is otherwise useless and waste paper.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree with the
hon. gentleman that unless and until the Act passes, the
present provision in the British North America Act must
prevail-unless and until it be otherwise; and we are now
proceeding for the purpose of otherwise providing.

Mr. CASEY. Will the election of a Chairman of Com-
mittees, who is also to act as Deputy Speaker, be also null
and void unless and until the Act is passed ? And after the
Act is passed, will it be necessary to re-elect that gentle-
man?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear.
Resolution agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. To meet the view, to a

certain extent, of the hon. gentleman, and instead of mov-
ing that the two foregoing resolutions ho made Standing
Orders of this House, I move for leave to bring in a Bill
founded upon them'.

Mr. BLAKE. This is the firat time I have scen the hon.
gentleman having intended to do a thing, and wanting to
do a thing, being quite decided to do a thing, not know the
way to do it. If the hon. gentleman had said these resolu-
tions were intended to initiate proceedings for a Bill, and in-
tending that and knowing that, he gave us LtiÛc they were
going to Le Standing Orders, aLd then sprang the Bill
upon us, I am sorry to say the hon. gentleman should, upon
this occasion, not have known the way. I rather suspect
it was because he did not know the difficulty. If he bad
known the difficulty and intended to accomplish the object,
I am quite sure we would not have seen this last resolution
put upon the paper which the hon, gentleman has just now
moved.

Motion agreed to, and Bill (No. 26) to provide for the
appointment of a Deputy Speaker read the flrst time.

REMUNERATION OF CENSUS COMMMISSIONERS
IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. CARON. In the absence of the hon. Minister of
Agriculture, I beg leave to move that you do now leave the
Chair, and that the House resolve itsoelf into Committee of
the Whole to consider the following resolutions:-

1. Resolued,-That the Minister of Agriculture shall cause to be pré-
pared one or more tables, setting forth the rates of allowances or remu-
neration of the several Census Commissioners and enumerators
employed in the taking of the census of the Province of Manitoba, the
North-West Territorles and the District of Keewatin, not, however, to
exceed in the aggregate such amount for each day of proved effective
servie, for any numerator and for eah day of like service for any
Census Commissioner as the Governor in Council directs, and the same
shall be laid betore Parliament within the first fifteen days of the Session
next eusuing.

2. Resolved,-That sueh allowances or remuneration shall be paid
to the several persons entitled thereto, in such manner as the Governor
in Couneil directs, but shall not be payable until the services required

Mr. BLAm.

of theerseon recelving the same have been faithfully and entirely per-

3. Retoled -That such allowances or remuneration and all expeuses
to be ineurred in carrying into effect any Act of the Parlanent of
Canada relating to such census shall be paid out of such moneys as are
provided by Parliament for that purpose.
These resolutions are for the purpose of providing for the
remuneration of the enumerators to be appointed for taking
the census in Manitoba and the North-West Territories. It
has been considered dcsirable to have the census in the
Province of Manitoba and also in the North-West Terri-
tories laken every five years instead of every ton. I
think it is very desirable that in a new and growing country
like Manitoba its progress and development should be ascer-
tained and published more frequently than once in ton
years. As to the North-West Territories, I think it is also
very desirable that their agricultural development and the
producing capabilities of that very fertile country, in the
way of agricultural products and cattle, should be ascer-
tained and published to the world oftener than once in ten
years. I know that at the present time those statistics are
collected, but I think that under the new system they will
be collected in a very much more eatisfactory and complete
manner than they are at present.

Mr. BLAKE. I am sorry that the hon. member bas pro-
posed these resolutions to-day. I think the proceedings, if
not absolutely irregular, are premature. It is not a resolu-
tion upon which to found a Bill at all, and no Bill is
actually iutroduced by the Minister of Agriculture for the
taking of a consus in the North-West Territories; and yet
we have bore the money resolution for that Bill. Now, as
a rule, we do not take money resolutions on Bills until after
the House has had the second reading of the Bill, and for
the reason that money resolutions, when reported, are re-
ferred to the commilttee to which the Bill has been referred.
But the Bill itEcf has not been printed. We are unable to
scrutinise its provisions, to see if they harmonise with the
money resolutions; and we really have not, therefore, a
fair opportunity of seeing how they fit into the resolutions
of the Bill. There is no difference of opinion as to the
principle of the Bill. From this side of the House, some
years ago, the suggestion was made that there should be a
quinquennial instead of a more distant census. Theso reso-
lations contain, however, certain very peculiar provisions
as to details for the payment of the enumerators. I know
not whether the hon. gentleman (Mr. Caron) bas received
instructions from the Minister who is in charge of the
Department to give full explanations as to the reasons why
they have been inserted; but if the hon. gentleman had
devoted himself to that point, instead of discussing the
principle of a quinquennial cousus, which belongs to the
Bill and not to the resolutions, his remarks would have
been more pertinent to what is immediately before us.
What is immediately before us is as to these details. There
is an illusory provision as to the control of Parliament over
these salaries. The resolution reads:

" That the Minister of Agriculture shall cause to be prepared one or
more tables, setting forth the rates of allowance or remuneration," and
so forth, "and the same shall be laid before Parliament within the irat
fifteen days of the Session net ensuing."

We do not know the principle on which these mon are to
be remunerated. We should have some further information
as to the principle on which the public money is to be ex-
pended. Moreover, the resolutions should indicate the
principle. This House should not give a vague and inde-
finite power to the hon. Minister, particularly when there is
no need to do so. The cenuss has been taken in those very
Territories. It was done in 1881. The decennjal oenaus
has been taken more than once in the country. The hon.
Minister must know the proper principle, and if he does
not know it ho must find it out; ho must lay down a prin.
ciple after a little while, before ho passes the Order in
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Council. Why should he not state to the flouse that such
and such a principle is to be applied to the remunera-
tion of the enumerators, and ask the House to sanc-
tion it, not ask the louse to give the whole
matter into bis discretion. The resolutions also set
forth that the allowances or remuneration and all ex-
penses shall be paid out of such moneys as are provided by
Parliament. My objection is to asking this House to sur-
render its functions ol passing upon these proposals and
handing over exclusive control and an indefinite power to
fix the remuneration to the hon. Minister of the Depart-
ment,

Mr. CARON. The leader of the Opposition is quite right
in asking for the information which I have recived from my
colleague, who, unfortunately, owing to illness, is prevented
from being in his seat to-day. * As the House knows, under
the old Act, the remuneration given to commissioners was
$4 per day, and $3 per day to each enumerator. Payment
was made up under the old Act-and it will be made up in
like manner if these resolutions are carried into effect and a
Bill based on them is accepted by the House-on a calcula-
tion of the days of service, the number of miles travelled and
the number of families taken, the payment to commissioners
not to exceed the amount I have stated, $4 per day, and that
of enumerators, $3 per day. In addition to the amount
stated, additional compensation was given in the case of
some outlying parts of the Province, such as the upper part
of the county of Ottawa. As in some remote portions of
the older Provinces, so in the North-West Territory and
Province of Manitoba, although the rule of $4 per day to
commissioners and $1 per day to enumerators was laid
down extras had to be paid, due to the sparseness of the
population and the great length of mileage which had to be
travc!!ed, and also from the difficulties experienced in many
instances by enumerators in getting from one place to an-
othor, Nevertholoss, the rule adopted by the Department
of Agriculture is intended to be followed-according to in-
formation I have received-which is, payment of $4 per day
to commissioners and $3 to enumerators.

Motion agreed to.
(In the Committee.)

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will alter
the resolutions by inserting the maximum rate of payment
to which he has referred.

Mr. CARON. The information I have given is the infor-
formation which I have received. I know that the maxiinum
which the Minister intended to lay down as the rule to be
adopted is $4 per day for each commissioner, and $3 for
each enumerator. In the absence of the Minister of Agri-
culture, I do not desire. to make the change which the
leader of the Opposition has suggested; but 1 do not mean
to ask concurrence in the resolutions until that point has
been satimfactorily settled.

Mr. BLAKE. There will, of course, be allowed the same
freedom of debate on the motion to concur as iii committee ?

Mr. CARON. Certainly.
Mr. MILLS. We see the practical inconvenience of being

calIed on to consider these resolutions without knowing
precisely at this moment what is contained in the Bill. I
do not know from the provisions of the resolutions whether
the Government intend taking the census over the entire
North-West Territories and the District of Keewatin, or
merely in particular organised districts. I think we should
know what the Government propose to do before we are
called on to take action. The hon. Minister in charge of
the resolations must be aware that unlesa the Government
are prepared to dispute the decision of the Judicial Com-
mittee in regard to the boundaries of Manitoba, all those
parts of the District of Keewatin in which there were no

civilised settlers were embraced either in the Province of
Ontario or the Province of Manitoba. The settlers along
the Rainy River are now held to be within the Province of
Ontario, and not within the District of Keewatin. Hon.
gentlemen opposite, by the alterations they made in the
boundaries of Manitoba, included in it the Icelandic settle-
monts which were in the District of Keewatin, so that there
are no settlers in the District of Keewatin, except a few
wandering tri bes, or sections of tribes of Indians. There are
ne people to provide a government for; there is no necessity
for a government, and in fact there can be no civilized
government within that particular district, and I cannot
understand why the hon. gentleman should propose resolu-
tions to take the census in a district in which there are no
settlers, and in which there are not likely to be any for some
time to come; for all those sections of the District of Kee-
watin which were at all likely to be settled for years to
come are, as I have already stated, within either the
Province of Manitoba or the Province of Ontario. Then,
with regard to the North-West Territory, there are certain
districts which the hon. gentleman marked out by Order in
Council, into which settlers are going, which are surveyed
and set out for settiement. I eau understand why the
census should be taken in those districts, as the hon gentle-
man proposes, but surely the hon. gentleman doos not pro-
pose to take the census of the Indian population on lands
which are not set out for settlement. Surely the census is
being taken with some object in view, either for the purpose
of providing representation to the population in those
districts, or for the purpose of giving aid to people going in
there. So far, thon, as those districts are concerned, which
are set out for settlement and to which a population is

ong, with a view of making a permanent settlement,
there is a reason for taking a census. But with regard to
other sections of the North-West Territorios there can be no
reason for taking the census and incurring a large expenditure
unnecessarily. If there is one thing more than another
which devolves upon the House, it is to look carefully after
the public expenditure. When the Government make a
proposal, it is the business of the House to see the extent
of the authority which they seek to take, and to confine
that authority within a reasonable limit. The duties of the
Government are administrative, and it is the duty of the
representatives of the people te determine how far they
shail authorise the Government to. take the census within
five years. I think we should have had the Bill before us,
so that we could have seen precisely what the proposai is,
and seen that the taking of the census is confined to those
districts which are set out for settlement; and only where
it is nocessary, where settlement goes on rapidly should the
census be taken oftener than once in ton years.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. These resolutions were
introduced by the hon. the Minister of Agriculture to ex-
pedite the business, and of course if the Bill does not meet
with the approbation of the House, those resolutions fall;
they are of no value. The considerations which the hon.
gentleman has very properly brought up will have fuli
weight with the flouse whon that measure is taken. It is
for the fiouse to se. whether the census has teobe taken at
all, except the usual decennial census, and it is for Parlia-
ment to see to what portion of the North-West, Manitoba or
Keewatin the Bill shall apply. These resolutions are
merely to fix the rate of remuneration, and they in no way
pledge the House, except as to this point, especially when the
proposition of the leader of the Opposition is carried into
effect, and a maximum is stated. -

Mr. MILLS. But the District of Keewatin and the
North-West Territory are stated without limit.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course, But the limit
must be put in the Act,
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In the absence of the

Minister of Agriculture, I would suggest to the hon, gentle-
man in charge of the measure, that it might be desirable to
do as was intended to be done in taking the original consus-
that is, to lay on the Table of the House a schedule of the
questions which these proposed enumerators are to ask and
the information they should obtain. I mention that because
I think it might be of very considerable practical import-
ance in the future, that there should be presented as clear a
view as possible of the condition of the people of the North-
West to-day. I am quite convinced that in a few years
their progresa will be very great, and any comparison
with this census would be of great value in every point
of view. There are two or three matters which, at the proper
time, I would like to call attention to, which have been
omitted in our present census, and which I think it is
greatly to be regretted were omitted, more particularly-
and the hon. gentleman and the First Minister will see the
force of it-that we have no information as to the quality
and condition of the buildings in the Dominion of Canada.
In all other censuses that I know of, and certainly in Great
Britain and Ireland, great care is taken to show of what
material the houses consist, of how many rooms the houses
are composed, and valuable and important deductions
touching the welfare of the population are and have been
drawn from this information. I called attention to it in
1881, but, unfortunately, it was not attended to, and a valu-
able element of information has thereby been lost. Now,
I think that in the case of the North-West Territories it
would be of special interest to those who may be bere five
years hlece tO have this information.

Mr. CARON. I will make a note of the remarks which
have fallen from hon. gentlemen, and will call the attention
of the Minister of Agriculture to them. I am quite cer-
tain he will give the information if possible.

Resolutions agreed to, and ordered to be reported.

THE BUDGET.

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

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is the hon. Minister
of Finance in a position to give us any information as to
when we may expect the flancial statement ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I cannot, at present.

Motion agreed to, and theI House adjourned at 5:50 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
WEnmDnADr, 11th February, 1885.

The SPEâxzu took the Chair at Three o'olock.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS OOMMITTEE.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would beg, if the
Finanne Minister doe not object, that the Pablic Accounts
should be referred, together with the Auditor-General's
report, to the Standing Committee on Publie Accounts.
There ha been, perhaps necessarily, some little delay in
ealing the. Commtte. together, and it would b. a couve-
nience to have the Public Aceounts before them to-morrow.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I have no objection. The
meeting to-morrow is for organization.

Sir JORN A- MAoDONALD.

Mr. SPEAKER. Do you move it?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Tes.
Motion agreed to.

REPORTS PRESENTED.

Report of the Minister of Railways and Canals for the
year ending 30th June, 1884.-(Mr. Pope.)

Report of the Postmaster.General for the year ending
30th June, 1884.-(Mr. Carling.)

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 27) to provide for the punishment of seduction
and like offences.-Mr. Charlton.

THE PUBLIC DE.BT.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, The gross amount of the
publie debt on 1st January, 1885 ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The amount of the gross
debt of the Dominion of Canada on the lst January, 1885,
was $253,739,146.77.

BUREAU OF AGRICULTURE.
Mr. GIGAULT asked, Whether it is the intention of

the Government to take any action with reference to the
suggestions made in the report of the Select Committee
appointed during the last Session of Parliament to enquire
into the agricubural interests of Canada, to the effect:-
" That the Government take into earnest and favorable éon-
sideration the advisability of establishing a bureau of agri-
culture, and an experimental farm in connection there-
with?"

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This subject now engages
the attention of the Government, and we hope to be able to
come down with a measure ou the subject this Session.

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT.
Mr. AUGER asked, Whether the Government has, as

provided by the second sub-section of section 56, of the Act
30 Vie., chap. 30, intituled : "An Act respecting
the sale of Intoxicating Liquors, and the issue of licenses
therefor," made regulations directing in what manner the
license fund shal be applied ; and if so, what are the
salaries of the commissioners and of the inspectors ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government have
made no regulations on the subject as yet.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-EIPENSES AND
EARNINGS.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What were the working expenses
and the earnings of the Intercolonial Railway for each
month of the first six months of the current fiscal year, as
returned bythe Monoton OfRee to the Department of Rail-
ways and Onais.

Mr. POPE. In the month of July, the earnings were
#205,000, and the expenditure $250,000 ; in -August the
earnigs were $197,48, and the expenditure $253,869; in
September the earnings were $213,196, and the expendi-
ture $255,146; in October the Msnings were 8233,154, and
the expenditure.8266,'-75; la November the earnings were
8206,6ti3, and the expenditure *232,159; and in Deaember
the eariings were $152,154, and the expenditure $18',550.

OFFICIAL REPORTERS OF THE DEBATES.

Mr. AUGER asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to employ theZ ouse of Commons Baaard reporters
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during the recess at sueh reporting as may be required to
be done in connection with the Supreme Court, before the
officiai arbitrators, in special arbitrations or other cases in
which such reporting is chargeable to the Dominion
Government.

Mr. CHAPLEAU, The salary of the reporters has been
fixed by resolution of last Session, but if it is the desire of
the House that their services should be utilised during the
recess, the Government will enquire into the matter. But,
as I said before, the House has fixed their salary, by
resolution, for their work only during the Session.

THE CASE OF D. J. HUGHES.

Mr. WILSON asked, Whether the Government has in-
vestigated the charges of certain petitioners of the County
of Elgin, against the officiai conduct of D. J. Hughes,
County Judge of Elgin ? If so, do they intend to appoint
a-commissioner or to take any further action in the matter ?
If so, what action, and when will it be taken ? Has there
been correspondence between the Government and D. J.
Hughes in the matter?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government has not
investigated the charge. They do not intend to appoint a
Commission, because, on careful examination of the whole
matter, they are of opinion that it is not a case for enquiry
under 45 Vic., chap. 12. As to the third branch of the
question, a copy of the charges was sent to the judge, and
he replied they were too general to answer. The Minister
eliminated those charges in respect of which he did not
think it necessary to ask an explanation. The other
charges were thon sent to the judge, who replied. The
petitioner (Stanton) asked for a copy of this reply. On
enquiry of the judge whether he had any objection, he re-
plied that ho preferred that his answer should be sent down
to the House with the charges which had been made against
him.

INDIAN ADVANCEMENT ACT OF 1884.

Mr. COCKBURN asked, Whether any band or bands
of Indians, by order of the Govenor in Council, have been
declared fit to have the Indian Advancement Act of 1884
applied to them?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No band or bands of
Indians have been declared fit to have the Indian Advance-
ment Act of 1884 applied to them. The Act was not to be
applied to Indian bands earlier than the first of January,
1885.

Mr. COCKBURN asked, Whether any steps have been
taken by correpondence with Indian agents or otherwise,
with a view to bring intoperation the provisions of the
Indian Advanoeinent Act of 188.?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The attention of Indian
agents has been called to the provisions of the Act, and
they have beeu instructed to bring the same under the con-
sideration of such of the bands within their agency as
might be considered sufficiently advanced in civilisation to
have the provisions of the Act applied to them.

MI. J. H. MORGAN.

Mr. COCKBURN asked, Who is J. H. Morgan,
whose name appears in the Public Accounts for 1884 as
having rmeived $3,125 for services as Forestry Commis-
sioner ? Whea was h. appointed, and upon whose recom-
mendation ? What are his duties ? Has he made any
report to the Government ?

Sir JOHN A.MACDONALD. Mr. Joseph Henry Morgan,
was, upon recommendation of Sir John A. Macdonald,
appoiuted by Order in Council of 22nd February, 1883, a

Commissioner to enquire into and report upon the subject of
the protection of the publie forests of Canada. He has made
a report, a summary of which is published in the Report of
the Minister of the Interior for 1884, part 6.

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT, 1883.
Mr. FOSTER asked, Whether it is the intention of

the Government to maintain the Boards of Commissioners
appointed under the provisions of the Liquor License Act
of 1883 in counties and cities which have adopted the
Canada Temperance Act of 1878 ; if so, whether since the
recent decision of the Supreme Court of Canada in re the
" Liquor License Act of 1883," if any instructions have been
issued to boards in such counties and cities looking towards
the enforcement of the Act; and, if not, if it is the intention
of the Government to issue any such instructions ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The whole subject ofthis
question is under the consideration of the Governmenf.

BREAKWATER AT BAYFIELD, N.S.
Mr. McISAAC asked, Is it the intention of the Gov-

ernment to provide this Session for the completion or fur-
ther extension of the breakwater at Bayfield, N. S.?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am not in a position to
say to the ion. gentleman whether the Government will
provide for this work during this Session.

A DIVORCE COURT.

Mr. FARROW asked, Is it the intention of the Gov-
ernment to create a Divorce Court instead of having appli.
cations for divorce come before the two Houses of Parlia-
ment ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is not the intention
of the Government to introduce a Divorce Bill.

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT NAPANEE.

Mr. PRUYN asked, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to recommend the construction of a Cus-
toms and Post Office building at Napanee?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I must say to the hon.
gentleman that [ have not yet been able to bring this matter
under the consideration of the Government.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-SECTION B.

Mr. CASEY asked, Has the sum of 8395,600, awarded
as damages to Manning, Macdonald, McLaren & Co., con-
tractors for Section B, Canadian Pacifie Railway, by Messrs.
Brydges and Light, two of the arbitrators to whom the
claims of the said contractors for damages were submitted,
or any part of such sum, been paid to said contractors ? If
so, in what amounts and on what dates ?

Mr. POPE. There was a certificate issued on 2nd July
for 8100,000; on 14th July one for $50,000; on 21st Octo-
ber, one for $245,600, making a total of $395,600.

Mr. CASEY asked, las the intention of the Govern-
ment, as stated by Sir Charles Tupper in Committee of
Supply, on 17th April, 1884, ho take the opinion of eminent
counsel as to the binding character of the award of Mesars.
Brydges and Light, giving damages t the contractors for
Section B, Canadian Pacifie Railway,to the extent of *395,600,
and asto the action te be taken in case it was not considered
binding, before paying anything on account of said award,
been carried out ? If s, what was the opinion of the
counsel oonsulted, and what action bas been taken ?

Mr. POPE. Eminent counsel was selected, as Sir Charles
Tupper said in this H1ouse at that time would be the case;
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and the advice was that there was Do use in contesting the
award.

Mr. CASEY asked, Did Judge Clarke, the nominee of
the Government on the Section B arbitration make any
separate report to the Government in regard to the con-
tractor's claims for damages, or in regard to the award of
Messrs. Brydges and Light which the latter state he
(Clarke) refused to sign ? If so, what is the nature of such
report?

Mr. POPE. We have no such report.

TELEGRAPHS IN CAPE BRETON.
Mr. CAME RON (Inverness) asked, Whether it is the

intention of the Government, during the present Session, to
extend the telegraph system from Cape North along the
north-west coast of Cape Breton in connection with theo
existing telegraph lines?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This matter was brought
to my notice the other day by the superintendent of tele-
graph lines; I have taken no action in the matter as yet.

TRADE RELATIONS WITH FOREIGN COUNTRIES.
Mr. BURPEE (Sunbury) asked, Whether the Govern-

ment have taken any steps towards premoting the extension
of our trade relations with other countries, British or for-
eign? If so, with what country and with what prospect of
sacoses?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The Government have taken
step8 towards promoting the extension of our trade relations
with other countries, but I may state to the hon. member
that in the opinion of the Government it would not be in
the public interest to name the countries at this moment.

GREAT AMERICAN AND EUROPEAN SIIORT
LINE IRAIL WA L.

Mr. PAINT moved for:
Copies of all reports made by engineers employed by the Great

American and European Short Line Railway Company in Nova Scotia
and Cape Breton, with th? plans, papers and correspondence connected
therewith; alseo, for copies uf ail correspondence with the Dominion
Government and the Government of Nova Scotia on the same subject;8
also, copies of aIl contracts by and between the said company and other1
persons; aiso, a statement of all moneys paid out and expeided on con-d
tracts for salaries, wages and labor; showing aiso the amounts, if any,
still due and owing by the said company to their contractors, agents or
workmea. And also a statement of the number of miles completed andi
graded in each of the counties of Cumberland, Colchester and Pictou. c
He said: My object, Mr. Speaker, in moving for this Return C
is to procure reliable information in connection with thep
Great American and Ruropean Short Line Railway Com-8
pany, which was incorporated in 1882, by an Act of this I
Parliament: I desire to ascertain why this company bas i
done so little useful work. I want to know if there is any M
just foundation for the report so strongly made by a reliable S
party that this company has not paid its debte to the con- t
tractors, laborers and others, although the shareholders a
were reported to be millionaires. I wish, in short, to ascer- o
tain the total indebtednews of the Short Lino Railway Com-- o
pany, and to arrive at some just plan whereby thé I
contractors may be paid in order to avoid their total ruin; s
and I desire also to arrive at a just basis for the psy- i
ment of the laborers and others, who are still in the I
locality of the works and within the Province, and who ar (
deprived of the necessaries of life by being denied wages due d
them. In regard to the Short Lino Railway paseing through t
the Counties of Cumberland, Colchester, and Pictou, I am
not here to say that it should not be constructed, but rather is
to give my support and influence, if needed, to assist in t
maturing a Plan whereby, first, the debte of the eompany o
may be and, second, the railway ultimately com.-
plted. But at this point I do not wish to be misunderstood. ~

Mr. PoiP.

Whatever arrangements are made for railway extension into
Cape Breton, my aim is that no entanglements shall be had
in connection with any projected railway in Nova Scotia,
and for this rca on : There are parties who would under-
take the construction of the 80 miles of railway in Cape
Breton by itself ; but if they are compelled to construct
some 90 miles of Short Lino Railway in Nova Scotia which
would run side by side with the Intercolonial, they would
not be disposed to undertake the contract in the Island of
Cape Breton. My interest as the representative of one of
the counties of Cape Breton lies in having the railway con.
structed by the shortest and most feasible route, and that
route bas already been surveyed from the Strait of Canso to
St. Peter's Canal, Ï0 miles, and the additional 50 miles,
from St. Peter's Canal to Louisburg have been surveyed
but not located. The counties already named on the
mainland, Cumberland, Colchester and Pictou, are
iitersected by railways, while Cape Breton has not one.
mile, except that which is situated in the locality of the
Sydney Mines, with a lino connecting the harbor of Louis-
burg and Sydney, but all owned by the coal company. Cape
Breton has 90,000 people who desire and long for railway
accommodation. At this time I appeal to the fouse on
their behalf. Since 1851, a period of some 34 years, the
agitation with respect to this railway has been continued,
but nothing has been done up to date. It may -be urged
that the sum available in the Dominion Treasury is not so
large as formerly when subsidies were given. As one mem-
ber from the Island I take the responsibility of saying that
if the Domihion Government wll give us 2,000,000 acres of
good land in the North-West, that grant will ensure the
construction of the road. It is time this much needed rail.
way was an accomplished fact, constructed either by the
Government or by a company. The necessities of the Gov-
ernment m. ,mpel us to accept 2,000,000 acres of land in
the North-West in lieu of a cash su bsidy, such a.gift being
perfectly in order when made to a portion of a grand trunk
lino such as this will be, extending as it will do from
Vancouver to touisburg. The disposal of these
lands will be an easy mode for the Dominion Govern-
ment to do justice in the matter of our through
railway; besides, the advantages of such a trans-
action would not be altogether on onr aide, for the whole
Dominion would be benefited and the bond of matual
dependence would be strengthened. Whatever arguments
apply to the granting of a Dominion subsidy to the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway, that great transcontinental linoeof
Canada, apply with equal or greater force to a railway in
Cape Breton from the Strait of Canso to Louisburg, as a
portion of the great trunk lino already constraeted to the
Strait of Canso, and only requiring the building of 80 miles
to bring the railway to an unsurpassed terminus. In
regard to the disposal of the land, I said that the advantage
would not be altogether on our aide.· By giving Nova
Scotia a share in the North-West Territory the people of
hat Province would be interested in developing and flHling
up those railway lande, and they would naturally be desirous
f furnishing an outlet for the passengers, mails and products
f the North-West Territory. So far as the Island of Cape
Breton is concerned, nature has decreed that the outiet
hall be by way of Louisburg, for no other harbor
n the Island is so accessible at all seasons of the year.
may be asked: Why do you not apply to the Nova Scotia

Government ? It is true that Government ought to take a
Jeep interest in this railway, but it is only a few days since
wo hou. gentlemen were here from that Provinee, Mesrs.
Morrison and Church, seeking from the Government what
s very much like botter terms, and, theroeroi, I d not
hink that a great deal can be expected fromn thoni More.
ver, when the Nova Scotia Local Government gave the
Dominion a gond sud fScient title to the Pictoe and Truro
Branch Railâiay, including its extension-in all 190 miles-
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worth $4,000,000 for the sum of $1,200,000, since this trans.
action they maintain that they have relieved themselves of
all responsibility for carrying the road into Cape Breton,
and have placed the obligation on the Federal Government
or, at all events, strengthened our claim for liberal consid-
eration. I am not bere, Sir, to plead the cause of the Local
Government, nor to aid them in relieving themselves of
their responsibility in this matter. Bat, Sir, we have seen
how mueh has been done in building branch lines in diffor-
ent parts of the Dominion. I notice that 208 miles of rail-
way were built in Prince Edward Island, which is only half
the size of Cape Breton; a railway from the Intercolonial,
the St. Charles Branch, carried into Lévis opposite the City
of Quebec, costing nearly one and a-half million dollars-
nearly sufficient in iteelf to build our road to the
Island of Cape Breton; the Van.couver Island Railway,
under construction, was provided for last winter in
this House; a number of branches were built or are being
constructed on the great river of Miramichi; a branch, 27
miles in length, carried to Dalhousie-to the harbor of
Richibucto, connecting it with the Intercolonial ; 43 miles
from the Intercolonial to Parrsboro', and another short
line projected to Pugwash, which, in my opinion, should be
built; and still another line projected in the vicinity of
Metapediac. I am glad to see all these lines being con-
structed; I am pleased that the several counties in which
they exist are deriving these benefits. But, Sir, I plead on
behalf of Cape Breton, and I wish to say that the electors
of that Island look upon the short line project with con-
tempt, and consider it a perfect Rlumbug. I desire to say
further that there is a great probability that althongh the
Island of Cape Breton sent five mombers to this House to
support the Government-there is a possibility that they
may not come again, if the Government does not do something
for the railway this Session. Wben I see all these other
railways in the different counties, I am led to exclaim, I
wish Sir Charles Tupper had resided in Cape Breton; but I
know, I feel assured, that the right hon. leader of this
House and his Cabinet will be disposed to do us justice.
We were assured on the floor of this House a year ago that
this short line route would be extended into Cape Breton.
We have been waiting for that good time to come for two
or three years pat, but up to this time with no better
result than the miserable failure in Nova Scotia. And
although, Sir, Cape Breton has not, as we consider, received
justice in this matter, I am here to say we are still Liberal-
Counservative supporters in this louse.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I fully corcur with my
hon. friend from Richmond, N. S. (Mr. Paint), with
respect to the feeling which exists in the Island of Cape
Breton in reference torailway extension through that Island.
It would almuost be impossible to exaggerate the intense
feeling which exists on that Island in regard to that ques.
tion. Disapçointment after disappointment followed for
several years, and the disappointment of last year was not
the least, because then we had the assurance that at an ear1i
day a railway would be commenced and finished from the
Strait of Causo, Sydney or Louisburg. Ilowever, Sir, I
doubt very mch if this is the place toidiscuss one particular
phase of that question-I mean the various arguments with
respeettothe route of the railway. My own idea was and is
stif thatKthe determination of the route through the Island
of Cape'Breton should be left exclasively at the discretion of
any companD who would undortake to build the railway
through the laud. I apprehond that in past days the
enflörement of particular routes upon railway com-
panies mAy have been the reason why disappont.
ment1 followed disappointment successively. It would
be linwis'e, it wou t be unfair, it would be against
the interests òf the Island of Cape Breton to tie the com-
pany dota te ay particular route, and therefore I think it

is premature even to mention the route now. When the
Government are in a position to subsidise a company suffi-
ciently to enable them to build that road, or when the Gov-
ernment undertake the construction of the road themselves,
it wili be ample time for the member for Richmond, the
momber for Cape Breton County, the member for Victoria,
or the member for Inverness, to present the claims of the
respective localities, and to give reasons why any particular
route should be selected. On that phase of the subject I
have determined not to speak. My object in rising now is
merely to make a statement in behalf of the Short Line
Railway Company, in reference to which the hon. member
bas spoken. I am authorised by the engineer and the
general manager of the Great American and European Short
Lino Railway Company to state that no correspondence has
taken place, and that no plans in regard to routes in Cape
Breton had been talked of or submitted to the Government;
that no location of the lino had been made or considered by
the company, and that none would be made until the dif-
feront routes had been surveyed and reported upon; that
while different routes recommended by members of Parlia-
ment and other interested parties would be carefully sur-
veyed and estimated, it was the intention of the company
to ask those members of Parliament and others interested
to present such statements as each might desire to make in
favor of the route which ho preferred; and that such state-
ments, together with the engineer's report, would be sub-
mitted to the directors of the company for approval before
any route in Cape Breton would be adopted, subject to the
approval of the Governor in Council. My object in rising
on this occasion was simply to state this in behalf of the
company and to assure my hon. friend from Richmond
(Mr. Paint) that it is in the interest of a railway extension
in Cape Breton to lave the selection of the route exclu-
sively to the discretion of the company undertaking to bauild
the railway subject to the approval of the Governor in
Couneil.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria, B.C.) I would like to correct an
error which the hon. member for Richmond, N.S. (Mr.
Paint) made when ho included in the amounts expended on
railways in the Dominion of Canada, an amount for a line
on Vancouver Island, which has not yet been constructed,
and which bas not, nor wili it when built, cost the Dominion
ono dollar. On the contrary, it will cost the Province of
British Columbia a great deal, and it puts me very much in
mind of dropping a shilling and picking up a sixpence.

Mr. POPE. I may say to my hon. friend from Richmond
(Mr. Paint) that the Government have already shown by
their acts that they have taken a great interest in this road.
A subsidy bas already been voted for it; and the interest
the Government took in it at that time has not lessened one
whit to this hour. We feel the importance of that section
of country being opened up by railway communication, and
we will do, as we have hitherto done, all we can for it.

Motion agreed to.

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT ST. THOMAS.

Mr. WILSON moved for:

Copies of ail reports and correspondence not already brought down

.relating b the construction of the Post Office, Inland Revenue and
Custom house at St. Thomas, giving the amount expended o date; aie
tc names of all persons to whom any portion of the expenditure has
been paid, together with the amount paid to each, and for what?

ie said: I regret exccedingly that I find it necessary on
this occasion to make a similar complaint to that which I
made a year ago, that is as to the slowness of the construc-
tion of the buildings at St. Thomas. It.appears to me that
there might be a little more expedition li the completion of
those buildings, and I think the Government, if they were
aware of the offices which their various servants there have
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to occupy, and the impairment of their general health
which is caused thereby, would find an inducement for
urging forward the work a little more rapidly. I can
not understand why they do not exercise more energy
in the completion of those buildings, unless perhaps
it is in order that some of the officials in the em
ployment of the Government may be able to draw a little
larger salary the longer the buildings are delayed. One of
those officials, who was formerly a member of this House
has been employed by the Government ever since the
construction of those buildings was commenced. The
buildings were announced to be constructed just before
the last general election, no doubt with the intention of
producing an effect ther,-no doubt with the object that
that individual might be returned; and I might say here in
passing, that judging from the liberal amount hoeis receiving
from the Government, it is much botter for him that ho was
defeated and I returned. I do not suppose, if I had been
defeated and he returned, that I would have received the good
things he has been receiving during the time those build-
ings have been going on. But, Sir, I find the amount given
to this individual a very liberal one indeed. I have taken
the trouble to compare the amount received by him as
clerk of works with the amount paid to other clerks of
of works in various parts of the Dominion, and I find that
he receives the largest amount. He muet certainly
be a very highly favored individual at the hande of the
present Government. The Auditor-General's report shows
that the contractor for the work received $16,000 odd.
What do you suppose this clerk of works receives ? The
liberal amount of $1,980, nearly one-eighth of the whole
amount paid to the contractor. Now, that does seem to me
to be more than ho ought to have received, and it is perhaps
one of the reasons why the progres of the work has beon
so slow; because, when the buildings are completed, of
course his usefulneus in that capacity will be gone, and
until something new turns up for him at thehande
of the Government ho will be without his daily pay.
I wish also to call the attention of the Government to
another fact. I think they will agree with me that in the
interests of the officers, especially those employed in the
collecting of (astoms, their health ought to be considered.
The hon. Minister of Customs will know full well that the
building occupied at present by these clerks is not suitable
at all and very injurions to their health. I might say
further that though the Government may consider they are
not wholly to blame for the delay in construction, as the
gentleman who had the contract, Mr. Henry Linden, found
in the past great difficulty in obtaining the stone for the
building on account of those with whom he entered into
contract not being able to supply it as fast as required-
tho h perhaps that will be to a certain extent his excuse
and considered as a satisfactory excuse, as far as the Gov-
ernment is concerned, I do not look upon it in that light.
I think that it was the bounden duty of the Government to
mee that the" contractor proceeded with the work with all
due speed. The hon. the Minister of Public Works, whom
I now see in his place, may be able to state the reason why
the very large amount of $1,980 was paid to the clerk of
works when there was only 816,000 paid the contractor.
Mr. Arkell does not appear at all in the report of 1883
as clerk of works. I do not know why ho did not appear
in that report, and I called the attention of theR oue
to that fact last year. In this year's report I find
that his name appears. It may have been that ho has
since thon been appointed clerk of the works and did not
a pear as such be re, as ho had reoeived no pay prior to
tat time. I hope the Government will proceed with all
despatch to get the buildings completed, and at the same
time Iwould desire to see here done what it has been the
custom to do in other places where the Government put up
publie buildings, namely, make provision for laying a pave-

Mr. Wumson.

mI

à ment in front of the building. We have given the Govern-
r ment the advantage of grading and thus relieved them from
- that necessity; and as it is advisable we should have cor-
r rect time kept by the Government in the future, I would
, mention to the hon. the Minister of Public Works the pro.
- priety of placing in the tower built for the purpose a very

good clock.
1 Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You want to go on tick.
,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. When I saw my hon. friend
3 in hie seat, I folt sure ho would call my attention to that

matter this, as ho did last year. I am very much pleased to
tell him that the work is proceeding very well now and will
be completed in a very short time. The delay occasioned in
the construction of the building was not due to the contractor
or the Government or their employés. The contractor had

e made a contract with parties to furnish him with the stone
required, and I think the hon. gentleman will admit that
the quality of the stone is a very good one; but the party
who agreed to furnish the stone was delayed or disappainted
and could not furnish it in time, thus ocoasioning delay.
Of course when we begin with a certain kind of
stone we must finish with the same kind in order
that the building may be throughout of the same color,
and that the upper part may not bè of such color
as would disfigure the structure. The hon; gentleman
speaks of the clerk of works. Well, the clerk of works,
hie predocessor, was a representative of the county. It
shows the representatives of that county are men to be
trusted, and perhaps the hon. gentleman himseolf may some
day or other occupy this trustworthy position. As to the
price paid per day, it was that paid for a trusted man or
one having special aptitude for this work, and is not an
excessive rate. The hon. gentleman now suggests a few
different improvements. He suggests that there should be
a sidewalk. Well, it is likely a sidewalk will go with the
building as le generally the case with ali buildings of some
importance. As the building does not pay any revenue to
the town, we may give it a good sidewalk, and I do not sup-
pose, though the county has the advantage of being repre.
sented by the hon. gentleman, we will make a different rale
in this case. As to the clock, this matter will have to be
considered.

Mr. MILLS. It takes time.

Sir HECTOR L&ANGEVIN. I cannot say whether we
will give the time to the hon. gentleman in St. Thomas;
but at all events the suggestion has been made from differ-
ont quarters. The building, however, not having been
completed, I do not think the matter should be laid before
my colleagues now; but it will be considered when the
building is about being completed. The papers will be
brought down.

Mr. CASE Y. I am:astonished to hear the hon. Kinister
say that no unusual rice has been paid for the services of
Mr. Arkell as clerk ofworks on this building. On looking
at the Public Account I find h. was paid $1,980 previous tu
the first of .une, 1884, and apparently for the ear 1883-84,
as it was put in the accounts for that year. e hon. gen-
tleman appears to be under the impression that Mr. Arkell
reoeived only $3 a day for the number of days ho was
employed. $1,980 i a great deal more than $3 a day
for one year ; that would only bring the amount to about
$900, or less than one-half that paid. Or if you take it that
Mr. Arkell only got 83 a day and that this amount paid
was for all the time ho was engaged on the works, it would
carry hie engagement back two years and two months-in
fact to the time hoe sat in this House. The hon. Minister
muet be misinformed as to the rate.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No; he wu paid for the
Mime he was employed.
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Mr. CASEY. Then he was employed during the time he

sat here as a member.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think not.

Mr. CASEY. 81,980, total payment, made up at $3 per
day, would give 660 days, or two years and two months of
working days, which would bring the employment back,
dating from the last of June, 1884, to the time this House was
last in Session in 1882, previous to the general elections,
when Mr. Arkell was still a member. I do not suppose he was
paid at that time, and I presume the Minister has been misin-
formed as to the rate of bis pay. But, when I compare the
salary of Mr. Arkell with that of other clerks of works
in the year 1883-84, I find that he las received $700 more
than any other clerk of works in the whole.Dominion of
Canada, engaged on any buildings whatever. The services
of Mr. Arkell were considered to be worth $700 more than
the services of any other clerk of works, and not only so,
but, when I compare the works on which he was engaged
with works of the same importance elsewhere, I find very
grave discrepancies. The nearest comparison I can find is the
Dominion buildings at St.Catharines, on which 816,300 were
spent,while 816,580 were spent on the buildings at St.Thomas;
but the clerk of works at St. Catharines was paid only
$150, while at St. Thomas he was paid 81,980. It is evident
that a very different scale of remuneration prevails in St.
Catharines from that which prevails in St. Thomas. At
another place, Clifton, 817,300 werespent on the works and
only $637 on the clerk of the works. If I go a little farther
and refer to larger sums, the discrepancy is still more re-
markable. I find that the clerk of works who looked after
the building of the Manitoba Penitentiary, near Winnipeg-
and that is a place where living is supposed to be pretty dear
-a building on which $38,880 were spent, was paid $145.60
for his services. The clerk who looked after the works at
Hamilton, on which $89,730 were spent, was paid $1,28 1,
which is the nearest approach to Mr. Arkell's salary, being
$700 less, while six times as much money was spent on the
works under bis care. If we go again to the North-West,
I find that the large sum of $122,837 was expended on the
Parliament buildings in Winnipeg. The expenditure of this
money was looked after by no less than three
clerks, one receiving $1,000, one $500, and a third $200,
the whole three receiving $1,700, or $280j less than Mr.
Arkell got for looking after the expenditure of $16,580 in
St. Thomas. I think the hon. the Minister must admit that
he as adopted a very different scale of remuneration in
these different cases, and I can only draw one conclusion,
that there is some special virtue in connection with the
constituency of East Elgin, which confers not only distinc-
tion but special capacity for public service on those who
have at some time or other represented it. As Mr. Arkell
is not a man of any special previous experience in this
kind of work, and considering that he spends most of bis
time, in the autumn and winter at all events, in buying
grain at a point twelve or fifteen miles distant from St.
Thomas, it cannot be imagined that his excessive pay is due
to any special aptitude in the man himself, or to any special
attention which ho pays to the work, but that the special
pay is due to the exceptional virtue conferred upon him by
his having at one time represented that remarkable riding
Of East Blgin, a virtue which bas made bis services worth
$700 more than those of any other similar official in the
Dominion, and ton or twelve times as much as officials who
have superintended the expenditure of several times as
much money elsewhere.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I think the hon. the Minister ought
to give the date of the first payment to this person. I do
not think the hon. gentleman can pass those remarks in
silence, There is a grave charge made of over payment,
and the date should be given,

U

81
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have not the date of the

payments, bit this motion asks for the papers, and the date
will be given in those papers when they come down. If a
question had been placed on the Orders, I would have given
the answer.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I suppose the hon. gentleman was
reading from a document in his hands.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I had this note about the
delay that had occurred. The hon. gentleman had called the
attention of the Department to that, and I .thought he
would speak of it to-day, and therefore I asked the officer of
my Departmont togive me a statement about the delay that
had occurred, which resulted, as I mentioned just now, from
the failure of the party who was to furnish the stone to the
contractor to give it at the proper time.

Mr. CASEY. I would suggest that the date of payment
should be added to the Return.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Of course I will give that.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman will, of course, see

that the statement he has made is entirely irreconcilable
with the Public Accounts in regard to this matter. Ho has
stated that this gentleman is paid $3 a day.

Sir IECTOR LANGEVIN. $90 a month.
Mr. BLAKE. We count Sundays as well ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That is $3 a day. It is

always done in that way.
Mr. BLAKE. I dare say it is always donc, but I am glad

to know it, because when we talked of 83 a day for a sur-
veyor of works, I supposed it is paid for the days on which
he surveyed thom, and I presumed that he went to church
on Sundays. That is $1,080 a year. The accounts show a
payment to this gentleman of $1,980 in the year, which is
very nearly double what he should have received according
to the hon. Minister's statement. I think, as my hon. friend
from East York (Mr. Mackenzie) has said, that calls for
some explanation.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I will give the time from
which he was employed and the amount of money ho re-
ceived every month up to the last date.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I am informed this gentleman is
not a mechanic at alI Who recommended him for this
position?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. His services in this
House recommended him, and nothing else, I say the facts
vwhich were disclosed and discussed in reference to this
matter before require the attention of the House. Hore is
an expenditure of $16,000, and $2,000 is paid to an ex-
member of the House who knows nothing whatever, I have
been informed, and it was stated before in this bouse, about
the practical details of the post of clerk of works, but
he gets the $2,000 of the public money for superintending
an expenditure of $16,000. These are the facts as they ap-
pear, and they are not disputed by the Minister.

Motion agreed to.

INSPECTION OF BANKS.

Mr. C &SGRAIN. I had occasion some time ago to call
the attention of the Government by putting a question
whether it was their intention lo introduce some measure
during this Session in order to get a botter supervision of
banks and banking institutions. They answered that it was
not their intention to do so, at any rate during the present
Session. Now, I think that, under the different circum-
stances which have appeared lately before the public eon.
cerning banks, some legislation is required better than that
which we have now, in order to give more security to the
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public. It is true that a bank may be considered a private should pass a measure which would give to the i&nriister of
institution. To a certain extent it is, but, looking at it in Justice or the Finance Minister a direct supervision over
a broader light, it is a public institution, and so much .so these banks, and give power to etiquir into. the stat of
that to-day the banks are obliged to furnish to the Govern- their affaira. Of course, the information might be consid-
ment certain returns. Well, these returns are not sufficient ered confidential by the Governmenit in case thé Partieular
to guarantee the public as to the accuracy of the figures. I bank was in a good condition, and then it would not be
need not go very far back to show to the Minister of Finance necessary to publish the affairs of the bank; but the
that a deposit that ho had in one of these banks is to-day in moment the affaira of a bank appear to be unsound the
a very precarious situation, and that also a deposit fact should be divulged so that publie misfortune may be
made in the same bank by the Local Legislature prevented. There is another point. If a man is appointed
of Quobec is also in a very perilous position. Now, if as bank director ho must consider his office as one of
that particular bank had given a true and reliable return, trust; ho is not to be appointed a director in order to
surely it would have been the duty, both of the Local forward his own private interests to the bank's detriment,
Government of the Province of Quebec and of the Govern- but ho must consider his position as one of trust in which
ment of the Dominion, to make no deposit in that bank. I hoeis to manage the business for the benefit of the share-
consider that some kind of legislation ought to be had holders. le ought not to be a debtor of the bank to more
further to secure the public interest. The public are some. than the actual amount of his stock in that bank-a thing
times deceived by these returns. In one instance the stock that has cccurred in many instances. If we look at the
of a certain bank was stated by the Government returns to returns of the different banking institutions we find the
be worth some 170 or 175 per cent., but when the true state directors too often are large borrowers of the funds of the
of the bank's affairs came to be known those figures bank, and in such cases, of course, they look to their own
dwindled down to about 60. It la true, it may boeaid that private interests first and afterwards to the interests of the
it is the fault of the shareholders who sometimes elect men shareholders. I maintain that it would be for the interests
as directors who ought not to be confided with that trust. of the country at the present moment that we should have a
But the shareholders may have elected as directors men law which would secure the public and the shareholders. I
whom they believe to be worthy, but who turn out after- therefore move:
wards to be diahonest. Now, if these men are guilty of That it is expedient that some meaure be adopted for securing by
misappropriation of funds, or of other delinquencies, they legislation a better supervision and inspection of banks.
ought to e brought before the tribunals-of the country; and
it is with that view that I intend to press this motion and If the Government do not take up the matter themselves I
to take the opinion of the House upon it. For instance, shall undertake myself te do the best I eau in that direction.
there should be a measure which would guard the share. Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I listened with a great deal
holders and prevent the bank directors from endorsing, for of interest to the speech of the hon. mover of the resolution,
some of their patrons or some of their friends, to a large supposing that ho would indicate the course that should be
extent I consider that to be a breach of trust, and I afirm pursued in order to guarantee the interest of the publie and
to this House that such has been done repeatedly, and such of the stockholders. But I failed to gather-perhaps be.
breach of trust ought to be punished, Moreover, Sir, these cause I did not hear distinctly all ho said-I failed to gather
banks very often contain funds which are the only from him much information relative to the system that ho
means of widows and orphans, and such funds would propose to adopt if he introduced a measure upon
ought teobe protected by the Government. I know that this subject. The suggestions made by the hon. membor
in the Province of Quebec bank stocks are considered to be were such suggestions as would be made on an amendment
immoveable property which tutors and guardians have no being proposed to the Banking Act, controlling the direc-
rlght to sell, and therefore there is a security for minors, tors as to their using the funds of the bank and various
which, I think, ought to be extended all over the Dominion. matters of like character, rather than with respect to the
Look at the generai credit of our banks for the last twenty security of the stockholders and the public, to whom the
years or se. Previous to that time our banks enjoyed a bon. gentleman particularly referred. Ho thought it was
good credit all over the country and were on a solid founda- desirable that the Government should be clothed with the
tion; but since that time we have a long list of losses by power to send some officer to visit the different banks in the
banks who have been doing a bad business, of failures and country, and if the condition of a bank was good, to say
disasters. The public loses in these respects have been nothing about it, but if bad, to take such steps as would
very severe, and I think they might have been prevented expose its condition. The difficulty that would arise
by sound legislation. Look at the Bank of Upper Canada, if the Government under any circumstances-unless,
for instance. What has become of its assets ? I dare say indeed, they were of a very extraordinary and
there are many * members on the floor of this House whose peculiar nature -sont an officer to inspect a bank, was obvi-
families have lost through that bank. I will not say what ous. The very fact of its being known, no matter how
was the cause of it, but 1 think politics had sormething to strong the bank might bo, that the Government had sent an
do with it at the time. What has become of the City Baik, officer to examine into its condition, would be most damag-
and of the Federal Bank ? What bas become of the stock ing to its interest, especially so if the Government adopted
of the Jacques Cartier Bank, of the Banque Ville Marie, of the suggestion of the hon. member, to say nothing about
the Banque du Peuple? The latter has roduced its capital the resuit. Thi is a question of great importance, I admit,
to one-half. Thon there is the Mechanics' Bank and the and when we were amending the Banking Act a few years
Metropolitan Bank, and very likoly there are others. ago, it was discussed very fully by the Government and by

Mr. VAIL. The Consolidated Bank. gentlemen, both bank directors and others. There are
various difficulties in the way. If we had, as in the United

Mr. BOWELL. And the ol Commercial Bank. States, national banks, with comparatively small capital,
]&r. CASQRAIN. Well, what las become of the assets doing a business in the locality where they were establishod,

of all these banks to-day? Twenty years ago all our withont having a large number of branches in different
banking institutions were on a solid basis, but to-day we parts of the country, it would becomparatively easy to
anust say that many of them are not on a solid beais. have au inspection, as is done in the United States by the
WelI, Sir, I think that sound legiulation would prevent a comptroller of currency or by bis representative; but dis-
recurrence of the disaters which have fallen upon the culty has been found even in the United States, for we know
unfortunate shareholders and the country. I think we that an inspection has been made and a favorable report

Mr. Cseamn.
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submitted with respect to the condition of a bank, and six
months afterwards the bank has been in difficulties, and the
persons who trusted the bank had lost money.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Who waswrong, the inspector or the
Government ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. If an Act were passed by
Parliament to-morrow authorizing the inspection of banks,
and the Government officer visited a bank and made a
report that the business was sound and in good condition,
and six months afterwards the bank became involved in
financial trouble, who would be held responsible. The
Government would be held responsible. It would be said
that we deposited money there, we took the notes f reely-
the Government has provided that notes must be first paid
in advance of all other claims-we deposited money there
at a high rate of interest because the Government had
reported favorably on the bank; and, no doubt, people
would come to Parliament for compensation, because they
had deposited money on the certificate of the inspector. It
is an exceedingly difficult question, and hon. members who
have anything to do with banking business know that even
if the Government secured the best man in the country for
the position of inspector, he might be acquainted with the
standing of the Merchants Bank in Montreal, but ho could
form a very vague opinion of the character of the securities
in its different branches throughout the Dominion, and in
this way it is much more difficult to provide for
inspection than it otherwise would be. There are
those who object to inspection, and say, why inspect
banks more than other companies ? The Government has
secured persons holding the circulation. But if a: person
will deposit money at 5 or 6 per cent. on a higher rate,
because a particular bank is disposed to give more than
other banks, it is a matter for the parties themselves to
consider, as they would do if they were dealing with any
other corporation. That is an objection pressed by many
who object to bank inspection. But while this subject was
under discussion the Government endeavored to ascertain
whether we could, in addition to guaranteeing the circula-
tion, secure a system of efficient inspection, because ineffi-
cient inspection is worse than no inspection; and the Gov-
crnrment, after considering the matter and hearing the argu.
monts pro, and con, decided that, as the difficulties were so
great, they would not ask Parliament to establish inspec-
tion. I know that this matter bas again been pressed on
the Government during the last two or three months, but
surrounded as the question is with so many difficulties the
Government authorised me to state, in answer to a question
put by the hon. gentleman who las moved this motion, that
iL was not the intention of the Government to introduce a
measure in regard to bank inspection, at all events during
the present Session.

Mr. HESSON. This is a'question of very considerable
importance, and to a great extent I agree with what lias
fallen from the Minister of Finance in regard to the danger
which would arise from improper inspection. If the Gov-
ernment found that a bank required inspection and they
adopted the suggestion of the hon. member who las moved
this motion, there is no doubt that the bank would be
damaged by it. I cannot but feel that the injury or evil
arising out of the banking system might be very largely
mitigated if the Government would adopt what may be re-
garded as a very rash policy at the first glance, but one to
whieh I fu!ly believe this country will come sooner or later,
and that is to withdraw from the chartered banks the priv-
ilege of circulating their own bills. I am satisfied that until
the Government adopts that policy, until they give the banks
to understand that when their charters lapsed that privilege
will be withheld in future, and the Government will take
the whole of the paper issue into their own charge, the evil
will go on, and go on increasing, as my friend bas pointed out,

to the injury of the stockholders and depositors and also the
unfortunate bill-holders. I do not see why any institutions
should possess that privilege simply because they make a
demand for it. It is quite sufficient that people should have
to risk deposits, if they have the good fortune to be able to
make deposits, but it is another thing that men drawing
their weekly or monthly wages, should be called upon to
sufer loss on the circulation of the bank, and that capitalists
should be able to buy up the circulation and make large
profits out of the unfortunate note holders who are unable
to wait until the assets of the bank are realised. The time
bas come for a change, and on the termination of the pre.
sent bank charters the Government should take on them.
selves the responsibility of issuing the whole of the paper
circulation of the country.

Mr. IVES. I do. not agree with the mover of this
resolution in his view that bank inspection would be of
practical advantage. In fact, my observation has taught
me that in the United States, where it is possible, it has
been anything but effective ; and I think with the Finance
Minister, that here it is hardly possible. The inspector by
the time he bad inspected the head office would have to go
to the different branches, and it would be quite possible for
a dishonest manägement to deceive the inspector, and to
furnish him with paper or notes at the different branches
which would verify the returns, whereas it might be trans.
ported from the head office to the branches, or from one
branch to another. If directors and managers of banks are
not competent and boneFt it is impossiblefor any inspection
wo could adopt, or which the Government might attempt
to carry into effect, to be effective. But I think there are
some particulars as to which the Banking Act might be
amended in the direction of improving the security of the
publie, and one particular to which I would like to call the
attention of the Finance Minister,if he contemplates amend.
ing the Act is this : that a more stringent provision might
be made, obliging the directors of banks to dispose of
immoveable or chattel property which may fall into their
bands. It is well known that it is quite common for
directors of banks, when property falls into their hands,
to hold it for years, and to put it down in their state-
ment of assets at exactly "what it cost them, when in
reality it is not worth one third or one half its cost. It
appears year aftor year in their statement of assets; the
public know nothing about it; the managers and directors
do know, but it appears in their statement at a
fictitious value. This is a matter which regulates
the dividends paid by banks, and I believe there are cases
in which banks are made weaker by paying dividends
which they have not earned, by reason of the fctitious
value of these assets, whereas, if this property were not
held, and they were compelled to write off the losses, the
public would be aware of their extent, and the bank would
not be weakened by having to pay dividends on more than
the actual value of their assets. I think a provision obliging
banks to sell all such property within a certain time, for
whatever it may bring, would result in our getting annually
a more accurate account of the standing of the banks than
we can at present. Our large institutions, doing business
all over the country, in the course of years, accumulate a
large amount of property which they find it difficult to sell,
which they are loath to sell at the prices they are able to
obtain for it; they do not care to acknowledge that they
have sold it for les than they paid, and they therefore carry
it on and it appears at the price which it cost them, and
the result is that they pay higher dividends than they are
able to pay. They pay more than they should pay, sud
they grow weaker for that reason. I do not meaù to say
that such provision as I have suggested would b a panacea,
but I think it would beuone of the best amendments which
could be made to the Banking Act.
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Mr. CHARLTON. It strikes me. that the suggestion of
my hon. friend from Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives), that
banks should be obliged to dispose ofreal estate and chattel
property which may come into their hands, is a strong argu.
ment in favor of the proposition of the hon. gentleman at
my side (Mr. Casgrain), that there should be some kind of
inspection of banks. The argument advanced by the
Finance Minister that such inspection would be damaging to
our banking institutions would not have, I think, very much
force, if thge law provided for a periodical and regular
inspection of all banks, as the law should provide. There
may be difficulties attending the inspection of banks, but
this is a matter of detail. If it is necessary and proper that
the affairs of banks should be inspected, it rests with the
Government or those who settle the details of the Bill to.
grapple with the question as to the difficulties of inspection.
Therecaube no doubt that the inspection clauses of .the
National Banking Law of the United States have been
effective, and have been a great guarantee of protection to
the public of that country.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Was it in the case of Ward & Ward ?

Mr. CHARLTON. My hon. friend reminds me of Ward
& Ward. But thoirs was not a national bank ; they
were a firm of brokers on Wall street. It is true
that many national banks in the United States have
come to grief, after the inspectors had pronounced them
solvent, but this bas been caused by perjury and con-
cealment on the part of .the officers of the bank, the result
of robbery. But there can be no doubt whatever that
the affairs of the several thousands of national banks of the
United States are kept in proper order, that they are pre-
vented by the national inspection from embarking in specu-
lations, which they would be likely to embark in but for
that inspection. It is not necessary that the inspector
should judge as to the character of the securities or the
business paper in the hands of the bank; and certain pro-
visions might be arranged for, as, for instance, prohibiting
the directors from borrowing more than a certain sum of
money in proportion to their stock; preventing banks from
lending on a single line of discount, beyond a certain propor-
tion of their stock; and various salutary restrictions might
be provided, and the only way of securing the observance of
these restrictions would be by an efficient system of inspec-
tion. 1 believe that such a syetem is imperatively called for.
I believe many of our banks-in fact, we know that many of
them-have been unsound, have been proved insolvent, and
in many cases I believe the business of these banks, under
proper restriction and inspection, would bave been kept in
a position of preventing such calamities. I take pleasure in
seconding the motion, believing that some properly devised
measure for the iispection of banks would have a salutary
effect on the public credit, conducing to the interests of
those who have to do with the banks as borrowers, or who
make the banks their creditors by becoming depositors in
them.

Mr. BLAKE. There are no doubt certain difficulties in
the way of making a system of inspection effective, particu.
larly in the respect to which the hon. Finance Minister
has alluded. Notwithstanding, my own opinion is that
these difficulties onight to he grappled with, and that the
present condition of our banking system lias demonstrated
that it is very unsatisfactory. We have had, as my hon.
friend from L'slet (Mr. Casgrain) has pointed out, a very
great series of catastrophies ; and we find in tracing these
cases that the returnsin almost all of them-made, I believe,
under the sanction, if not by Order of this Parliament-have
been returns which cannot be characterised as otherwise
than false. There are returns made which it is impossible
&o reconcile with honesty and attention to the concerns of
the bank. Bither there was a gross want of attention or

Mfr. Ivis,

there was dishonesty on the part of the officials
who made the returns. Now we are rcsponsible in
that regard. We offer to the public at present a
certain security. We say: We have provided for re.
turns, and these returns are published from time te time
in the Official Gazette, and they come before
you, and they show you the condition of the banks ; we
publish them in order that the public may be informed
and may judge of them. But we know-I do net at
all say in all the banks-but we know from time te time,
in the institutions which have broken down, that these
returns have been really falsified; therefore, the evils
which the hon. gentleman adverts te, of a pailiamentary
security given te the public-which turns eout te be
fallacious-exists at the prosent day, but existe in a manner
and te an extent which requires teobe considered. Now,
I would make a practical suggestion on that subject.
I maintain that the Government, with reference to these
measures, ought to see to it that the criminal law is, in the
first place, in a proper condition te take hold of those wbo
are guilty of these falsifications, and, secondly, te see that
the provisions of the criminal law are enforced. I am not
now discussing the constitutional question of criminal pro.
cedure and criminal jurisdiction; we know that in election
cases provision has been made for the Attorney-General
taking part in the prosecutions or arranging them; but in
some way or other it ought teobe made plain that the
power of this Legislature is intended teobe exercised in the
vindication of the law in cases in which that law has been
abused. Up to this time the instances of its abuse and the
instances of punishment for that abuse contrast in a very
unsatisfactory manner, and nothing is more unfortunate
than that a law should be a dead letter. Yen tell the
public that these returns are made under the sanction of an
oath, and yet they are falsified; and it turns out now that
much may be done and is done in the direction of.falsifi-
cation, and very little punishment seems te follow. With
reference to the observation which the hon. gentleman
made, as te the responsibility of the Government, it seems
te me open to a very strong comment. He says, Yeu send
your inspector out, and he visite the bank and reports that
it is all right, and if, six months afterwards, the bank fails
te whom does the pu bliec look ? IL cornes te the Govern-
ment, and he says the Government are responsible. But I
would ask the hon. Minister whether it is net a greater
guarantee te the public of the confidence of the Government
in a banking institution, that the Government deposits its
money to the extent of hundreds of thousands of dollars in
that institution-whether the fact that the Dominion Gov-
ernment had deposited with the bank is net, te depositors,
to note-holdere, to shareholders, and to alil concerned, a
guarantee of its solvency of a much more pointed character
than t he more return of an inspecter; and yet, under our
present law, as the hon. gentleman administers that law,
he gives a guarantee which costa to private individuals who
rely upon it, I do not know how much, and us also, large
sums of moncy. So, it seems to me, with reference te the
doctrine which the hon. gentleman bas laid down, of the
responsibility of the Government to the public for these
declarations of the inspector of the solvency cf banks, that
a very strong comment is te be made as to his own conduct
in dealing with insolvent banks and fraudulen t roturns. Now,
the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) has sug-
gested that we should take care that the banks should realise
their dead assets. Of course, it would be a good thing if we
could compel them te de so. It would also be a good thing if
we could compel them to abstain from nmaking these big ne-
counts which they make, and which are really the cause of
their difficulties-the creation of credits of immense magni-
tude, out of proportion te their resources. In such cases,
the person to whom the credit is granted, and who is carry-
ing on a gigantic business, reaps all the advantage and the

84



COMMONS IDEBATESI
bank all the disadvantage, in the event of misfortune. It
would be a good thing if we could restrict banks in making
these large accounts, and compel them to realise their
assets. But you cannot do it. What would happen if you
tried to compel a bank to realise its real property which it
had taken for a debt ? * It would simply happen that the
bank would keep the security in a mortgage instead of in an
absolute deed, until such time as it could be realised. You
cannot interfere with the internal economy of these banks
in that way. There are modes of evading such interference,
as there are modes of evading the provision of the law
which limite the credits of directors; for it does sometimes
happen that more money goes to the credit of a director
than the Banking Act allows. It seems to me that such
restrictions would be ineffective; but something might be
done to effect a more vigorous application of the law to
those who make these roturne, and the hon. gentleman
might draw some instruction from the observations which
have been made and which condemn hie practice in the
past,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The remarks of the hon.
gentleman are more directed to the expediency of amending
the Banking Act and having a supervision, so far as super.
vidion could be had, and pnnishing banks making false re-
turne under the Bank Act. Well, if the present Bank
Act is not stringent enough, and the powers given to punish
banks making false or fraudulent returns are insufficient,
that question is well worthy of consideration; but that is not
the motion made by the hon. gentleman. The motion
made is:

" That it is expedient that some measure be adopted for securing by
legislation a better supervision uand inspection of banks."
Now, I tbink my hon. friend the' Minister of Finance has
given a satisfactory answer to that proposition, that it
would not be effective, that it would mislead the public,
and would be of little practical value. In the United
States they have a system of inspection, which has failed
in very many instances. We have no system of Govern-
ment inspection in the same sense in Canala; yet I take it
that the proportion of failures in Canada does not exceed
the proportion of failures in the United States. But
besides, as my hon. friend has stated, the oppori uni ties for
an effective inspection in the United States are infinitely
greater than in Canada, owing to the difference in the two
systems. The banks in the United States, as a general
rule, especially in the State of New York, with which we
are more intimately concerned in matters of trade, have a
small capital, running from $50,000 to 8100,000, and so on.
They are email private banks, doing business in a limited
area; and an astute inspector sent to inspect a bank in any
village or town in which it may be situated, has an oppor-
tunity of examining its securities-the commercial paper
and other securities-and enquiring as to the standing of
the various customers of the bank. He can only approxi-
mately arrive at a correct valuation, but he can do so ap-
proximately. But how can we arrive at a valuation of
the assets of a bank having fifty or sixty agencies ? The
hon, member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives),
would submit to inspection the branches of a bank.
If it be impossible to have an effective examination and to
have anything like an efficient valuation of the assets of a
bank, and if there cannot be an efficient valuation of those
assets, the fact of an inspection merely misleade the public.
They will, rightly or wrongly, put confidence in the Govern.
ment's inspection.. They will say: Well, the Government
has just inspected this bank, it is all right, and we can
make our deposits in it. The hon. gentleman spoke about
the Government strengthening banks by making deposits.
Well, it is sometimes in the interests of the Goverument,
and the Government have no interest, except that of the
public, to do so. It as been, in my experience, looking

back, found requisite or expedient by several governments,
in times of great depression, to prevent universal ruin,
universal panic, to come to the help of some of the banking
institutions. Those hon. gentlemen who have lived as long
as I have will, if they look back, find that governments
have, on occasion, prevented universal panic by acting in
concert with strong banking institutions, in helping to sus.
tain banks which were not quite so strong. That bas hap.
pened and will happen everywhere. It bas happened in
England where governments have come to the rescue of
the Bank of England, in times of panie, to prevent a
run on the bank. Every government must, of course, act
on its own responsibility, to the best of its judgment, in
coming promptly to the protection of the commercial -nd
financial world and the people generally. If they make
mistakos they are liable to animadversion, but no govern-
ment ought to deprive itself of the power of assuming that
position in times of great depression, great commercial
distress and panic. Now the hon. gentleman from the west
riding of Durham (Mr. Blake) makes certain suggestions
which, as I have already said, are of value, and the Minister
of Justice will, I have no doubt, look over the Banking Act
and direct his attention particularly to this one point, that
the returns should be carefully considered as they are
made, so that if the law be not sufficiently effective now,
most stringent measures should be adopted, on the criminal
side of the law, to punish all parties who make false or mis-
loading returns, and that faults of omission in returns
should be considered equally criminel with falts of positive
mistake. I think that is worthy of consideration, and I
hope, after this discussion. my hou. friend will not considor
it requisite to press his motion to division

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not entirely
disposed to dissent from what the hon. the First Minister
bas said, but I think ho will agree with me that theint.r.
ference of the Government for the purpose of protecting a
particular bank or particular banks is a moet extreme
measure, only justifiable under mobt extreme circumstances
-in times, as I think he said, of extreme depression or
panie, or for the purpose of averting ext eme depreesion
or extreme panic. It ought to be guarded carefully and
exercised under a sense of heavy responsibility. I am not
at all sure that an Act of indemnuity ought not to be applied
for, and most undoubtedly it ought~to be considered as being
in the highest degree an act done on the responsibility of the
Executive, to be guarded with all possible precautions-
Orders in Council and the like. That point we may
have an opportunity of discussing on other occasions;
but now, with respect to the matter more particularly in
hand, I think the case stands somewhat thus: There have
been, unfortunately, very great scandals connectod with the
failures of certain recent banks, and there is a general im-
pression on the public mind that there has been a faiture of
justice, that bank directors and bank presidents, and other
persons connected with banks, have failed most signally in
their duty, and no proper means exist for punishing thera.
That is the popular impression, whether correctly founded or
not. I recognise, as fully as the hon. gentleman, or as the
hon. the Finance Minister can, that there is great difficulty in
obtaining adequate inspection. I do not see myself how
any Government inspector, or set of inspectors, could arrive
at any fair idea of the value of the discounts of these large
banks. I admit that is a very great difficulty. I am not
certain, however, that more care might not be taken, or
that the inspection might not be judiciously used for the
purpo2o of ascertaining whcther, discounts apart, the regu-
lations laid down by our Banking Act are complied with;
but of this I am very sure, that in practice, at any rate,
our criminal law requires to be strengthened. Acts
have been shown to have been committed by persons en-
trusted with the funds of shareholders and depositors which
ought to have received severe punishment. In England
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and the United States acts of a like nature have received ex.
tremely severe punishment; and though I do not think there
is need that one criminal law should be amended, I think
in this and many other cases there is urgent need that the
Government of this country should take stops, at an early
day. to endeavor to extradite criminals of this kind. That
would be a very important additional safeguard to all our
banking institutions. On the whole, I dare say, my hon.
friend having obtained an interesting discussion on this
subject sand been the means of eliciting some very valuable
suggestions with reference to it, might comply with the
request of the hon. the First Minister, though that is for
him to decide. I hope the Finance Minister and the First
Minister,whn.having been Minister ofJustice in formeryears,
iR especially able to take charge of this matter-having had
great expArience in banking matters in the olden time-
will ennsid-r the suggestions of mv hon. friend, with the
view of strenigthening the criminal law, and will not disre-
gard my own sunggtinn. that the immediate extension of the
extridition treatv will be of great value to all the depositors
and shareholders in this community.

Sir.JOhN A MAC DONAL D. I have, T think, indicated
to the Hense that there is an Extradition Treaty now being
negotiated hetween England and the United States, which I
bore will #ome to fruition. and 1 believe, if so, it wil[ cover
every real offender against the criminal law.

Mr. IVES. I quite agree with the hon. the leader of the
Opposition. that it would be difficult t- formulate a provision
in the wav of an amendment of the Banking Act that would
prevent dirctors of banks from evading the provision re-
quiring fhem to d spose of their dead &nd ineffective assets,
but I still think it would be quite possible to do it. I be-
lieve his difficulty about changing the ownership for a
mortgage would be got over by obliging then to sell such
assets for cash. If we had a provision of that kind, which
would clear off the dead and ineffective assets, and an amend-
ment to the criminal law which might bring about
more care on the part of the directors, the two work-
ing together would do good; but it would be very eay, under
any amendment to the criminal law, for the dirertors to
hide themselves behind ineffective and dead assets and
rake their statements really show what they declare in
returns to the Government.

Motion negatived.

RAILWAY COMMUNICATION WITH OTTAWA.

Mr. LANDERKIN moved for:

Return showingrthe amount contributed to the Canada Central Rail-
way bptwpen Ottawa and Brockville, either by the Government of Can-
sda, the Provincial Government of Ontario, or by the muniaipalities
alone the line of railway. Alao for similar returns concerning the Ottawa
and St. Lawrence Railway from Ottawa to ?rescott; together with the
conditions npon which such grants were made to both railways ; also
statement showing the present train service on both lines of railway.

le said: My attention was called to this subject in coming
io Ottawa. I found that the train service on one of those
lines at least was very different from what it formerly was.
I might state, for the information of the louse, that on the
trip coming down on the Grand Trunk Railway, we started
from Toronto at ton o'clock at night and reached Brook-
ville, a distance of nearly 225 miles, in about seven hours.
We then took the train at Brockville, and did not reachc
Ottawa until eleven, so that it took us almost as long to
come the distance of 70 miles as to come the distance of
225 miles. We had no delays or accidents on the short
road. The train was.apparently a mixed train. I under-
stand nothing but mixed trains run on the lino; that the
express trains that formerly ran on that lino and on the
Ottawa'and St. Lawrence lino have been taken off; that the
service las altogether degenerated, and I want to ascertain,
in the interests of the people of this country, what amount

Sir Bic.AIa CARTWaET.

of interest the people had invested in this road, what amount
of interest the Govern ment of Canada had invested in this
road, what amount of interest the Government of Ontario
had invested in this road. I want to see why it is that the
vested rights of the people, if they have any vested rights,
are not respected. Hon. members of this House are well
aware that, perhaps, there has been no Session-there has
been none, in my recollection-when our mails have been
received so irregularly as during this Seesion. We cannot
count, with any degree of cortainty, upon receiving our
mails atastated period. Formerly the trains wore on time,
the mails were regularly received, the connection was good
and there was very little to complain of. They used to
have regular connections between the trunk linos and the
local roads which were doing public service for the muni-
cipalities in which they were constructed. I want to know
how much the difference is due to the change of policy in
the management of these roads. I would liko to know if it is
that which has been the means of causing our local railways
to fall into disuse, and the interests of these local railways
to be sacrificed, and the interesta of the people on those
roads to be neglected, as they are in many places. This is
only one instance. I have other instances in my mind, and
I may move for the papers in regard to them, in order to
cali the attontion of the House to the matter, not with
the view of complaint, but in order to see if we cannot get
a remedy. This country has aided very largely the Pacifie
Railway. It bas given very largely for the building,
maintenance and equipment of the Pacifie Railway, which
has absorbed these two linos. When it suits the con-
venience of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, they
will run the trains and the kind of trains they choose. with-
out consulting the interests, the convenience, or the well
being of the people on those linos of railway. Is there no
power to stop this sort of thing ? If the Government grant
largely to these roads, have they no control over them ?
Formerly, when these roads were under the control of the
municipalities, every member of this House will remember
the more efficient service we had on the St. Lawrence and
Ottawa, and on the Ottawa and Brockville roads. Tho
places that are served by these linos are no inconsiderable
places. The City of Ottawa and the country between
Ottawa and Brockville are served and acaommodated by
these roads. It is but natural that these people should take
a deep irterest in seeing if their local rights are
going to be overridden by a policy which took away the
local rights of the local railways, and centered them all in
Dominion lines. If this is one of the results of this
policy which was inaugurated here two or thrao Sessions
ago, it is well the people of this country shotld know it;
and if there is no protection for the people, no gtargntee
that the money they have invested in these roads will on-
sure them regular trains and efficient service, with a proper
rate of speed, thon it is time this flouse and the country
should know it. My attention was drawn to this matter
coming down, and it has since been drawn to it by the irre-
gularity of the mails that come hore, and I have folt it due
to myself and to the country to have it duly considered, so
that we may see if no remedy can be found for these locali-
ties whose linos have been absorbed by Dominion legisla-
tion. We may be told, perhaps, that the lessening of the
service is due to the greatidepression that exists in this
country; that.it is owing to the hard times that the traffic
bas fallen off; that there is no longer the necessity existing
for the continuance of those trains which we formerly had.
lu all the years gone by, except, I think, the last year,
these roads have been able to have several trains upon them,
with a large anmount of work to perform. If the state and
condition of the country is such that it cannot now afford to
keep up regular trains, that will run at some reasonable
rate of speed, thon of course it will be for us to complain.
We know that the Government who carried on the affaire
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of this country a few years agc, were charged with being
fies on the wheel, but during the time they were in power
they had to regulate tho trains on this road, they had the
work to perform and we had an efficient service on this
road. What has become of the flies now ? Where are the
fies now ?

Mr. IVES. They are in Opposition.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Yes, the fies have become so
numerous now that they have clogged the wheels of com-
merce, not only on these roads but on other roads. Now,
while I am speaking, there is another mtter I wish to bring
before the House. Last Session I drew the attention of the
Postmaster-General to the need of giving to that most
important line of railway from Stratford to Wiarton, two
maijs a day, and the hon, gentleman promised that he would
give the matter his earnest consideration, Ris considera-
tion has resulted in this, that now we have three trains a
week less on that road and only one service a day at noon,
and one the next day in the morning. In the days when
the fies were on the wheel we used to a have a mail every
morning, but now, since this enlightenied and liberal
policy was inaugurated, by which the industries of the
country were to be protected, we have a morning
service, and the next day we have no service
until noon. The empty trains have been taken off the
road. We appealed to the railway company about it, but
they say the condition of the trade of this country will not
warraDt them in keeping on the number of trains they for-
merly had, so they have been discontinued. Consequently
it was impossible, I presume, for the Postmaster-General, in
the depressed condition of the count'y, when it b came
necessary for the Grand Trunk iRailway Company to re-
move its trains-it was impossible for him, I suppose, to
give a better service to the large towns, the rapidly in-
creasing towns-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Rear, hear.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Yes, the towns are increasing, but
the service on the road is decreasing. Now, Mr. Speaker,
the attention of the Government having been called to this
matter, I hope they will bring down the papers, so that we
may be able to form an estimate of what amount the
people have given, what amount of vested interest they
bave in the road-so that we may be able to see if any
remedy can be provided by this House, whereby the vested
rights and interests of the people may be protected.

Mr. RYKERT. I am not aware that this House is bound
to pass resolutions for the personal convenience of hon.
members. Of course, it is very interesting to hear the hon.
gentleman complain of the inconvenience to which he was
subjected in coming to Ottawa; that is a matter, of course,
very interesting to himself and perhaps to others outside.
But I contend that in all resolutions moved in this House, the
hon. member making the motion should show to the House
some substantial reason why the resolution should be passed.
The hon. gentleman knows well that the returns in compli-
ance with resolutions, when made to the satisfaction of hon.
members, mean the expenditure of a large amount of money;
and if this motion were carried as it now stands, it would
involve the expenditure of a very considerable amount of
money. What I complain of is, that the hon. gentleman
should come to this House and ask for information which it
cannot be possessed of. If the hon. gentleman were as
studious about this matter as he is about other matters, he
would discover, upon reference to parliamentary documents,
that no money was ever granted to this railway company
between the points indicated. He would discover, also, that
his friends in the Ontario Legislature were the proper
parties to apply to for redress and for the information he
so much desires,

Mr. LANDERKIN. If the hon. gentleman will allow
me to explain, I would say there is an item in the railway
statistics of Canada where a grant is made to the Canada
Central of $1,444,000.

Mr. BOWELL. That is the extension of the Canada
Central to the Canadian Pacific.

Mr. RYKERT. If the hon. gentleman will only study the
railway history of Canada he will see quite a difference be.
tween the railway to which herefers and the Brockville and
Ottawa Railway. I say, if the hon. gentleman desires to
have the information ho speaks of, ho should apply to his
friends in the Ontario Legislature and thcy can give it to him.
If they cannot give it to him I can afford him all the infor-
mation ho requires. If we were to accept the resolution, as
moved by the hon. gentleman, we must admit thon, that
the Government of Canada has given money towards the
Brockville and Ottawa Railway Company. The hon. gentle-
man will recollect that some years ago a sum of money was
granted by the Local Legislature for a portion of the Canada
Central Railway, from Carleton Place to Sand Point-a sum
of SI19,00; but the hon. gentleman will not find that the
Government of .Canada ever voted a sum of money te
the Brockville and Ottawa Company. Ho will find that
some years ago a charter was asked and a Bill was
passed by the old Parliament of Canada, for the building of
a railway from the City of Quebec tø Lake Huron, passing
by the City of Ottawa, and following the lino of the
Ottawa River to Lake Huron. That was in 1856, so ho
will see that so far as this railway is concerned it cannot be
a local railway. At that time the Parliament of Canada, in
its wisdom, voted 4,000,000 acres of land to assist the
building of that railway. That charter expired, but in
186], there was aa Act passed through the Legislature,
which is called the Canada Central Railway Act, by means
of which a portion of that line originally proposed by the
Bill of 1856 was kept alive, and the land grant was, by
some extraordinary manœuvring, Sir, continued and recog.
nised, to a certain extent, for the building of that railway.
That charter also expired, but was subsequently revived in
part. Nothing was done, so far as that railway was
concerned, until some years afterwards, when the people
of Ottawa thought it would be a very good idea to raun
a road from this city to Carleton Place, a distance of
2c miles. They built that road and then leased a
portion of the Brockville and Ottawa Railway, from
Carleton Place to Sand Point, for 999 years, and called
that the Canada Central Railway. The original Act of
Parliament declared that that railway should run direct
from Quebec to Ottawa, and thence to Lake Haron, keep-
ing within 25 miles of the Ottawa River. They built a road
from Ottawa to Carleton Place, almost at right angles to
Brockville, and then leased a portion of the Brockville and
Ottawa Railway for 999 years, and called that the Canada
Central Railway Company, and they thought that caie
within the provisions of the Act. Well, Sir, what did they
do thon ? This company first applied to the Parliament of
Canada for aid, and it was not recognised. They then
applied to the Government of Sandfield Macdonald, in 1871,
but he refused to recognise them, and contended they had
no claim whatever for the 12,000 acres per mile. The con-
pany claimed, because they had built 28½ miles in the direc-
tion of Brockville, and had leased another portion of railway
at right angles to it and called it the Canada Central Railway
Company, they were, therefore, entitled to receive 342,000
acres of the best land in Ontario. Sandfield Macdonald re-
pudiated that claim. It was supported by tho Hon. Mr.
Scott, who was thon a momber of that Legislature, but the
claim was finally refused. When the Sandfield Macdonald
Government foll and the Hon. Mr. Scott was taken into the
Government, thon we find an Act was passed by the leader
of the Government-the leader of the Opposikon wa then
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at the head of the Government-by means of which the
company were enabled to sue the Province of Ontario-it
was called the Petition of Rights Act. That petition was
filed shortly afterwards, and the case was submitted to the
courts and tried. Three witnesses were called by the- railway
company and examined, but none were examined on the part
of the other side, and judgment went against the Province.
Some months after that, 1, in my place in the Ontario Legis.
lature, urged that justice had not been done to the Province,
and I asked Mr. Mowat to appeal the case. After a time
an appeal was made to the higher court; but instead of add.
ing additional evidence, instead of showing to the court
what the facts really were, as regards the position of the
railway and the franchise conferred by A-ts of Parliament,
they appealed from the decision on the facts presented to
the court, and that decision was confirmei. The result
was that judgment went against the Province for 342,000
acres of land. The hon. gentleman will ask: What con-
nection that has with this matter. I will show the hon.
member and the House the connection. Instead of the
Government of Canada having given a dollar to the railway
company, the company obtained a loan of 61,354,000 from
Brockville, the township of Elizabethtown, and the counties
of Lanark and Renfrew, for which the company gave to the
said municipalities a first mortgage on the road. Payments
fell into arrear, and at the time the municipal loan fund was
settled by the Ontario Legislature it amounted to nearly
82,500,000. The Act passed by Mr. Mowat provided that
where a municipality had borrowed money from the loan
fand and had taken security therefor, that that security
belonged to the Province. The township of Elizabeth-
town and Brockville and the counties of Lanark and
Renfrew had, as before stated, taken a mortgage on
the Brockville and Ottawa Railway to provide for the
repayment of the money. The mortgage was in exist-
ance, it was a good and valid security, but notwithstand-
ing that, Mr. Mowat's Government reduced the claim of
those municipalities from $2,500,000 to $556,000, thereby
throwing away nearly $2,000,000 of money of the Province 1
of Ontario. And then what did they do? They coolly asked
the House to set off the judgment against the Province against
the mortgage they held from the different municipalities.
So that by this transaction the Province lost $3,000,000;
and if the hon, gentleman will refer to the records of the
Legislature and to the several motions on this subject, he
will discover that the mortgage which had been given by
the railway municipalities was wiped out by the judgment
against the Province. So far as the Government of Canada
is concerned, it had nothing to do with granting this money.
It was money owing by certain municipalities which they
were well able to pay, and those municipalities took security
for their advances, and, moreover, having that security, the
Government could have enforced payment. Bat they failed
to do so and thought it botter, in the interest of some person
or of their party, to have the judgment wiped out for 342,000
acres ofland and give up the mortgage they held as scurity
for the indebtedness of the municipalities which had borrow-
ed the money.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Allow me to interrupt
the hon. member. There is a likelihood of there being a
small attendance of members this evening, and with the
consent of the House I will move the adjournment at six
o'clock; and, in order to be able to do this, I will ask that
the debate on this motion be adjourned.

Mr. RYKERT. I would like to move an amendment to
the motion before the House-because it will not be con-
venient for me to be present at its next sitting. The follow-
ing is the amendment:-

That the regolution be amended b y adding the following words after
erailwy in the fourth Une> also showiag what securities were token

for the amount so adyaneed to the uaid railway company, and what
disposition wa made of such) secuzities."

Mr. RYKET,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment
of the debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

RETURN ORDERED.

Copies of papers, correspondence and accounts in relation to the
School of Cavalry at Quebec, from 1st July, 188t, to 31st January,
1885. (Mr. Langelier.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 5:55 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TiiURsDAY, 12th February, 1835.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

EXTENSION OF TIME.-PIUVATE BILLS.

Mr. KRANZ moved:

That the time for receiving Private Bills be extended toWednesday, the
fifth day of March next, in accordance with the recommendation of tho
Select Standing Committee on Standing Orders.

Motion agreed to.

FIRS READINGS.

Bill (No. 28) to incorporate the Dominion Drainage
Company.-(Mr. Dickinson.)

Bill (No. 29) to amend the Acts relating to Patents of
Inventions.-(Air. Smyth.)

INDIAN SUPERINTENDENTS.

Mr. LISTE R asked, Has the office of Indian Superinten-
dent been abolished? If so, the names of the several in-
cumbents at the time of its abolition. Has a new office
been created in its place? If so, its name and the names
of the several incumbents. Bas or have any person or
persons who held the office of Indian Superintendent been
appointed to the new office ? If so, the names of such per-
sons ?

Sir JOHN A MACDONALD. The office of Indian
Superintendent has not been abolished. No new office has
been created in its place, and no one has been appointed to
it. There are three Indian Superintendents in Ontario,
namely, Mr. Gilkison at Brantford, Mr. Walton at Parry
Sound, and Mr. Phipp i at Manitowaning, Manitoulin
Island; one in Quebec, Mr. Boucher, at Betsiamis, on the
Lower St. Lawrence; one in British Columbia, Dr. Powell,
at Victoria; two in New Brunswick, Mr. Sargeant, at
Chatham, and Mr. Farrell, at Fredericton; and one on
Prince Edward Island, Mr. Arsennault, on Lennox Island.

OFFICIAL ARBITRATORS.
Mr. BELLEAU (Translation) asked, Whether i is

the intention of the Government to introduce this Session a
measure to alter the constitution of the Board of Official
Arbitrators of the Dominion ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). In answer
to this question, I beg to inform the hon. member that the
Government are now taking into consideration a measure
to that effect; but it bas not yet been decided when the
measure wiU be introducd,
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IMMIGRA.NT BUILDINGS AT LEVIS.

Mr. BELLEAU (Translation) enquired, Whether it is
the intention of the Govern ment to commence soon the con-
struction, at Lévis, of the immigrant buildings for which a
sum was voted by the House last year and the year before?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). The Govern-
ment have not yet determined exactly where these build.
ings will be located. As soon as the site is chogen the con-
struction will be commenced.

THE EXCHANGE BANK OF CANADA.

Mr. HOLTON asked, Hias the Government obtained
a copy of the judgment recently delivered by Mr. Justice
Mathieu, of the Superior Court for Lower Canada, dismiss-
ing its claim, as a privileged claim, upon the assets of the
Rxchange Bank of Canada in liquidation, and, if so, is it in-
tended to lay it upoa the Table of this fouse, with the
opinion of the Minister of Justice, and of the legal advisers
of the Crown, upon the question involved ?

2. Has the Government obtained any security from Sen-
ator Ogilvie for the repayment of money loaned to the
Exchange Bank and guaranteed by him ?

3. Has the Government taken any proceedings against
Senator Ogilvie to compel him to pay the amount of his
guarantee in this matter, or to give security therefor, and,
if so, when? If not, is it their intention to do so ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government has
obtained a copy of the judgment recently delivered by Mr.
Justice Mathieu. There is no intention of laying it upon
the Table of the House, but the hon. gentleman can move
for it if he wishes. Of course it can be procured ; it is like
any other judgment of a court, and can be obtained by any
hon. member or any person in the Dominion. The opinion
of the Minister of Justice is an opinion for the information
of the Crown ; and so with the legal advisers of the Crown
upon the question. The Government has not obtained any
security from Senator Ogilvie for the repay ment of the
money loaned to the Exchange Bank and guaranteed by
him. qLs to the third part of the question, the Government
have not taken any proceedings against Senator Ogilvie,
inasmuch as this judgment is now in appeal, and if the
Crown's priority is upheld by the Court of Appeal, there
will be no necessity for taking proceedings against Senator
Ogilvie.

PRIVILEGE-NEWSPAPER ATTACK.

Mr. SPROULE. Before the Orders of the Day are called
I would like to make an explanation in reference to an
item which I see in the Free Press of yesterday, and which,
I believe, was inspired by an hon. member of this House.
It reads as follows:-

" The constituents of Dr. Spronle, the member for East Grey, are
not to be congratulated on the choice they made in sending that gentle-
man to represent them in Parliament. About six menthe ago the
County Council handed a memorial to the doctor, which was passed by
the municipality, prayin gthe Dominion Government to grant some
compensation for having largely deprived the people of their railway
facilities by the legislation wbich deelared all these lines for the benefit
of the whole Dominion. He was instructed to forward the memorial te
the Government, and at the same time te use his endeavors with the
party of which he is so servile a supporter, te obtain some concessions."

Then it goes on to say:
" Sir Hector Langevin said that the memorial was never received by

the Government. Later on a note from Spronle-at least it is said se-
made the Minister of Public Works etate that it was said te be mailed
two or three days ago. Now where has this memorial been for the past
few menthe, will be a pertinent question te ask Mr. Sproule."

I would like to say in reference to that item, that the
memorial was passed at the June session of the County

Council of Grey. It was not sent to me, as the papers will
show. A letter accompanying this memorial will show
that I only received this memorial early in December.
It was dated in the clerk's office on the lst of December,
and I think I received it on the 4th, with instructions to
lay it before the Governor in Council and endeavor to
obtain the prayer of the petition. I thought the best time
to do so would be after the Session of Parliament com-
menced, and therefore I brought it along with me and
forwarded it to the Secretary of State, and direct to the
Governor in Council. As te the way I supported the
prayer of that petition, I think it might reasonably be left
to my own judgment.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I understood the hon. gentleman to
indicate that the article was inspired by an hon. member
of this House. I wish the hon, gentleman would state who
the hon. member is.

RAILWAY COMMUNICATION WITH OTTAWA.

House resumed adjourned debate on Mr. Landerkin's pro-
posed motion for Return showing the amounts contributed
to the Canada Central Railway between Ottawa and Brock-
ville, either by the Government of Canada, the Provincial
Government of Onta!io, or by the municipalities along that
line of railway; and the motion of Mr. Rykert in amend.
ment thereto.

Mr. IRYKERT. When the House adjourned yesterday, I
was endeavoring to show the hon. member for Grey (Mr.
Lunderkin), and also this House, how highly favored the
Canada Central Railway had been at the hands of the
Ontario Government. I pointed out the fact that this con-
pany had, through one means or another, involved the Pro-
vince of Ontario in an expenditure of upwards of82,000,000.
I showed that the Government had, in the first place,
given $119,000 for a portion of the road from Sand
Point to Pembroke. I also showed that money had been
taken from the municipal loan fund of the old Parliament of
Canada and had been loaned to Brockville, the Township of
Elizabethtown, and the Counties of Lanark and Renfrew, to
the amount of Sa1,354,900; that it accumulated to $2,500,000,
and that, by the graco of the Mowat Government, that
amount was reduced to $550,000, although at that time the
municipalities had a valid security, a first mortgage on the
road, for the payment of the whole amount. I also showed
that the Ontario Legislature had passed an Act by which
the Government was allowed to be sued by the Canada
Central upon petition of right, and judgment was obtained
against the Province for 342,000 acres, and that judgment
was set off against the mortgage. Ontario thus lost
about 82,000,000 by the Canada Central Railway. But
that is not all. Not only the Reform Government of
Ontario granted favors to the Canada Central, but we find
that in the second Session of the Reform Government of Mr.
Mackenzie no less a sum than 81,440,000 was voted for the
extension of that railway towards the Canadian Pacific Rail.
way. The motion of the hon. gentleman does not go beyond
the City of Ottawa. Yesterday he interrupted me when I
was making some observations, and pointed out the fact
that he found in the accounts of last year an item of
$16,800 paid to the Canada Central Company. True it was
granted and paid. But the hon. gentleman's motion does
not reach that far. It only covers the road from Brook-
ville tO Ottawa, and I say the Government of Canada
never gave a single dollar to that portion of the Rail-
way, but that the money was voted towards the extension
of the railway. The Hlouse does not require any such
return as is asked for. It is already on record, and the
hon. gentleman knows it right well, for he voted for
granting 812,000 per mile for 120 miles of that road in
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1875. The amount was $1,440,000, and there is no neces-
sity for the hon. member to move a motion covering that -
if he intended to cover it, as I suppose he did by his inter-
ruption-and there is no necessity to bring down any
papers in regard to that matter. We know all about it. Ail
we have to do is to refer to the speech of the leader of the
Opposition in this louse in 1879, for he gives it as one of the
items of the expenditure of the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
The hon. gentleman wants this louse to interfere with the
internai management of this railway company. I should
like to know if, in the liberality of the Ontario Government,
and of the Dominion Government in granting $12,000 per
mile, there was any condition attached in regard to operat-
ing the road. There was no condition attached, there was
nothing in the Act stating what the company should do. So
far as regards running trains, that is a matter of internai
eoonomy between the company and the Government. No
doubt the hon. gentleman was inconvenienced, but at the
same time others have been inconvenienced in like manner.
The same thing happened lst year, and if I recollect
rightly, you, Mr. Speaker, were charged with having com-
pelled the railway company not to wait for the Grand
Trunk train, and in c-insequence a large number of pas-
sengers were obliged to wait over and some had to go to
Montreal. Nothing was said in this House about that
matter; we had no right to say anything. The hon.
member for Grey went on to speak about what this Govern-
ment had done in the way of postal service in his county,
and what the late Government did. I understood him to
say that there bad Leen a postal service daily on the rail-
way from hie place to Wiarton. Am I right in that ?

Mr. LANDERKIN, What is .the question ?
fr. RYKERT. I understood the hon. gentleman to say

yesterday that during the time of the late Government, the
y-on-th-wheel Government, they had a daily postal service

on the train from Wiarton.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I did not say so; I said that by the
old stage coach we had a regular mail every morning.

Mr. RYKERT. The same all over the Province, The
hon. gentleman muet have made a discovery. -He is not
correct in hie statement about this fly-on-the-wheel Govern-
ment. He said, we called it a fly-on-the-wheel Government.
There je the father of the statement sitting on the other side
of the House-the gallant knight from Cartwright, I mean
from Huron. The hon. gentleman was the one who chris.
tened the Government the fly-on-the-wheel Government, and
we have endeavored to remind the hon, gentleman that ho E
did christen hie Government by that name. But the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Landerkin) will recollect that when the
late Minister of Finance made that statement lie stood with
hie arma folded and admitted he could do nothing to remedyi
the state of affaire prevailing in this country. They were t
completely paralysed; they had no legislation to ask;1
they felt it unnecessary to do anything more than they e
had done, and they thought they had done every- f
thing possible. If the hon. gentleman will refer to past f
history h. will find, as I have said, that the name of z
the fy-on-the-wheel Government came from the Opposition u
aide of the House. I object to the motion now under dis- i
oussion because it asks for something that this Government i
cannot furnish; it asks for information from two Govern. t
ments and aise from different municipalities. The hou.c
mover knowe right well that we have not the maehinery L
by which we ean procure the information he so muche
desires. The hon, gentleman confines the motion to that e
part of the lino from Ottawa to Brockville, and the Parlia- t
mont of Canada had nothing to do with that portion of the b
road. I object to the motion because it is not in the public f
intst , and we would have been spared ail this trouble ad t
the hon. gentleman gone down to the corner of Sparks a

Ur. RYKIET.

street and asked the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company for
one of their time tables. le would thus have discovered
all about the train service which he so much desires; and I
do not think it is a inatter for this House to consider. The
motion should not pass, but if it does pass it should be
adopted with the amendment which I have proposed, asking
further information in regard to the securities held by the
Government and given by the road, and what has become
of those securities.

Amendment agreed to; and
Motion, as amended, agreed to.

COST OF HEATING PUBLIC BUILDINGS.
Mr. BLAKE moved for:
Statement for the last fiscal year, of the cost eonnected with the heat-

ing of public buildings (including wages as well au fuel) no w paid under
a lump vote, such statement to show the cost under the same sub-head-
ings as those in which it was formerly included in the Public Accounts
before the change in the system.

He said: It will be recollected that some time ago the
House adopted, at the instigation of the Government, a
change in the mode of charging the cost of heating the
public buildings, by which clause they are now paid under
a lump vote instead of in the separate sums for each of these
buildings. It is important that we should be able to com-
pare these items from year to year by having them brought
down in the form in which the amounts were "formerly
voted. Last Session the House was pleased to make an
order similar to that wbich I now move,

Motion agreed to.

SMALL SAVINGS.
Mr. BLAKE moved for:

Copies of all correspondenoe and petitions to the Postm&aer4.eeral,
or any member of the Government, with reference to the adoption in
Canada of a system to encourage small savings similar to that brought
in by the late Mr. Fawcett in England.

Ie said: Some time ago the British Government adopted,
at the instance of the late Mr. Fawcett, a system which I
think it is desirable to encourage in this country, for small
savings in connection with the Post Office. The dqoils of
that plan were that a slip was handed out to any applicant
which contained twelve compartments, and in each of these
compartments the depositor was intended, as ho made
savings enough to buy postage stamps, to put a stamp, and
as soon as twelve of these were filed, amounting to a
shilling, ho was able to deposit that amounti so that he was
saved from the temptation, with reference to his small daily
savings, of spending them and baving them lost, and was
permitted at once to buy a stamp, and then when a shilling
was reached the nearest Post Office received the Lst
and he was credited with a shilling. I have one of
these interesting slips here. Now, it seems to me
that if we adopted, with reference to our postage
stamp currency, a similar system-perhaps by means of
five cent or three cent stamps, and made an arrangement
for as many as would make up a quarter, which is our
usual small denomination of that kind,it would be extremely
usefal. I think every effort should be made to encourage
a system of saving in those who have the least to save. The
mportanée is not to be measared at all by the amount of
the savings. A provident habit is that which is of the last
consequence, and that a provident habit should be stimu-
ated amongst those who have but little to save and in
early life, is a sure way of inducing habite of thrift and
economy which will make botter mon, botter citioens and
he country which is inhabited by them more prosperous. I
have reason to believe that this system hias been suggested
or adoption to the Government some time ago, and if not I
hink it is a matter which should be taken into consider-
tion.
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Sir LEONARD TILLEY. In the absence of the Post-

master-General I may say that this subject has been under
the consideration of that gentleman and the Government,
but for some reasons which I am about to state it was not
considered advisable at that time to deal with it. I may
remind the mover of the resolution that under our Post
Office Savings Bank system any person can deposit a sum
as small as a dollar. While we bad the groatest possible
anxiety to meet cases such as have been described by the
hon. gentleman, the question arose as to the expense of
carrying out the plan. I quite admit that the reference to
matters of this kind expense may at times ho a secondary
consideration; but I would point ont that for all stamps
that are now sold the seller receives 3 per cent. commission,'
and therefore for a dollar's worth of stamps that might be
sold we would pay, in addition to the 4 per cent. interest,
3 per cent, commission to the vendors as well as the cost of
printing. Therofore, supposing that a person deposited the
money and did not withdraw it all it would cost the Domin-
ion Government about 8 per cent. It would cost more,
because we should have tho debits and credits on both sides,
the deposits and the withdrawals. Therefore, in that view
of the case, the Government hositated at the time to deal
with the matter, inasmuch as every boy or every man, no
matter how humble his position or small his earnings might
be, could place an amount, even to the limited extent of a
dollar, to his credit in any of the Postal Savings Banks.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the hon. gentleman's calculation
is hardly correct. le says, add the prime cost of selling
postage stamps, 3 per cent., to the interest of 4 por
cent. per annum, and even supposing there was no with-
drawal, that would mean a cost of 8 per cent. Well, it would
mean a cost of 7 per cent. in the first year; it is hardly an ac-
curate calculation,and Ihope his calculations on a larger scale
are more accurate. It is quite true that the Governmont pays
a commission on the sale of postage stamps. It is very easy
to deal with that as a question of interest. If a loss is in-
curred in that way, a smaller rate of interest might be given
to the depositor. The great object is to encourage the habit
of saving; and my opinion is that you could promote the
habit of saving by giving 2 per cent. as much as you can
by giving 4 per cent. The great point is to facilitate the
accumulation of small sums. Of course, I admit that
those sums would be constantly going in and coming out;
there would be friction of that kind ; but it might be pos-
sible to make arrangements for a reduction of the commis-
sion, or the sale at the post office itself of the stamps for this
particular purpose, or other terms. It does seem to me
that the financial difficulty the hon. gentleman has sug-
gested might be got over. But even if it could not, it doos
not follow that the scheme would fail, because ho might
reduce the minimum, and allow a smaller sum than one
dollar to be deposited. For instance, if ho allowed 25 cents
to be deposited, the whole difficulty would be got rid of,
except, of course, the extra keeping of accounf s.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That was just one of the points
considered, whether the amount might be reduced. The
bon. gentleman says that my statement is not accurate,
because 4 and 3 make 7, not 8. There is the cost of print-
ing the stamps, amoanting to 1 per cent., to be added to
the 4 per cent. The hon. member suggests that to
meet this special case we might sell the stamps at a lower
rate. I would like him to arrange a plan by which the
office could distinguish between the stamps sold to a person
who wished to use them, and a boy who wished to place
them on a card.

Mr. BLAKE. I will give it to you in a moment.
comes with his slip, and gets the stamps put on it.

iie

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. But he may not have hies
slip; and the man who wants stamps for other purposes
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will come with a slip and get them. There are persons
ingenious enough, as we have found in the Customs Depart-
ment, Vo do such things; they would say they are for
deposits in the Post Ofice Banks when they might be for
other purposes. The Government did not reject entirely
the proposition to reduce the amouant, in case the necessity
arises; but the proposition with reference to the cards was
not favorably entertained at that time.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is so rarely that I
am able to corroborate entirely a statement of the hon.
gentleman opposite that I take uncommon pleasure on the
presont occasion of stating that I believe he made a most
correct statement when ho estimated the cost to this country
of every dollar we borrow through the Savings Banks at 5
per cent. per annum. It certainly is not one farthing les,
when we take into account the percentage paid, 4 per cent.,
next the expenses of management, and next, if prudence is
maintained in the Finance Department, the necessity of
holding a considerable reserve of money not paying interest
to meet such demands as may arise. Indeed, I think the
bon. gentleman would be more accurate if he put the cost
at more than 5 per cent., and I think h is borrowing
$26,000,000 from the people of this country by means of
the Savings Banks.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I entirely differ from the
hon. member as to the cost of the money. But if it has
been wrong for us to adopt that principle, how much more
was it wrong for the hon. gentleman opposite, who paid a
higher rate of interest, who allowed on money deposited
in the Savings Banks 5 per cent. if it reached $10,000
and was allowed to romain a certain time, insteid of 3
por cent., which we allow for deposits of $5,000, allowing
depositors, if they deposited on the second day of the month,
no interest for that month, or if they withdrew on the 29th
of the month, no interest for that month. Therofore our
system has been much more economical than the system
pursued by the hon. gentleman who has risen so cordially,
80 promptly, and so graciously, to endorse the statement I
made. I hope before the Session is over I may have him
endorsing many more of my statemoents. I hope 1 shall be
able to present evidence which lie himself cannot reeist.
But in regard to this matter, I think ho or some other hon.
member wanted to know last Session how much interest we
paid in the Savings Banks, including salaries and all. I
think it is 41- or 4½ý per cent. or something of that kind, but if
the system is wrong, I think we manage it more economi.
cally than the hon. gentleman did.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. The hon. gentleman
has stated correctly enough that following out the system
which our predecessors, not ourselves, had introduced, we
did neari; ton years ago allow slightly higher rates for a
small portion of the money deposited, not for much, than
are to-day paid. Since that time-and I state this fact for
the special information of the hon. Minister of Finance-all
over the civilised world, in every great centre where money
is dealt lu, the rate of interest has fallen between 30 and 40
per cent.; but our rate of interest paid on the majority of
davings Banks deposits is the same to-day as it was at that
period, although the normal rate of interest paid by banks
and other institutions was, I believe, in many cases 30, 40
and 50 per cent. higher in Canada than it is to-day.

Motion agreed to.

MAIL ROBBERIES IN MANITOBA AND THIE NORTH
WEST.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:
Copies of aIl correspondence and Departmental reports with refer-

ence to irregularities frauds and robberies in connection with the nails
in Maaitoba and the korth-West, and particularly to the trana"tiono
in which one Campbell wa concerned.
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He said : It has been stated in the public press that there
have been very serious irregularities in connection with
some of the officers concerned in the transport or manage-
ment of the mails in Manitoba and the North-West, and not
long since there was a report that a person named Camp-
bell, who had been in the service of the Department and
who seems to have absconded from those regions, had been
interviewed. It seems he had been for two days in some
sort of durance in a hotel under charge of a Chicago
detective, I think it was, that he had been ultimately seen
by an official of the Government, and Lforget il some por-
tion of the plunder had been procured, but, at any rate,
some information was obtained with reference to some other
persons in the mail service. It is said the amount lost was
a considerable one, $18,000 bas been mentioned as being
stolen at one time; and I think we ought to hear the par-
ticulars of those transactions in which the blame is laid,
according to some of the reports on the United States
authorities, while according to others it is laid on some of
our authorities.

Motion agreed to.

COLONIZATION COMPANIES.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:

Copies of aIl petitions and correspondence on the subject of modifica-
tions in the agreements made by the Government with the varions col-
onization companies; and a statement of the present position of the
Companies, as to the fulfilment of their obligations under their agree-
ments.

He said: Applications, it has been said, have been made to
the Government to modify the agreements entered into by
the several colonization companies with the Government
on the ground that the Government had since adopted,
another policy with reference to another class of operations
in the North-West, namely, those of the companies inter-
ested in building lines of railways; that the Government
having adopted the policy of making grants instead of sell-
ing the lands at $1 per acre to these companies, it was
inequitable that the colonization companies should be
called to pay what they had contracted to pay under
their agreements, $2 and' $2.50 per acre for their lands.
Representations have been made and petitions presented to
the Government by the colonization companies praying
that some change should be made in their arrangements;
and from various sources of information it would seem as if
some of the colonization companies, at any rate, were pro.
posing that the quantity of land which they had contracted
for should be reduced to the amount which thoir present
payment would enable them to pay for in full, and that the
rate upon that.portion should be a reduced rate having
regard to the altered policy with reference to the railway
companies. It will be also interesting to the flouse to
learn what the present position of the various companies is
with relation to the fulfilment of their various obligations
under their agreements.

Kotion agreed to.

RAILWAY COMPANIES OUTSIDE MANITOBA AND
THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:
Copies of ail correspondence, petitions and Orders in Couneil, relat-

Ing to any application by, Or on behalf of, any railway company, else-
where than in Manitoba or the North-West, for aid or additional aid.

lie said: It may be remembered by some hon. members
that during the last Session of Parliament the thon Minister
of Railways laid before the flouse applications that had been
made by various companies, and the great bulk of which
had been entertained, informing us, at the same time, that
the number and the bulk of the papers embodying applica.

Mr, BLAKE.

tions which he had been unable at all to consider was much
greater than the very considerable bulk ho had laid on the
Table. Those applications we desire to see, and in addition
we desire to see what further progress in the zeal of rail-
ways in the way of plying the Government for aid may
have taken place during the interval since the last proroga-
tion of Parliament.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-LAND GRANT
AND LAND GRANT BONDS.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:
Copies of all correspondence and petitions of railway companies

in Maitoba and the North-West, praying for grants of land, or modi-
fications in the condition and extent of the grants of land already con-
ceded to theam; and of all Orders in Council or agreements or letters,
not already brought down, affecting or in any wise relating to any
railway company in Manitoba or the North-West, other than the Can-
adian Pacific Railway Company.

He said : When the Loan Act of last Session was passed in
aid of the Canadian Pacific Railway, it will be recollected
that etatements were laid before the Hlouse on behalf of the
company and corroborated by hon. Ministers of the Crown,
with reference to the thon position of the contracted lino and
to the cost of that lino when completed. The object of this
motion is to ascertain the present position of the enterprise
in so far as it relates to the point to which I have referred,
namely, the cost of constructing and equipping the con-
tracted line, which is in two parts, the part between Callan-
der and Port Arthur and the part between Red River and
Kamloops. Now, as I say, statements were made to us, and
they show these figures, in round numbers: Expended on
the main lino contracted for, $23,080,000; exponded in
rolling stock for that lino, $6,140,000; expended in material
on hand, which I assume to be all for that lino, although
they may be partly applicable to other branches, $4,025,000,
and the proportion of the amount for sheds, tools, and
machinery, which I take to be about two-thirds, $705,000,
making a total amount expended of $33,950,000, and the
estimate laid before us to complote the road and equip it
was $27,000,000, thus making the completed cost of the lino
equipped $60,950,000. It is public that during last fall,
within three or four months from to-day, the vice-president
and chief engineer of the road doclared in a formal docu-
ment that the results of the explorations and of the practical
work that had been done indicated that there had been an
over-estimate of $4,000,000 in the amount required to comi-
plete, and that, instead of $27,000,000, only 823,000,000
would be required for that purpose. Reducing the amount
to which I have referred, 861,000,000 in round figures, by
the sum of $4,000,000, you find a cost of $57,000,000, and that
cost is reached after attributing to the contracted lino far
too large a proportion of the expenditure for equipment
made up to the day in which the estimate was made, for no
less than seven-eighths of the whole cost for rolling stock,
as shown by the statement of the company, is in this state
ment attributed to the contracted lino, while about two-
thirds only ought to be attributed to the contracted
lino, having regard to the branches and extensions
which are also being supplied with equipments. Thus an
excess of $1,400,000 is reached under this item. And I
take, without questioning them, the stated estimates of
expendi ture for the prairie country, although they also are
of a wholly inordinate and as yet wholly unexplained char-
acter as to their amount. But, omitting these considera.
tions, the present indication is that the road is to b com-
pleted and equipped for less than $57,000,000. On the other
hand the assets which wore available to the company for
the work were-the original stock, which by the contract
and concession to them they were bound to subscribe for
and to pay in full, and which they did accordingly subscribe
for and pay in full, $5,000,000 ; the subsidy, $25,000,000 ;
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the loan of last Session, $22,500,000 ; the proceeds of the
sale of land grant bonds made up to the time of the state-
ment, $9,200,000; the Winnipeg bonus and other land sales,
8900,000 ; making an aggregate of 862,600,000, to which is
to be added a sum ofabout $1,000,000 of further land grant
bonds realized just about the month of January, 1881, mak-
ing an aggregate of $62,500,600. You will observe that in
this calculation no account has been taken of the receipts
from further sales of stock or from frther sales of land,
because the proposais of last Session were such that
it was not expected that any further stock would
be put upon the market for a considerable time to
come, and that, when it was, it was to be at the disposal of
the Government, which was advancing this large sum; and,
as to the lands, it was recognized even then that the sale of
them also would be slow, and it was provided that the prc-
ceeds of such sale should go to the Government in diminu-
tion of the mortgage. It was therefore contemplated by
the Government, by the company and by the Parliament
that these two resources, sales of stock and sales of land,
would not be available for completing the construction of
the line, and that the resources requnired for that purpose
were to be found otherwise; and found they were, as 1 have
shown, irrespective altogether of the large additional sum
raised on other shares of stock which were sold; found they
were in the large sums I have mentioned, of aid from the
Government absolute, of aid froin the Government lent, of
land grant bonds sold, and of the original capital stock of
85,000,000 subscribed and paid up pursuant to the contract;
found they were, and not merely found, but, fs now appears,
to the cxtent of $6,600,000 beyond what was required.
Under these circumstances, we had good reason to believe
what we were told, that we were absolutely assuring the
finality of the pecuniary transactions in the way of aid.or
relief to the company from the public; we had good ground
to believe that we were assuring the completion of this
enterprise at the early date the company proposed to us to
complete it at, and were giving all the money that was
required for that purpose ; and I am glad to observe, by the
report of the Minister of Railways which was laid upon the
Table yesterday, that the chief engineer, in the month of
October last, confirms that view and declares that, while
his information was imperfect and incomplete when he
made the estimate of last Session, his further information
and the result of his inspection of the line, made late in the
summer of last year, has led him to believe that the
resources are ample. And yet, notwithstanding that, we
find statements made, very generally made, that the con-
pany is in straits, and that it is making an application for
relief to the Government. It is truc that we know that, up
to the other day at any rate, there was no formal application
for relief. That is not the way that these things arrange
themselves. There are conferences and consultations,
informa, unofficial, confidential, until a conclusion is arrived
at between the two high contracting parties, and, when it
is agreed what the Government will give, then the com-
pany writes its letter and makes its demand or request,
and then the Government says, Yes. That is the way
these things get done, as we know by our oxperience of
the past in relation to this very company. Therc-
fore, although no formai application has been made,
because the stage of formal agreement bas not been reached,
no individual in this House, no more than any individual
outside of it, doubts that informal applications have been
made, and that negotiations are going on, that the situation
of the company has been stated to the Government, and that
they have ben pressing it for relief. I should not perhaps
have made that statement as positively as I do except that
I observe that, in the Ottawa correspondence of a very im-
ortant paper, which has received added importance-rmay
aay added lustre -from a recent change in its proprie-

torship, that I see in the Ottawa correspondeuce of a very

important paper, certainly not unfriendly to the Canadian
Pacific Railway, and by some people-perhaps unjustly-
supposed to be to some extent in the confidence of that com-
pany, a statement to this effect :

I Although S'r John said there was no present intention to
legislate on the subject of the Canadian Pacifie Eailway, it is
rumored here that something must be done on their behalf. It is esti-
mated that they have spent during the past year over *8,000,000 apart
from the contract respecting the main line, in furthering t he con-
venience of the farming and trading communities by building elevators,
wharves, cattle shede, termini, etc., and it is felt that an easy an<t
pro pr way of effecting this would be found in the Government taking
back sufficient land in discharge of their debt, and thus enabling the
railway company to float their securities and build the branch Unes
which are demauded."
Well, of course, if that statement, sent rom the centre of
official and political information, written of course we know
not by whom, -for the veil of anonymity shroude the sacred
mysteries of newspaper correspondence, and I will not
venture to guess even who wrote it,-but written we know
not by whom, written we know not where, whether in the
gallery, whether in a committee room, whether at a mem-
ber's desk,-1 say written we know not by whom and
written we know not where, if that statement be at all
correct, that of course explains the situation, because, as I
have pointed out, during the last Session of Parliament we
granted to the company such resources as were adequate,
by their calculations, and by the calculation of the Govern-
ment, and in the view of the Parliament, to carry them
through, knowing their stock and their lands were
not to be available for the purpose of carrying them
through, whatever might be the ultimate result of
their stock and cf their land opcrations. Of course,
if it be true that over 88,000,00 has been expended
in other objects than those which Parliament had
in contemplation and was providing for, it is quite clear
that it cannot be the Canadian Pacific Railway Company's
money; it must be somebody else's money, because it is
quite clear they had not got it to spend and therefore it
must be owing. There is in this situation as I stated, room,
no doubt, for considerable disquiet. There is room for dis-
quiet here and elsewhere as to the attitude of the company
and the Government. For my own part I cannot believe
that the company has made an order, formally or inform-
ally-what I will call the impudent demand-which this
otherwise well-informed correspondent suggests would be
the easy and proper way of accomplishing their object,
namely, that we should buy back our lands which we have
not yet handed over to them and in respect of work which
they have not yet done. I think it muct be in some other
way that the proposal is to be made; but in what form I
know not. Yet disquieting as that situation may be, there
is a more disquieting rumor still-it is that the Govern-
ment willnot bring down anything to Parliament because
there are difficulties in bringing down anything to Parlia-
ment ; there are promises and provisions with the sound of
which these walls yet re-echo, and which would make it a
little difficult to bring down something. Besides, something
was brought down last Session, and it led to the organisation,
to the development in a new form, in a revived form, shall I
say, of the Maison Bleue. Instead of the Maison Bleue we had
No. 8, working with equal ardor, with equal ingenuity, with
equal determination and resolve, and triumphing, as the
Maison Bleue triumphed, over its adversary, triumphing, also,
over the Government and the Parliament again. I eau
understand that there should be a natural reluctance on the
part of the hon, gentleman who fought so long and fell so
utterly at last in that conflict with No. 8, to resume the
conflict under the more disadvantageous circumstances
under which that confliet would have to be resumed this
Session. I can understand that there are great difficulties
in the way of the Government proposing anything to
Parliament. But, Sir, the most disquieting rumor is that
something is not to be done in Parliament, but that some-
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thing will be done after Parliament rises by what is called
executive action; because it will be easier when things
grow cold, and a few months have elapsed, and when, after
al, the thing is done, to get us to ratify something disagree
able that is done, than to approve beforehand of something
that the Government would desire us to take the
responsibility of doing. I hope that course is not to be
pursued. We know that it has been pursued in
the past. We know that before the last Session of Parlia.
ment the Government, by executive action, without legisla-
tive authority, determined to give a gua-antee to the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company involving the public
fortunes to the extent of many millions of dollars, and in-
volving a public policy complicating the question as to the
relations of the country and the company in an irrevocable
manner. We know that we were called upon to ratify, and
as good and obedient boys we did ratify, what the Govern-
ment had done. We know from the report of the hon.
Minister that by executive action again, the action of Par-
liament has been overridden during the last year, and that
grades with reference to the Canadian Pacifie Railway had
been assu'med to be approved by executive action, which
were in excess of those that the contract demanded, and
which alone the Government was authorised by Parliament
to approve of. The Government was authorised to approve
of the location, grades and curves of this line in accordance
with the contract, and they have approved of grades, as the
hon. Minister's report says, which are in excess of those
specified by a reference to the Union Pacifie Railway as the
maximum grades. So that in each of the last two Sessions
we have instances with respect to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway of exccative acti-rn in excessof executive authority,
and of Parliament being red nced to the humiliating position
of being called upon to ratify that which had been done
contrary to law by the executive, instead of being asked to
decide whether it should be done or no. Now I main-
tain that upon this occasion the plea of unforeseen
emergency cannot be made. It is impossible to
hold this matter over until this Parliament rises and
then to deal with it and say: We did not know there was
any difficulty and that difficulty arose afterwards. I have
not that position in this House which would enable me
with impunity to do what another hon. gentleman did the
other day and -say "That would be too thin, Sir." But if
I might I would apply that phrase to such a pretence as
that. The dificulty is here. It is before us, and there is
but one way to meet it. There is but one way in which it
eau be met without overstraining executive authority and
without contemning Parliament itself, and that is to grapple
with the question and determine what is to be proposed,
and to lay before Parbament for its consideration and
approval or rejection, the result of that determination.
Hon. gentlemen opposite may have-I do not say they
have not-reasons for despising us, but they ought not to
show their contempt of this Parliament too plainly, and it
would be to show it too plainly altogother to hold tbis
matter 'over for the Session if it is intended to act after-
wardp. It is botter, Sir, for Government, for the company,
for Parliament and for the country, that the whole facts
should be known and developed. The mysteries, the con-
cealments, the half-truths, which have been the subject of
discussion in the past with reference to the company and
its relations to the Government, and particularly, I may
say, with reference to the loan or guarantee transaction
of the fall before last, have been of the greatest injury;
and it is due largely, I believe, to that imperfect
state of the information and those rumors which go
about and which are published in authentic and credible
organs of public opinion, that these difficulties arise uand it
is better that we should know what the fates are. We are
too deeply interested , Sir, to be kept in ignorance of them.
We are entitled to know them, and we are entitled to have
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laid before us what the condition of the Company is, what
its wants are, and what the plan of the Government is for
solving those wants and carrying ont what the public

- service in their interest demands. For my part I earnestly
hope that the eminent correspondent of that newspaper was
in error; I earnestly hope that those rumors are all
unfounded ; I earnestly hope that no such sum as that which
has been mnetioned has been expended by the company in
excess of its receipts ; I earnestly hope that the assurances
of last Session as to the financial results of the operation of
that Session will be fulfilled in their entirety. We had bet-
ter know the facts, and I therefore take this opportunity of
moving for such information as it appears to me will enable
us, inParliament, at any rate, to grapple with them.

Mr. MITCHELL. I was not in my seat when the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) commenced his re-
marks on this motion, but I heard him make some refer-
ence to the paper which I own and control. I must thank
him for some remarks of a flattering character in regard to
that paper and his reference to the additional spirit, life and
ability thrown into it. I am very much obliged to him for
those remarks. I regret that the hon. gentleman's public
course in relation to an institution which is a national in-
stitution, has not commended itself to that paper as one
which would lead to remarks of a flattering character in the
columns and correspondence of the paper over which I pre-
side. But I want to say this, not only for the benefit of the
hon. gentleman opposite and those who follow him, but for
the benefit of this House and the country, and I wish to say
it publicly, that, notwithstanding the sneers of the hon.
gentleman's chief organ in Toronto and the villainous cor-
respondence it publishes, notwithstanding the manner in
which it has villified me, and villified my paper by declar-
ing that it is subservient to some other interest-I say
that that paper is an independent paper, that it repre-
sents the sentiments of Peter Mitchell, who has
shown by his public acts in tis House as much independ-
once as, if not more than, most of the people who are
listening to me. When the hon. gentleman and those who
write paragraphs for his chief organ make such remarks
about the Blerald, I wish to give them a distinct contradic-
tion, and I say the Berald is subservient to no one, to no in-
fluence, and represents no sentiments but those entertained by
the proprietor himself. The hon. gentleman has chosen to
refer to the fact that in the columns of the Blerald there is a
reference to a proposal for the relief of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway. Is a monopoly of dealing with that question to
be reserved to the hon. gentleman and his friends behind
him, and the organs that represent them throughout the
country, especially in Ontario? Are they and their organs
alone to represent the views of the Dominion in relation to
the greatest public work ever undertaken in Canada, a work
whieh is a credit and honor alike to the country and the
Government which initiated it, and to the men who have
carried it out ? Before any such suggestion appeared in the
Ilerald, I find in the columns of the Globe, in its corre-
spondence, the very statement in question, there being only
a difference in regard to the value of the lands, and it
was said that a proposition was under consideration to
take back the lands in payment. of the public debt.
I have found that elsewhere. I found in a paper which
I saw a few moments ago in the Library, where I was
-not thinking an attack of this kind was to be made-
remarks in regard to the HIerald-and this is a point which
it would be well for the Committee of the Library to look
to-for it is not the organ of any individual or party in this
country. It is independent, and it is a great deal more so
than the Globe. lt is in a position to express opinions
which I believe are in the interest of the country, and I
have done so. I fancy the hon. member for West Durham
(Mr. Blake) would have felt more pleased had the lerald
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in its editorial columns not been so severe as it was in a1te the proceedings of that public corporation, and the
very recent issue on the conduet of the hon. gentleman in action taken by hon, gentlemen opposite in relation te
relation to the Canadian Pacifie Railway. What has been it. At one time we find the lands valned at 85 per acre.
said by the Herald ? It has made a suggestion in regard Does the bon. m mber from West Durham forget that?
to a great public work carried on by a company, who are 0f late years the very lowest value which that hon. gentle.
entitled to credit and honor for the way in which they have man bas placed on them bas been about $3 an acre. Now,
carried ont the work, and who have been sustained by tue Sir, does nt th hou. gentleman know, when lnediecusses
Government, which whatever may be its faults, deserves in the question of placing the value at 82 per acre, that ho is
this particular case full credit for the manner in which putting it at 50 per cent. less-more than 50 per cent. les
it initiated, and the way in which it bas sustained the -than the lowest valuation he individually ever placed on
company and carried out this great undertaking. Everyone then. I am quite in My place and province, boili as a
knows, it is no secret, that the Canadian Pacifie Railway Com- publie journalist and a representative, iu giving my opinion
pany requires additional aid. They bave spent 88,000,000 on from an independent standpoint as te what I believe are the
elevators, final stations, cattle sheds and subordinate works intereats cf the country in relation te this iatter, and so
in connection with the line, which were necessary to com- far from leeking with the dread which the hon. gentleman
plete this great national undertaking. We also -know that seems te entertain i regard te a proposition of that kind,
in the aid the company obtained from Parliament last Ses- I Iook upen it, thatoeecf the Lest thinga the country

'sion it is provided that they shall only get payment fer could do would bete resume possession of those lands,
work actually performed from time to time; and after the which eugbt neyer te have passed ont of ite hands,
road is finished there will be a surplus on the main line, if which eught always te bave been retained by the
the estimates and statements, not only of the Government Government, aud..if necessary, te give a value te them se as
engineers but of the company's engineers, are accurate. te develop and open up that country. I know that this
Besides, there is 10 per cent. kept back; nevertheless, by railway when bult will net give that accommodation which
making an enormous expenditure this year, they will com- it should give with reference te branches. We know that
plete the road nearly five years before the original time it is neeessary te open up that country. It le stated that
agreed on in the contract, and we know it is quite possible the people are likely te ge eut cf the country unies they
the company may require aid-national aid-in order get the Seuthern Manitoba branch, and we know that other
thus to complete the national work with credit alike to the branches are required there. Je it unreasonable-is t
country and the Government which initiated it. Sir, is there my duty, individually, and the duty of every honorable and
anything wonderful in all that ? Does the hon. gentleman independent man here, if he thinks the means can bc pro-
read the Globe? Does he not know that before it appeared vided to carry out this work, tostato bis opinion openly and
in the Blerald it was pictured and foreshadowed in the aboya board? I think il;is vny duty te de se-cf my own
Globe, that in place of two dollars per acre as suggested in motion, nninspired by auy man, echeing My own sentiments,
my paper the Globe suggested one dollar an acre? I take and I wish ry hon. friend te understand that in doing
hi& estimate of the value of the land. I know nothing of what I have donc 1 bave given expression te my ewn idea
the scheme of the Government-I am not in their confi- cf what the duty cf the Governmeut is; and I repeat that
dence; I know nothing of the views of the company-I I arnuither inspired by the Geveront, by the Canadian
am not in their confidence on that point. Hon. gentlemen Pacifie Railway, uer aven by the Grand Trunk Railway.
laugh derisively. I am a friend of the company because I
believe they have done good by the country, they have Mr. CIAPLEAU. But for eue reason I shouhd net have
carried on a work which is a credit to the country, and I ueticcd the rather irregular remarks cf tho hon. member
say whatever may be donc it is the duty of the country te who preposed ibis motion, because I think it is unuecessary
stand by them in carrying out that work, paying all respect for the Goveruent te rcply teuch expressions cf four, or
and regard to the public interest. It is not in the interest te disouss the anticipations which have been expressed by
of Canada that that work should be imperilled, and the the hon. gentleman. I do net say that the hon, gentleman'e
reputation and character of the Dominion thereby destroyed. remarks were unparliamentary, for they were net, but 1 do
We know what bas already been done in that way. We say that they were irregular. Rumers aud articles in new-
know that the utterances of the bon, gentlemen opposite papers ray be mentioned when ditcussing a question which
have been used in Eugland and in the United States in a 18 fairly before Parliameut, but I thiuk it was hardly fair
manner which dees ne credît te Canada. We kuow that that the ho. gentleman should have taken such rumors
the prose which stands behind hlmhave Det coufined and bave made them the s. bjectcf a e n poec in rthisouse
themeelves te viifying the Groverumnt-I do net blaie and au attack on the Governmedt, when ne information, ne
thon for that; it ie party tacties, and I pitch intDo measure, was befre him-nothiDg, in fact, whicweuld
them myseif whcI thiuk tney deserve it and wihl do O justify m e vmakieg the remarks which ht ho made.
5, again. My honorable friend opposite may make au Butaven te that extent I weuld have allowed the hon.
a~ttack on me, but I arn here ready aud-willing ud, what _;s gentleman te go witut answering him, a word, but he
more, able te defend myself and ry paper; and whatever tried to throw some aspersions upon a section of
appears lu thac paper I arn responsible for, and nobedycisc. the party which supports this Govern e rt, and th.e I
My hon. friend trorn West Durhamn (gr. Blake) bas chosen canot ave unanswered. There was nothing wrong luthe
to stop eut cf his way and drag me jute this coutreversy. In. hgentleman shewing bis recollection ocf the vnts of
have nothing te do witb it. As a public journalipt, as a last Session, by saying that the Canadian Pacifi mpailway
representative man, as representiug as independeut a cou- Com pany ad said that, aLerdspending 33,000,000 in the
etituenecy as there je lu the Dominion cf Canada, I have as work they had nudertaken, tbey hadU estirnated that $27,-
fearleeely expressed my views as any man in tuisflouse;-000,000 urther was necessary teicompte the road, and that
and wheu 1 cheese te prepound a scheme which le at, that made little short of 860,000,000 which was required.
variance witb the echemeef the hon. gentleman, when IjfEvery on, gentleman can remember that as well as the
choose te put forward a means of relieviug the cempany, hou.sm tber for West Duram (Mr. Biake). The on.
ustaining the houer cf the country and pretecting the publie gentleman wiut further, and he said that during the course

interests,1 have a just right te do se. The différence be- cf last year the vict-president or manager of the Canadian
tween me and the Globe lu this acheme w, that 1 put the Pacifi RailwayCopany had stated cih had written some-
value of tba. lands at 82 par acre while the Globe puts it at thiug lu tGernewspapers te the effet that ho thought the
$1. 1 have paid somo attention te the country andI work had been conducted witb sucr e, and that the
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facilities in the construction were such that they led him to
think that out of the $27,000,000, which had been estimated
as the value of the work to be performed in order to
execute the contract between the Government and the com-
pany, two millions --

Mr. BLAKE. More.
Mr. CHIAPLEAU- or more might not be spent. He

said that he had read that the chief engineer of the Gov-
ernment in a report made early last fall had corroborated
to a certain extent the estimates of the vice-president of
the company, and had said that really the difficulties which
were expected to be encountered in the mountain regions
were such that probably a large amount of money might be
saved in the estimate of $27,000,000. The hon. gentleman
bas allowed his imagination to have full play, and we know
how fertile it is, and he has told us that, calculating as
ho did calculate, it would not only be two millions of
dollars, as Mr Schreiber estimated, or between three and
four millions as the vice-president of the company
estimated, that the contract would ho short in the expendi-
ture, but that perhaps six millions would be the difference
in the cost and the money which is to be available to the
company and the subsidy which was to be given to them.
All that, Mr. Speaker, was perhaps no reason for the hon.
gentleman to have expressed such fears. Is it an expecta-
tion or a hope that he as, or is it a fear? Whether it is
a hope or a fear that will be realised we know not, but we
know one thing-thank God, we know the Government are
not going to lose one dollar of the liberal advance which
Parliament made la4 year for the prompt ozecution of the
contract between the country and Canadian Pacifie Rliilway
Company; and if we are to be' mistaken, it wili be on the
right side of the sheet. Well, Mr. Speaker, so far so good.
But the part of the remarks of the hon. gentleman I object
to is this. He appeared from his remarks to think that the
Government were concealing the truth from the House
and the country-that the Government was perhaps
frightened to bring before this fouse the truth as to what
the company would bo obliged to ask, lest some other con-
cession would be forced upon, them as it happened last
Session. Such an aspersion is unjustifiable. The hon.
gentleman knows that the Government never have been
concealing anything from this House, but that their policy
las been candidly, freely and openly explained, and not
only the necessary but the unnecessary information asked
for by every one of the members on the other side of the
louse has been given. Such was the course followed by
the Government last Session and the Session before last; the
same thing shall be done by the Government during this
Session. The hon. gentleman has attempted to show that
the Goverument are afraid. Afraid of what? And he has
brought up recollections that he, especially, should not have
bronght before this House. The hon. gentleman has sug-
gested that the Government are afraid of the domina-
tion of what he calls the aison Bleue. Well, Mr.
Speaker, if we are to speak of that, my hon. friend
should know one thing. I wish the late member for
Chateauguay was still alive and in his seat. I would
state before him, feeling sure of not being contradic-
ted, that the principle which the Maison Bleue in those
days vindicated before this country and the world was a
principle which las been supported by the highbet con-
stitutional authorities in England, a principle dear to every
true lover of the liberties of lis country. The Maison
Bleue, as the hon. gentleman wishes to call it-and there
is no shame in the narne-existed to support the
principle of responsible Government against the tyranny of
a despot at the head of a Government. And what was
fought for by the party with whom the hon. gentleman
wishes toidentify the Maison Bleue? The fight which then
took place was one which did, and always will do,

Mir. CuLEÂA.

honor to the nation, Vo the party, and to the
section of the party to whom the hon. gentleman
has alluded. My hon. friend said that last year we had in
what he calls No. 8 a kind of repetition of the domi-
nation of the Maison Bleue. My hon. friend had last year
a bitter experience of the mode of proceedng of the two
Maisons, the Maison Bleue and the Mais-n Rouge. He tried
to build a little Maison Bouge out of No. 8, an he
knows how the disjointed planks of that little building were
thrown about his head before the end ofthe Session. It was
not for my hon. friend to speak of No. 8 after his
experience of last year. What is the triumph which
the hon. gentleman says was achieved by those whom ho
designates by the name of No. 8 ? The hon. gentleman
ought to know ; if the rumur is true, he was endeavoring
to profit by that triumph. The hon. gentleman will not
say that those demands were unconstitutional or excessive.
The vote of the House was taken on those demands, Mr.
Speaker; and what was the consequence ? My hon. friend
was so much ashamed of the position his Maison Rouge
placed him in at the time they left him, in such an
insignificant minority, that he dared not take his
seat again at the end of the Session. No. 8, Mr.
Speaker, was loyal, was constitutional, and No. 8 suc-
ceeded because it was both constitutional and loyal;
and my hon. friend should never have mentioned the
occurrence before this House, because whatever was asked
at the time was supported by more than half the solemn
votes of his own friends. This, Mr. Speaker, I wanted to
say, because this is not the first time that the hon.
gentleman or his organs have tried to cast this aspersion
on the Conservatives of the Province of Quebec, and I
thought it was my duty to repudiate that unmerited
aspersion.

Mr. LAURIEIR. It is not my intention to take any part
in this discussion, but there is one statement of the hon.
gentleman which I cannot allow to go unchallenged. The
hon. gentleman has attempted to cover the most contempt-
ible action of the late Maison Bleue with the revered name
of the late Mr. Holtun. Sir, everybody knows that Mr.
loiton never in any way sanctioned what took place in
the Mais,)n Bleue of 1879. 1 do not know myself whether
the inuendoos as to what Mr. Hlolton's views were with re.
gard to the action of Mr. Letellier in dismissing his Minis-
ters are true or not; for Mr. Ilolton never, on the floor of
this House, at ail events, expressed an opinion which could
warrant thehon.gentlemanuin claiming that Mr. Holton ever
condemned the &ction of Mr. Letellier. But we know, from
the action of Mr. Holton in this House, that he deprecated
the course of this Government in attempting to punsh Mr.
Letellier for an act for which he was amenable to the Local
Legislature of the Province of Quebe; and I say this, that
at that time the Maison Bleue, the great Conservative party
of the Province of Quebec, attempted to tyrannise over
their countrymen by forcing the Government to dismiss Mr.
Letellier. We know that the hon. gentleman was not in
the House at the time; he was uin another House; but if ho
had been here, he would have seen the Government cower-
ing under the pressure of the &aison Bleue, and he would
have seen the Government coming down on its knees at last
to theM aison Bleue, not for any honorable act, but for
the most dishonorable act; for the Conservative party of
Quebec are responsible for introducing the principle that
the Local Legislaturo is not independent from the Govern-
ment of the Dominion. This I say is dishonorable; and
when the hon. gentleman attemps to cover such a con-
temptible and dishonorable action with the revered name
of Mr. Holton, ho must understand that such an attempt
will not go unchallenged.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I never intended my hon. friend to
understand, nor did I say, that Mr. Holton went to the
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Xaison Bleue. What I meant to say was, that Mr. Holton
disapproved the conduct of Mr. Letellier, and this is evident
from the fact that ho would never give his vote against the
condemnation of Mr. Letellier by the House.

Mr. LAURIER. I do not dispute that; I do not know
what Mr. Holton's views were on that question, but what
I said was, that Mr. Holton never sanctioned the action of
the Conservative party in forcing the Government to dis
miss Mr. Letellier for an act for which ho was amenable
to the Local Legislature of Quebec.

Mr. OUIMET. I really think the hon. member for Que-
bec East (Mr. Laurier) and the hon. member for West
Durham (Mré Blake) have done us too much honor. I
never thought that we deserved so much credit for what we
have done. The membors for Lower (Janada who formed
part of what bas been termed the Xaison Bleue and what
has been called No. 8, only tried to obtain justice for their
Province, and the best compliment that could be paid to
them is the endorsation which the Liberal members of
Quebec have been obliged to give their conduct. We
have only obtained what we are entitled to bave.
We have done not only good service to our Province but
we have done good service to the Government; we have
done good service to our party; we have donc good
service to our countrv. If we had some influence in
bringing the Government to do what they did, I say it is a
great compliment to be told so by the hon. members of the
Opposition. I say that these gentlemen coming from Lower
Canada, who had been pressing these claims for Quebec for
so many years, and who had been always kept back, who
had been always going a begging from the thon Lib-
oral Government for what we obtained afterwards-I say
this is their condemnation; this is the avowal by them-
selves that they had no influence, that they were able to
do nothing for their Province or their party in the Province
of Quebec; and that was the verdict that was passed against
them in 1878 as well as in 1882. This was told them by
one of the principal members of their party in their own
organ, the F4'1énement, who said: "What has killed our
varty in the Province of Quebec is tho fact that our meni-
bers have never been able to show that they had any in-
fluence in the Govèrninent of this country; they were
always on . their knoes before the great spirits of
the Grit party in Ontario." If we deserve some
compliment from our country or from our Pro-
vince, it is because we arc able to say that even
against the pretended opposition, the alleged opposition of
the Government to do justice to the claims of the Province
of Quebec, we have stood up instead of going on our knees.
We have stood up like mon, we have pressed our claims and
we have succeeded. I thank the hon.gentleman (Mr. Blake)
for the compliment ho has paid to us all from the Province
of Quetee for what we have done, because he cannot say him-
self that by obtaining that which we have obtained we have
net done good service for our Province. He himself bas
been good enough to lot us know that it was due to our
influence, to our courage, to our loyalty, to our fidelity to
the interests of our Province and our country; and this
will not be forgotten by the people of Quebec. When I
hear the hon. gentleman taunting us for what ho pretends
te be our disloyalty, I cannot help referring to the tact that
ho every day taunts us with being the slaves of the Gov-
ernrment. It, therefore, comes with bad grace from his
mouth te say we are acting disloyally the moment we are
puttieg some claims before the Government and pressing
them. How would we act on this side of the lHouse if we
were to follow the advice of my hon. friend? We would be
here for nothing, because when we vote for the Government
ho says we are slaves, and when we threaten to vote against
the Govermment he calls us disloyal. If my hon. friend
were in power the position, I suppose, ho would like us to
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occupy, would be the humiliating position that wasoccupied
t for five years by our friends sitting behind him, and repre.

senting, or pretending to represent, the interests of the
Province of Quebec.

V Mr. BLAKE. I do not intend to say many words on this
question, and in doing so, will embrace in my remarks mome

f of the observations of the hon. member for Laval (Mr.
Ouimet). The hon. gentleman began by saying that we
did him too much honor, attributed too much inportance to
the efforts of No. 8.

Mr. OUIMET. We did only our duty.
Mr. BLAIKE. In these day I honor highly a publio mau

who can say of himself that ho does his duty.
Mr. OUIMET. We believe it our duty.
Mr. BLAKE. Now, the hon. gentleman, I say, having

deprecated the compliment, as ho called it, which my hon.
friend from Quebec (Mr. Laurier) and myself paid to
No. 8, by giving it too much importance, amply Justified
any allusion that might have been made to that institution,
for such I understand it to be, that institution in the
parliamentary government of this country, by what he said.
Ho said for a long period the affairs of the Province had not
been working correctly, because, as I understand it, there
was a considerable period after the change to which ho
attributes so much good fortune, which took place in 1878,
before any marked change in the conduct of affairs with
reference to Quebec took place. Some five years elapsed
before the justice ho speaks of was to be done, and it was
not possible to obtain it by the ordinary methods. The hon.
gentleman announced just now that they had to resort to
threats. "We threatened to vote against the Government,"
ho said, "Iand you donounce us for disloyalty; we vote for
the Government and you denounco us as slaves."

Mr. OUIMET. I never said so.
Mr. BLAKE. I use the hon. gentleman's own language,

for I took down his words.

Mr. OUIMET. I was supposing a case.

Mr. BLAKE. "If we threaten to vote against the Govern.
ment," ho said, "you call it disloyal; if we vote forthem you
call us slaves," Well, I quite agree the hon, gentle.
man has the right to threaten or to vote against the Gov.
ernment if ho thought the Government wore bringing down
a wrong moasure, but the difficulty, is ho threatened to vote
against the Government unless they would add something
more to their own measure. The will to vote for it is one
thing and the voting for it is another kind of basiness. So
the Secrotary of State declared that No. 8 succeeded, and.he
was delighted to know that they had succeeded.
Against whom did they succoed? Who were the adver.
saries with whom they waged this internecine war? Who
were those whom they triumphed over? What were the
successes which the Secretary of State flaunted in our faces
to-day? Was it in our faces that those successea should
have been flaunted ? Is it not one of those attacks upon
the flank to which the hon. the Secretary of State is sup-
posed to have given some attention when ho flaunts the
successes of No. 8? Do we not know where the difficulty
was ? Was it with the weak, and as ho chooses to say, with
the disunited band who share my fortunes here, that the
difficulty was ? Was it to overcome them that the arrange-
ments in No. 8 went ou? Not so, Sir; it was the gentlemep
with whom the hon. gentleman is associated by ties mqre
or less strong, with whom ho is combined by intimadles
more or less cordial, with whom ho has relations more or
less confidential, with whom ho entertains and concerts as
to measures more or less in the common party ikrtemrest-I
say it was with these that the hon. gentleman was con-
tonding. My.opinion is, that it was a remarkable sone in
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the history of Canada, not fully developed; it was not in the
face of day, it was not in this chamber, it was not with an
audience in the gallery, it was not with the reporters of the
press to hear what was said; it was not by arguments ad.
drossed to the reason and the conscience of the public.

Mr. OUIMET. How do you know?
Mr. BLAKE. How do I know ? Bocause I know it was

in secret.
Mr. OUIMET. You do not know, thon. .
Mr. BLAKE. Because I know that rumors came in the

correspondence of the hon. gentleman's own party papers.
I cannot remember the names of all of them, but I will
name some of them. I saw the columns of the Canadien, I
saw the columns of the .Monde, I saw the columns of other
papers, identified not with me but with hon. gentlemen
opposite, from time to time letting a little lurid light upon
the scenes that were going on in this private chamber.
That is how I know and that is aIl I know, and the hon.
gentleman knows that that is how I know and that is ail I
know.

Mr. OUIMET. You do not know much.
Mr. BLAKE. But I say that the public was interested

in knowing the various phases of this controversy, this
battle, this long-continued series of engagements, in which,
following out the principles of General Grant, the leaders of
that band decided that they would fight it out on that line
all Session, or else they would not allow the debate
to proceed. Do we not remember when there was a
motion to take the debate from day to day ? Do we not
remember that the motion to take the debate from day to-
day wasput offfrom day to day ? Do we not know why it
was put off from day to day ? Do we not know the whole
range of events, such as they appear tous from the outside ?
But I admit we did not know all the inside. I would like
to know it. But there was a triumph. The hon. the Secre-
tary of State says No. 8 succeeded. I say, again, those over
whom No. 8 succeeded where the allies of the hon. gentle-
man and not his opponents. Just one word more. He
says I tried to build a little house out of No. 8. In form and
substance, in sense and spirit, that statement is absolutely
without foundation. Whatever he may intend to infer or to
imply, it is absolutely and entirely without foundation. Ij
had nothing to do with his cabal. I had nothing to do with
his intrigue. I had nothing to do with his negotiations.
I had to do neither with bis struggles, nor with his com-
promises, nor with his arrangements. I never hoped to
profit by them, and it is not by such means I hope to ad.
vance my cause.

Motion agreed to.

BOUNTY TO FISHING VESSELS.
Mr. BURPEE (Sunbury) for Mr. Weldon, moved for:c

Statement showing name, tonnage and owner or owners of eachà
vessel that received bounty during the year 1884, under the Act s
appropriating $150,000 "to aid in the development of the sea fisheries,"
the amount paid to each vessel; also, the name, tonnage owner or
owners of vessels applying for the same, and refused, and the grounds
for refusai.

Mr. McLELAN. I would say to the hon. gentleman that
al this information will be in the Fisheries Report, which t
will be laid on the Table in a day or two. I think he had b
botter lot it stand over, and if anything should be wantingn
in that report he can move for it. u

il
Mr. BURPBE (Sunbury). Very welL

p
CASE OFPD. J. HUGBES.t b

Mr. WILSON moved for: c
]? ies of all papers and correspondenoe between the Government f

and . J. Hughes, Oonnty Judge of Elgin, or any other person or t]
1fr. BLAîrE.

persons, relating to charges preferred by certain petitioners of said
county, asking for a commission of enquiry into the official conduct of
saidjudge.
He said: I regret exceedingly to have learned from the
hon. the First Minister, yesterday, that the Government
had decided not to appoint a commission to examine into
the charges preferred against Judge Hughes. These charges
were made specifically, and the petitioners, among whom
was Mr. Stanton, the County Crown Attorney, declared
their ability to substantiate every charge. When I asked
that the matter should be enquired into and the charges in-
vestigated, I had hope that there would be such an investi.
gation, at least, as would lead to the appointment of a com-
mission which would have substantiated the truth of the
charges or exhonorated the judge charged. There were
grave and serious charges against the conduct of Judge
Hughes when on the bench. Now, Sir, I do not wish
to say one word which is hard or unjust sgainst the
bench. I look upon it, and have looked upon it, with that
degree of respect which I think it is entitled to. But there
were charges made against that gentleman which, if they
were really true, ought to have caused the Government to
have taken action to remove him from the bench;
and, if they were untrue, I say hu should have had an
opportunity of showing that they were untrue. Sir,
I am perfectly well aware that the wheels of justice, to a
certain extent, in the County of Elgin, have been
clogged for a number of years by retaining Judge
Hughes as County Judge. It is notorious to every
porson who bas had anything to do with him, that ho is
arbitrary, that he is very prejudiced against those with
whom he is not on friendly terms, and that it is almost an
impossibility for any person who is in personal disfavor
with him to get justice at his hands. It is well known
in the county that when a barrister is under the displea-
sure of the judge, there is no use in a client applying to
that barrister with any hope of obtaining a verdict, let bis
case be ever so just to take before him. Knowing all
these facts, and acting in the interests of the judge, as well
as in the interests of justice, and in order to give security
and satisfaction to the people of that locality, I think that a
commission of enquiry ought to have been granted. 1,
therefore, move for these papers, and hope that they will be
brought down, and that when they come down we will be
able to see that the Government were justified in the course
which they thought proper to pursue in the matter, and
thereby give no just cause of complaint to the citizers of
the county and city.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the House will
understand, from the statement made by the hon. gentleman
in respect to this motion, how very vague and unsatisfactory
the charges are that are brought against this County Judge.
He says it is well understood that the judge is partial, and
that unless counsel or parties are familiar with him they
cannot obtain full consideration for their cases. Charges
are sometimes made against a county court judge by un.
successful litigants. In order to attack a judge there should
be some weighty and specific charges,which are sufficient to
show Parliament that the judge was really unfit to perform
his duties. The hon. gentleman knows, and indeed admits,
t should be so, The independence of the judges is one of
he chief protections for justice in any country, and it is the
bounden duty of Parliament, and of every member of Parlia-
ment, to put down any insinuation or attack on any judge,
nless it is based on specific charges, showing that the judge
s unfit to hold bis position, and that it is contrary to the
public interest ho should do so; and the member who takes
he responsibility of making that charge should state his
elief that, from the respectability of the parties, or other
ircumstances, ho has reason to believe there is a basis and
oundation for the charges. The hon. gentleman now makes
his motion as a sort of censure on the Government for not
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proceeding with the investigation. The hon. gentlejnan
has been told that the Minister of Justice stated, and
the Government on his report stated, that they do not ho-
lieve there are any sufficient grounds for proceeding against
this judge. This is an appeal from that decision, and it is
only in the nature of an appeal from that decision we con.
sent to bring down the papers. We will bring them down.

Mr. BLAKE. We have it already on record, in answer
to the hon. gentleman's question the other day, that certain
charges against this County Judge, of which I know nothing,
were so specifie that the Minister of Justice considered they
required an answer from him, and ho pointed out which of
them required an answer, and ho obtained an answer to
them. Therefore, the proposition of the hon. gentleman,
that we are to understand from the hon. member's state-
ment that the charges were of a very vague character and
not such as in that respect proper to be considered, does
not seem to be consistent with the statement made by the
First Minister the other day. I understood from it that
the charges had been sent to the judge, that he had returned
them, saying he thought they were so vague as not to
require an answer. Thereupon, the Minister of Justice went
over them, and pointed out to him such of them
as to which he, the Minister, required an answer, and there-
upon the judge did answer those charges. There lias been
a finding by that member of the Government to which this
matter specially belongs, that certain of these charges were
sufficiently specific and sufficiently grave to require an
answer. They may be entirely untrue, but they are so
grave and specific in their character that the Government
have thomselves decided that as regards some of the charges
they come within the rule.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman is in
error in lis statement that the Minister of Justice -con.
sidered they were specific charges which required a specific
answer. There was a long, and I was going to say, a ramb-
ling statement, a series of charges or insinuations, as to the
conduct of this judge. Some were obviously so vague and
uncertain that the Minister of Justice set them aside
altogether ; but, as to the others, there was sufficient
ground to induce the Minister of Justice, in justice to the
judge himself, to send the petition to him, because a judge
ought to know when charges, at all affecting his position,
honor and integrity, are filed, so that he may consider
them. But there is no statement on the part of the Min-
ister of Justice or of the Department that the allegations
were sufficiently specifie to cause the County Judge to be
put on trial. The papers will b brought down.

Mr. CASEY. I have not Ifansard at hand at this
M omentso I cannot reter to the exact words used by the right
hon. gentleman; but he will remember that he told this
House, in answer to the question asked by the hon. member
for Elgin (Mr. Wilson) that, whether the charges were
specific enough and grave enough to-lead him to order an
investigation or net, the Minister of Justice lad certainly
direted te attention of the judge te some o those charges,
and had required an answer from him; that the judge had
answered, and had requested that lis answer should be
brought down to the House with the other papors. So it
was evidently understood by the hon. gentleman himself,
by the judge and by the Minister of Justice, that certain of
the charges were sufficiently grave to require an answer,
and they were of sufficient importance to lead the judge to
ask that the answer might be brought down to the flouse,
together with the other papers. Hansard of yesterday has
just been put into my hand, and I will read what the right
hon. gentleman said in reply to the question asked by the
hon. member for Elgin. Ris remarks are thus reported:

" As to the third branch of the question, a copy of the charges was
sent to the judge, and ho repied they were too general to answer. The
)inister eliminated thouse oarges in respeçt ofwhich ho didD ot think

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do
discuss a previous debate to which the hon.
referred; but if he wishes the question
prepared to meet-him.

not propose to
gentleman has

reopened, I am

Mr. WILSON. The First Minister states that the charge
should be specific, and sufficient to show Parliament that the
judge was unabl properlyt perform is duties. Al I have
Vo say with reference te the matter is this, tînt I think Mr.
Stanton's statement that every charge against D. J. Hughes
has been proven is sufficient. Mr. Stanton is the County
Crown Attorney, and it is his duty to see that justice is ad.
ministered in that section. He states over his own signa-
ture, and I have his letter in my hand, that ho can prove
every one of those charges, and yet the First Minister and
the Government say to-day that the charges are not suffi-
ciently strong as to demand this investigation. I really
think that the proper officer there ought to be the proper
judge as to whether the charges are established sufficiently
to require investigation. If ho is not competent to do se,
thon he is certainly not competent for the office of Crown
Attorney, or to conduot the criminal business of the oounty.

Motion agreed to.
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it necessary to ask an explanation. The other charges were then sent
to the judge, who replied. The petitioner (Stanton) asked for a copy of
this reply. On enquiry of the judge whether ho had any objection, ho
replied that he preferred that his answer should be sent down to the
Bouse, with the charges whichhad been made againht him."

So there certainly has been something in connection with
the matter, requiring at least this amount of investigation,
and it will be for the House to decide, when the papers are
brought down, whether it requires further investigation or
not.

Mr. MILLS. The views enunciated by the hon. gentle-
man to-day are not those enunciated by ihim on a former
occasion, with respect to the independent action of
judges, and their being subject to adverse criticism. The
hon. gentleman said it was not only his own view, but he
believed the view of every member of the House, that a
judge ought not to be attacked in this way, and subjected to
adverse criticism. 1 remember, on one occasion, when two
or three of his supporters made a violent attack upon a
judge who was at that time a member of a court of
Canada, the hon. gentleman said it was very important
that the House should subject the action of the judges to
criticism.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD>. What judge was that ?

Mr. MILLS. If the hon. gentleman will look at The
Debates, he will see I am not misrepresenting his statement
on that occasion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. On what occasion?

Mr. MILTS. On the occasion to which I refer.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What occasion war
that ?

Mr. MILLS. When the hon. member sitting near liim,
the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert), and the hon.
member who at that time represented Prince Edward,
attacked one of the judges.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Who was the judge ?
Mr. MILLS. When they attacked one of the judges of

the Court of Chancery, the hon. gentleman thought it was
quite proper for members of the House to subject the
judges to adverse criticism, although there had been no
petition against the judge. On the present occasion the
hon, gentleman enunciated different views, and the views
he expresses to-day are perhaps, on the whole, much
sounder than those he expressed on that occasion.
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CANADIAN PACIFIC 1RAILWAY-TRESTLES
BRIDGES.

AND

Mr. RDGAR moved for:
A statement showing :-(1.) The total number of timber trestles and

the total number of wooden bridges constructed, or under contract for
construction, upon the line of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, between
Sudbury Junction and Nepigon River; (2.) The length in feet and the
maximum height of each of said tresties and of each of said bridges.
Such statement to identify the trestles and bridges by numbering them
cousecutIvely from Sudbury westward, and also to cIassify them under
the sections in charg e of separate engineers, and ti distinguish the
trestles or bridges which are only temporary works, to be filled in by
the Canadian Pacifie Railway before approval of the work by the Gov-
ernment engineer.
He said: I need only say that the information sought for
by this motion isvery important, and that I think it should
be laid before the House. I may add that if the information
is in the office of the engineer, it is such that I think it
could be supplied in a day or two.

Mr. McLELAN. I have to suggest that the motion be
amended by inserting after the words "number off" the
word "permanent," and by striking out all the words after
the words "Sudbury westward," in the last sentence; the
effect being that all the works of a permanent character
will be returned.

Mr. EDGAR. I certainly think that the additional in-
formation which it is proposed to give by- the amendment
would be very valuable, but I would be sorry if the informa-
tion which I seek should be delayed in order to get this
additional information. Perhaps the hon. gentleman who
is acting for the Acting Minister of Railways will be good
enough to allow the motion to stand, and a further motion
may be moved, calling for the additional information; other-
wise I should be inlined to feel-if not that the object off
the amendment is to delay--that it certainly would be
productive of delay;

Mr. McLELAN. I understand from the Acting Minister
that there will be no delay, but that he is desirous of giving
full information on the point.

On the amendment being put,
Mr. EDGAR. I think that the effect of the amendment

will be quite different from what the hon. member has
suggested. He first suggested to extend the motion so as to
cover the whole line which would be very desirable if it did
not take too long. Otherwise than that, I hope ho does not
intend to alter the motion.

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman will see that
where the main lino is under construction, where the work
is going on by the day, a great deal of temporary work is
used-work that is used for a short time and then removed.

Mr. EDGAR. I do not want the resolution altered or
emasculated in that way. I think that the motion as it
stood originally provides exactly for 'the information
desired, as it will show the temporary work separately from
the other.

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. How about the tempor-
ary work that is to be taken away, and not filled in ?

Mr. EDGAR. If the hon. gentleman will read the
motion, he will see that it distinguishes the trestles or
bridges which are only temporary works. I shall certainly
object as strenuously as I can to ;have the motion emascu-
lated in that way.

Mr. VAIL. I quite understand the object of the hon.
gentleman who is acting for the Minister of Railways, in
seeking to amend this motion. I remember a meeting that
took place once at Truro, in Nova Scotia, at which the pre-
sent Minister of Marine and Fisheries undertook to con-
vince the people that Mr. Makenzie was building a very
inferlor road, because he was building wooden trestle
brWdes. And that accounted for the progress that was

g.WEmuON,

being made. Now, my hon. friend wants to make out that
the rest of the road is not of an inferior character, notwith-
standing that the same kind of bridges are used, and that
is his reason for wishing to encumber this motion with the
amendment he has made.

Mr. CASEY. I do not see what objection there can be
to including all the structures, so long as they are carefully
distinguished.

Mr. MULOCK moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

RETURNS ORDERED.
Copies of all Orders in Council, memorials and representations on the

subject of the bounty on manufactures of iron, not already brough t
down, together with ail letters, accounts and vouchers in respect of
claims made for euch bounty; and statement in detail of al1sums paid
or allowed in respect thereof.-(Mr. Blake.)

Statements showing:-(1.) The expenditure by the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company upon its main line of railway, between Callander and
Port Arthur and between Selkirk and Kamloops, since the expenditure
of $23,018,950, shown by the letter of Mr. Stephen to the Minisier of
Railways and Canals, of the 15th January, 1884. (2-) The materials on
hand in respect of the described main line of railway. (3.) The receipts
by the company since the account given in the said letter in respect of
(a.) Cash subsidy; (b.) Government loan ; (c.) Land grant bonds or
land sales, or from the pledging of land grant bonds. (4.) The
amount, if any, due by the company in respect of construction of the
described main line. (5.) Estimates of the cost of the work of construc-
tion remaining to be doue on the described main Une showing whether
the materials on hand are taken into account in such estimate or not.
(6.) An estinate of the whole ewt of construction of the described main
Rue wheu completed. (7.) tâttemeut of the coat of equipment of the
described main lino at the date of the account in Mr. ßtephen's letter.
(8.) Statement of the cost of equipment of the described main line since
that date. (9.) Estimate of the further cost of equipment of the de-
scribed main line when completed. (10.) Estimate of the complete cast
of equipping the described mainline. Ail such statements and estimates
being separate for each of the described divisions, viz:.(a) That between
Callan d Port Arthur and (b) that between Selkirk and Kamloops.
-(Mr. Bake.)

Statement in detail of the present position of land grant and the
land grant bonds of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, showing,
by the number ofthe section, the township and range or other description,
the lots granted to the company; also, the lots sold by the company;
also, the amount cf land grant bonds in the bands of the Government;
the amount in the bande of the company; the amount in the hands of
the public; the amount pledged by the company for loans or other-
wise, with details; and the amount cancelled; showing also, the sum
received by the company for lands sold in eaL calendar year and in
the course of the present year; and the amount now due to the com-
pany in respect of lands sold, with a separate statement, showing the
amount received by the company from sales in town sites, and the
amount now due on such sales, distinguishing between the receipts and
debts on account of town sites comprised in the land grant, or in any
arrangement with the Government, and the receipts and debts on
account of other town sites.-(Mr. Blake.)

Copies of all Orders in Council, instructions to and correspondence
with the commissioners under the commission issued in connection
with the claàins arieing ont of the construction of the Intercolonial Rail.
way, and a statement of the matters referred to them, and of the moneys
paid to them and to the secretary, and of the number of days during
which the commissioners sat, all subsequent to the period covered by the
return to the Address of last Session.-(Mr. Burpee, Sunbury, for Mr.
Weldon.)

Statement of the receipts of the post office at St. Stephen's, N. B., for
the calendar year 1884; also, a statement of the value of postage stamps
sold at the said odice.-(Mr. Burpee, Sunbury.)

Return of the casualties to trains on the Intercolonial Railway, arising
from collision, broken rails, or otherwise, for the calendar year 1884;
the respective causes and dates ; the amount of damage (if any) in each
case to property ; the amount of compensation paid to owners of pro-
perty destroyet or damaged, as well as amount of claims for lous or
damage to property (if any) unsettled.-(Mr. Barpee, Snnbury, for Mr.
Weldon.)

Return of all claims presented for drawback on materials used for
shipbnildin, for the year ending 30th June, 1884; also, for the six
months endiug 3lst December, 1884; giving the name of the applicant,
the name and tonnage of the vessel, the amount claimed, and the
amount paid.-(Mr. Burpee, Sunbury, for Mr. Weldon.)

Return giving a fuiLstatement of all coal entered ex-warehouse, free
or for exportation, during the year ending 30th Jnne, 1884; showing
the quantity se entered at each port the names of persons havin
entered, the quantities ex-warehoused each person, nd, if e e
the name of the vessel or railroad by which exported, the to
which exported, and copies of ail tie cancelling certiflates, showing
that such coal had been ianded in the ports te whieh ezported.-(Mr,

rp., Sabury, forter. Wullan.)
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Return showing the quantity of rolling stock purchased for the Inter.

colonial Railway duringeach six months of the year ending 31st Decem-
ber, 1884, giving each kind of rolling stock, and whether purchased
under contract or otherwlbe, the parties from whom bought, and the
cost of each kind. Also, a statement showing what has been built dur-
ing the year in the Government workshops, giving each kind.-(Ur.
Burpee, Sunbury, for Mr. Weldon.) 1

Statement of the revenue and working expenses of the Intercolonial
Railway, accrued for the six months of the year ending 31st Vecember,
1884, under the several divisions, similar to annual statement B, Inter-
colonial Railway, in the Public Accounts.-(Mr. Burpee, Sunbury,
for Mr. Weldon.)

Statement showing the names and places of residence of all militia.
men of 1812 who reeeived their pension during the last fiscal year, and
the amount paid to each of them.-(Mr. Bourasa.)

Copy of the charges against Lieut.-Colonel O'Malley, of the 25th
Battalion, Ontario ; date of O'Malley's suspension ; date of the court of
enquiry into the charges ; also, a copy of the evidence taken before
said court of enquiry, together with the reDort of said court to the
Major-General commanding the militia.-(Mr. Wilson.)Ail correspondence had with the Government, or any member thereof
in relation to any proposed atteration or relaxation of the provisions oi
the present Prohibitory Liquor Law of the North.West Territories.--
(Mr. Poster.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment
of the louse.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 6:10 p.m.

HOJSE OF COMMONS.

FRMAv, 13th February, 1885.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock,

PBAvEas.

CONSOLIDATED RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENTS.

Mr. WELLS moved for love to introduce Bill (No. 30)
to amend and consolidate "The Consolidated Railway Act,
1879," and the Acts amending it.-

Mr. POPE. Will the hon. gentleman explain what the
amendments are ?

Mr. WELLS. The amendments are very numerous in-
deed, and it will be impossible to explain them fully at this
stage. The old Railway Act of 1861 was evidently framed by
14nprofessional men, and contained a great many inaccuracies
and inconsistencies, many of which found their way into the
Consolidated Railway Acts of 1868 and 1879. Amendments
have been made from time to time, and I think the time
has now arrived when the whole mass should be remodelled
and consolidated. I have done my best in that direction,
but, of course, in view of the important character of the
Bill, I shall be guided by the action of the Government in
this matter. I hope that we shall have an opportunity of
going over it carefully so as to arrive at such a conclusion
as will satisfy both the railway companies and the public.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY.

Mr. MITCHELL. I asked a question the other day of the
First Minister in regard to when I was likely to obtain the
return ordered by the House on 28th of March last, in the
following words:-

l Statement showing the names of all stockholders in the Grand
Trunk Railway of Canada, with the amounts of stock held by each of
said stockholders at the close of the first year after the charter was
granted or operations commenced. Also the names of all stockholders
i said compan, and the amounts of stock held by each on the first day
of the current year."

I should like to ask the right hon, gentleman when we are
likely to obtain this information.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am afraid that I am
unable to give the hon. gentleman a satisfactory answer. I
do not know why the Grand Trunk Railway Company have
delayed, if they have delayed, furnishing this information.
i will make enquiry with a view to having the return
brought down, as the hon. gentleman is so persistent in the
matter.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do not delay too long.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Ero long.
CANADA CIVIL SERVICE ACTS AMENDMENT.
Mr. CHAPLEAU moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.

31) to amend and consolidate the Canada Civil Service Acts
of 1882, 1883 and 1884. He said : This is a Bill for the
consolidation of the different Acts in regard to matters of
detail. After copies have been printed, the Bill will be
distributed among the members.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

INSOLVENCY.
Mr. BILLY moved for leave te introduce Bill (No. 32)

respecting Insolvency.
Mr. BLAKE. Explain.
Mr. BILLY (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, I do not think

it will be necessary to give lengthy explanations on this
Bill to-day, and I believe it would be proper to wait until
the Bill is printed and distributed. This Bill contains a
great number of clauses, and its object is to regulate the
distribution of insolvents' estates and to discharge the insol-
vent debtor from his liabilities.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

RETURNS.
Mr. McCRANEY. Before the Orders of the Day are

called I wish to call the attention of the Minister of Public
Works to certain facts with respect to a return asked for
last Session in regard to the cost and maintenance of
Rideau Hall. Part of the information asked for was
brought down on 17th April, but the return is not com-
plote. I desire to ask the Minister if he will see that the
return is brought down in a complete form. I wish also to
ask the Minister in regard to a return ordered at the same
time with respect to the cost and maintenance of the Wel-
land Canal, as well as a similar return in regard to the St.
Lawrence Canals. Will the hon. Minister see that these
returns are brought down ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As regards the St. Lawrence
Canals, the matter referred to comes within the Depart-
ment of the Minister of Railways and Canals. I could not
catch the first portion of the hon. gentleman's remarks; but if
he will kindly send me over a memorandum of what he
wants I will take care that the paters are brought down, if
they have not already been broug t down.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD presented a Message from

is Excellency the Governor-General.
Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as follows:-

LANDSDOWNE.
The Governor General transmits to the House of commons copies of

aIl petitions, resolutions, correspondence and memorials, on the matter
of bankruptey, which have been submitted to His Excellency in Council
for consideration.
GOVERMUNTI Hous,

OTmAWA, I2th February, 1885.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I desire te move, with-

out notice, that the Message be referred to the Special Com-
mittee on Insolvency; also that the committee hava full
power to consider the whole question of bankruptcy and
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insolvency, and to report by Bill or otherwise. I also desire
that the committee be given power to report from time to
time; and, with the consent of the House, I will add some
names to the Committee. I beg to move:

That the Message of His Excellency the Governor General, trans-
mitted this day, be referred to the Special Committee appointed to take
into consideration and report upon the alleged necessity that exists for
adopting some system of bankruptcy and insolvency; that the said com-
mittee have power to report from time to time, by Bill or otherwise, on the
whole subject of bankruptcy and insolvency; and that Messrs. Auger,
Bergeron, Bernier, Desjardins and Robertson (West Hastings) be added
to the said committee.

Mr. BLAKE. With reference to so much of the motion
as proposes to refer to the committee the papers which have
jst been brought down in so unusually formal a manner, I
do not think there is any objection, nor do I object to the
addition of the names. But the other part of the hon.
gentleman's proposal is of a very serious character. It
seems to indicate that the hon. gentleman had not fully con-
sidered what the proper reference to this committee should
be. The other day we were invited on the responsibility of
the Government to assent to a particular reference to the
committee, The committee has hardly commenced its
labors-I believe it had but one brief session-and now the
hon, gentleman proposes a very large increase of the powers
of the committee, including the power to report a Bill. I
think it would have been more satisfactory, if the hon. gen-
tleman felt it necessary at so early a day to vary and
enlarge the reference, to have done so in the usual way,
upon a notice, but I suppose the result would have been the
same as to-day. The re.asons which I gave from my point
of view for objecting to the mode of procedure which the
hon, gentleman adopts in this case, apply with added force
the greater the enlargement of the referen ce, and therefore
I cannot assent to this motion, otherwise than on a division,
though I do not take the formal objection.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman will
recollect that when I moved the committee, I stated that
probably the committee would or might apply, not for
extended powers but for power to report by Bill or other-
wise, or to report from time to time. They had not made
a formal report, but I am informed that it is the desire of
the committee,.and therefore I make the motion.

Mr. BLAKE. With reference to this additional state.
ment of the right hon. gentleman I think there is a very
grave inconvenience in recognising such a mode of pro-
cedure, as indicating the sense or the wishes of the com-
mittee. There is a recognised mode of indicating the
wishes of the committee to this House ; and it is the proper
mode. But, as I understand, the hon. gentleman when he is
moving now, is moving on the volition and responsibility
of the Government, for I do not think we can recognise any
other method of acting on the wishes of the committee than
upon a report from the committee, which is a report placed
on the Table.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The committee can only
make one report unless the reference empowers them to
report from time to time. Of course, this motion is made
on the responsibility of the Government, in accordance with
the desire of the chairman of the committee.

Motion agreed to, on a division.

ESQUIMALT GRAVING DOCK.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 7) to amend the Act 37 Victoria, Chapter 17, in-
tituled: "An Act to authorize the advance of a certain suni
of money to the Province of British Columbia for the con-
struction of a graving dock at Esquimalt, and for other
purposes."

Mr. BLAKE. Immediately after the hon, gentleman
made the announcement of this measure, on a motion for

Sir TORN A. MACDONALD.

leave to introduce the Bil, I put a notice on the paper at
the earliest possible moment for correspondence and this
order was granted. I explained that it was with reference
to this partieular matter, and I did not think the hon.
gentleman would propose the measure until that corres-
pondence was brought down. It is of little use to bring it
down at all, after the Bill has passed.

Sir LEONAIRD TILLEY. I thought perhape we might
take the second reading to day, and not take the third read-
ing until after the correspondence comes down.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will not move
the Bill to Committee until the correspondence comes
down.

Sir LEONARD TILLE Y. Very well.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

APPELLATE JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME
COURT.

On the order, second reading Bill (No. 3) to limit the
appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). Stand.
Mr. BLAKE. I would suggest that it would be to the

convenience of the House, as this order is here and seems
to be getting into a standing condition, that the hon. gentle-
man should intimate when he intends to take the second
reading. It is very interesting, but we should not be kept
in a state of expectancy about it all the Session.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). Next Thursday.

CARRIERS BY LAND.

Mr. COUGHLIN moved the second reading of Bill (No.
5) respecting the liabilities of carriers by land.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would ask the hon.
gentleman to allow this motion to stand over. M y hon.
friend from Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) has a Bill on the same
subject, and there will most likely arise the question of
jurisdiction, the question of the competeney of Parliament
to deal with that subject. It would be well that the whole
question should be thoroughly discussed on the two mea-
sures, when the promoter of the other Bill is here. The
member for Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) will be here in a few
dayt, andthen the two Bills may be discussed together.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the same arrangement might be
made as to this Bill-that we should get 24hours' notice, at
any rate, as te the time it will come on.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY - TRESTLES AND
BRIDGES.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proosed motion
of Mr. Edgar for statement showing total num r of timber
trestles and wooden bridges upon the line of the Canadian -

Pacifie Railway, and the motion of Mr. MeLelan in amend.
ment thereto.

Mr. MULOCK. When the consideration of this question
was adjourned last evening, I believe an amendment was
proposed by the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries, the
effect of which would be te enlarge the enquit y beyond
what might be considered reasonable bounds. The simple
question that we have now to determine is, whether
the object of the hon. member to obtain the infor-
mation in a reasonable time, and probably for prac-
tical use during the present Session, would not be
defeated by an amendment of this character. I
think the propsition made by the hon. member for West
Ontario (Mr. gar)was a most reasonable one. Re stated
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that if the hon. Minister desired the House to be informed
on the matters aimed at by the amendment, the hon.
Minister should ask the House to pass a motion dealing with
that particular branch of the case, but that his particular
objeet should not be defeated by the motion being weighted
down by a much greater enquiry and which could not pos-
sibly be answered within a reasonable time. I think that is
the simple proposition before us, and if the Government insist
on this amendment, there can be only one inference, and
that is that the Government do not desire the House to be
put in possession of the particular information asked for by
the mover of this motion. I have no knowledge myself as to
what is sought for by it ; I do not know whether the motion
is likely to bring out any information injurious to any
individual, corporation, or party. I think it is
simply important to know whether, when an hon. mem-
ber moves in this House for certain information, it L 3to be
in the power of the Government, or is a proper exorcise
of their power here, indirectly to kill that application by
postponing compliance with it to an indefinite period. Now,
the effect of this amendment must necessarily be to postpone
for an indefinite period the return to the Blouse
of this necessary information. The original motion
asked that tho House should be informed of the
character of certain work over a distance somewhere within
500 miles. It is proposed by the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries (Sir. McLelan) that the enquiry should not be so
limited, but should relate to tho whole distance from Sud-
bury Junction to the Pacifie Ocean. Why not come out and
vote down the motion, and say you wiil not give the infor-
mation, instead of indirectly defeating the object of the
mover by an amendment of this character? I have nothing
to say as to the merits of the motion. If it is a proper
motion to be granted along with the amendment proposed,
it is a proper motion to be granted by itself, and I can seo
no reason for refusing the proposition made by te hon.
member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar), namely, to grant
his motion, and let the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
present an independent motion for the information which
he thinks the House should be possessed of. In that way,
if the House should be possessed of the whole information,
it will have it. What does it matter whether two parcels
of papers are brought down, or only one? We know that
if they are to come down together they cannot come down
in time to be of any practical use.

Mr. POPE. I have no doubt the hon. gentleman who has
just sat down is as desirous as any man in the House to have
all the information ho can possibly obtain; but I think it is
a very curious way to get information teobe afraid of getting
too much. I think no hon. member in this House will feel
that my hon. friend, in moving the amendment, did it with
any other object than to give the greatest possible informa.
tion about the road to this House and the country. I do
not think my hon. friend opposite should be accused of
being disingenuous; I do not say ho is trying to place this
portion of the road in a false position before this House and
the country; but I say the effect of the motion would be to
give a wrong impression of the character of the road from
this temporary trestle work, which is part of the construc-
tion; it would give an impression to the country and the
world which would be not only false, but injurions to the
company, and I know that my hon. friend (Mr. Edgar)
would not like to do anything to injure this company. I
believe hon. gentlemen opposite, and every patriotic man
in this country, whether on one side or the other, must wish
that any information given of this road should be such as to
convey a proper impression of the condition of the road just
as it stands. That is one objection I have to the hon.
gentleman's motion. What possible good could come of a
return showng ithe quantity of temporary trestle work used
for purposes of construction, which is soon to be removed
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a return of that kind to the other side of the Atlantic or to
the United States ? We know that the competitors of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway in the United States will take ad-
vantage of every word and every syllable tha&t can ho used
against it. Therefore I say, if you are going to give them

i any information, give them all the information. I have
not seon my hon. friend's amendment, but I have an idea of
what it is. It will show everything; it will show the num-
ber of trestles buiit that are permanent on the whole line.
Why should we give any information as to these temporary
trestles which are to be removed-information which would
convey to the world the false idea that the road had been
debased and its standard lowered. I object to the motion
of my hon. friend opposite. I hope ho will accept the
amendment, and get the whole information concerning the
road from one end to the other. There will be no more
delay in bringing that down than there would be in bring-
ing what ho asks for. I do not know how long it will take
to have the return brought down; but I say to every hon.
member of this House that we shall get the information as
soon as we can. But I will fight this battle as long as I
can before I will consent to be a party to any attempt to
spread before the country information false in character, as
it must be, before the road is completed, and injurious both
to the company who are building the road and to the Gov-
ernment whose duty it is to see that the road is built
according to the contract.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. Minister of Railways ssys
that the friends of the hon. member for West Ontario (Mr.
Edgar) are afraid of geLting too much information. Sir,
we are not afraid of getting too much information, but we
complain that we are not allowed to get the information
we desire in regard to the Canidian Pacifie road. What
we want is simply to get the information we ask for. The
colleague of the hon. gentleman who moved the amendment
informs us that it is his sincere desire to lay before this
country full information. I doubt it. I believe the sincere
desire of this Government is to conceal from the public the
actual condition of affairs in regard to that road.

Mr. POPE. The lion. gentleman has no right to doubt
what I have stated as a fact in this House.

Mr. SPEAKER. I hope the hon. member will accept the
statement which has just been made.

Mr. CHARLTON. I will accept with mental reservation
the statement made by the hon. gentleman with regard to
the temporary trestle work. The hon. gentleman talks of
giving a false impression. Sir, to give the present condition
of that road is not to give a false impression. What we
require is a correct impression, what we require is to know
its exact condition; and to conceal its exact condition is to
give a false impression. If the hon. gentleman desires to
conceal the actual condition of the work, it is he who desires
to give a false impression and not the fhon. gentleman who
asks for the return. He says, in an ironical tone, ho knows
we would do nothing to injure this company. Certainly we
would not ; we do not desire to injure this company ; we
have no contention with this company. This ~company,
we believe, has made this Government its tool; it
has used this Government for its purposes. Our quarrel is
not with it, but we stand here, as guardians of the people's
rights, to condemn the Government that has surrendered
these rights to this company. The hon. gentleman ac-
knowledges that ho has not seen the motion, so that lie does
not even know what he is talking about with regard to tthis
motion.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. POPE; I had not seen the amendment,
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Mr. CHARLTON. We will see what the amendment is

as well as the motion, and thus see what has been expunged
and what added:

" Mr. Edgar moved for an Address to His Excellency the Gorernor
General for a utatement showing:-(.) The total number of timber
trastles and the total number of wooden bridges constructed, or under
contract for construction, upon the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway
between Sudbury Junction and Nepigon River ; (2.) The lengthl in feet
and the maximum height of each of said trestles and of each of said
bridgea. Such statement to ideritily the tresties and bridges by num-
bering them consecutively from Sadbury westward, and aleo to classify
them under the sections in charge of separate engineers, and to dis-
tingnish the trestles or bridges which are only temporary works to be
filled in by the Canadian Pacific Railway before approval of the work
by the Government engineer.

That is the motion of my hon. friend. Now, what is the
amendment ? It is to make the motion read as follows:-

" (1.) The total number of permanent timber trestles and the total
number of wooden bridges constructed, or under contract for construc-
tion, upon the line o the Canadian Pacific Railway; (2.) The length
in feet and the maximum height of each of said trestles and of each of
said bridges Such tatement to identify the trestles and bridges by
n umbering them consecutively from Sudbury westward."

Or, in other words, Sir, to prevent my hon. friend
obtaining the very information ho is seeking for,-the
information as to the number of temporary trestles upon
that road. It is intended, Sir, by this amendment, to
give no information whatever upon that point, to refuse to
give to this louse any information except the information
pertaining to the number of permanent timber trestles on
that road. How are we to know, if this information
is not given, whether the Government are not transcending
their powers with regard to the payment of subsidies to the.
road, whether they are not paying subsidies, perchance, in'
anticipatien of the time when the road will be completed
and the company entitled to those subsidies ? Now, an hon.
momber of this House, I hold, hae a right to demand
information upon any subject of political or publie import-
ance. If any hon. member of this louse desires to know
anything with regard to the progress of the work
upon the Canadian Pacifie road, that member has a right to
know it. The public has a right to know it. This com-
pany bas been subvented by millions of dollars of public
money, it is being construted with the public money, it is
being constructed at the cost of taxpayers of Canada.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes.
Mr. CHARLTON. It is likely to cost the taxpayers of

this country as much again as it ought to cost, and I main-
tain the tarpayers of Canada and their representatives have
the right to insist upon the fullest information being given
with regard to the construction of this road. The stand
taken by my hon. friend in attempting to refuse this infor-
mation looks suspicious; it looks as if there was something
to conceal; it looks as if there was a desire to lead the pub-
lic astray in their opinions and calculations as to the pro-
grass and condition of this road. Why do the Government
wish to withhold this information? Is there anything in
this motion that is calculated to incriminate them ? Is there
anything in it calculated to make them stand in a worse
light even than that in which they now stand before the
public? It would seem impossible that there should, but it
is to be apprehended that the Government does fear that the
information asked for in this motion would put them in a
worse position before the people of Canada than that whieh
they now ocoupy, bad as that position is. Sir, the con-
struction of the Pacific Railway is a dark mystery. I
venture to say that never betore bas a work of
this magnitude been undortaken and subvented, or aided
by the Government and the people, who had to pay
the cost, not being permitted to know its condition and
progress. There are things about it we do not under-
stand. We have reason to believe the route of the lin.e
was changed merely to cast discredit on an hon. gentleman
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on this side of the House; we have reason to believe that,
in order to make this change, this country will be subjected
to a loss of millions of dollars. We know this
thing is hidden from the public gaze; we know it is
shronded in nystery; we know that the people are not
permitted to know anything with regard to the affairs of
the road ; we know that the demands of hon. gentlemen on
this side are not complied with when they ask for requisite
information; we know that when this company applied
for a loan only a year ago, the reasonable demand that a
committee should be struck to look into the condition of
the affairs of this company was made, and this demand was
refused. There are a good many things connocted with
this subject that naturally are calculated to arouse suspicion
on this side of the House. When we look back to the
circumstances to which I am about to refer very briefly,
we cannot fail to have our suspicions aroused as to the
relations that exist between the Gcvernment and the syndi-
cate. Sir, what was the origin of this contract? Was it
made in compliance with the requirements of the law of
this country-a law which distinctly exacts, both in the
Public Works Act and the Act of 1874, that no Govern-
ment contract shall be entered into without public
tenders being first asked for. Was that law corn-
plied with? No; this contract was made in secret;
it was made under suspicious circumastances, and the suspic-
ions connected with it grow thicker and darker day by day,
and year by year. That contract was made in violation of
the law, and it had not been laid three or four weoks before
this House before a circumstance transpired which con-
vinced every hon. gentleman open to conviction that the
Government had acted hastily, that they had not taken the
precautions they should have taken in this matter in the
public interest. What was this circumstance ? It was that
we had another offer to build this roadé

Some hon. MEKBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. CHARLTON. I hear neers on the other aide and
ironical laughter. Sir, we had another offer from another
company of higher character and possessed cof greater
resources than the present, and an offer more favor-
able in the interests of this country than that of the present
company. It was an offer that no hon. gentleman opposite
has a right to say was not bond de, because the company
that made it paid into the hands of the Government$600,000
more than was required to be deposited by the syndicate as
a guarantee of their good faith and ability to execute the
contract. We have no right then to say that this was not
a bond fide offer. What was the offer ? It was one that
would have cost the country $3,000,000 lessand 3,000,000
acres les than the contract entered into with the syndicat e.
It asked for no monopoly; it asked for no exemption from
taxation; it secured Canadian control by providing that
the majority of the Board of Directors should be British
subjects. Stock books in connection with it were to be
opened in every Province of the Dominion, and the Govern-
ment was to have the right at any time to buy back the
road. If the Goverument at that time did not
believe that oifer to be a bond fide one, they, at
least, under the circumstances, were bound to retrace
their steps and advertise for tenders in order to see
how much could be saved in L-the public interest.
No doubt, Sir, millions of dollars could have been saved, but
they refused to do it, and what are the subsequent develop-
mente in regard to this road ? They proposed to secure
the public rights against excessive charges by a 10 per
cent. limit as to dividends, they limited the stock to $25,-
000,000; and without the knowledge of this House, without
the knowledge of the country, they permitted that company
to increase their stock from 425,000,000 to $100,000,000.
They were parties to tht, Uand then they permitted a most
scandalous system of stock-watering which, if it had been
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allowed, would have placed that company in a position to
have taken dividends of 10 per cent. upon a nominal stock
of $100,000,000 which had cost them scarcely more than
830,000,000. Then they were privy to construction rings
of the most scandalous character. They upheld the com-
pany in thes« things, and, when this company applied to
this House for a loan, they refused to allow the country to
know the state of the affairs of the company, they refused
to grant a committee of enquiry. Here was a demand being
made for $30,000,000. It was supposed that the company
had been already subvented beyond its needs, and surely the
people of this country had a right to demand and to receive
from the right hon. gentleman a commission of enquiry to
place before the country a definite statement of the affairs of
the company before a further loan was made to it. And,
when they might have secured that boon for the people,
they refused to remove the monopoly clause. It was subse-
quently discovered what the condition of the company was
when this application for a loan was made. It was subse.
quently discovered that this company had shamefully
wasted its resources.

Mr. MITCHELL. Oh.

Mr. CHARLTON. Yes, shamefully wasted its resources.
This company had a contract with the people of Canada.
What was that contract ? It was a contract to build the main
line from Lake Nipissing t6 the Pacific Ocean. The people
of Canada had nothing to do with the affairs of this com-
pany so far as the acquiring of other lines, or the building of
branch lines, or the advancing of the fortunes of the direc-
tors and officers of the road were concerned. The contract
of the people of Canada with the syndicate was to build the
main line of the Pacific road, and they made them certain
grants to enable them to perform that contract. What
was the condition of the road when the company came
here and asked for this loan? They had spent, accord-
ing to Sir Charles Tupper's statement last Session,
upon the main line, at that time, 829,209,541 on
construction and equipment, and that included a
quantity of stores on hand. What had they received ?
They had received at that time, against that expenditure,
$54,000,000, in Government subsidy, in the proceeds of
stocks sold, in lands sold, and from other sources. They had
received $25,037,000 more than they had spent upon their
contract, and the Government knew it, and yet they came here
with an application for $30,000,000 more, and their applica-
tion was granted. Now, if they had confined thomselves to
the construction of the road that they contracted to con-
struct, if they had confined themselves to their contract
with the Government, they would have had a surplus at
that moment of $25,000,000. They were to earn $12,710,000
in subsidies as the work progressed. Their estimate of the
cost of completing was $27,000,000, and if they had con-
fined themselves to their contract with the Government,
when the road was completed they would have had a surplus
of 810,747,000 ; and yet they were in extremities, and asked
for a further loan. Why? Bocause they had spent millions of
dollars in the United States, because they had acquired
nearly a thousand miles of railway, not connected with
their contract, because they had built lines of steamers,
and it was reported that large sums of money had been taken
out of their resources for private purposes. By a course of
extravagance and folly, they had placed themselves in such
a position, and the Governmont was a party to it. The
Government had chartered the company in defiance of the
law. They had carried it on in disregard of the interests of
the people of this country, and they are to-day seeking to
concoal the real condition of the works upon this road. We
are demanding that we shall know the true condition of
affaire. We have a right to know it, and, if this motion is
refused, if this amendment is carried, it is an admission on
the part of the Government that they are acting in excess of
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their authority and not in the interests of the people, that
they are paying subsidies to a company which has not earned
them, that they are afraid to let the people know what the
condition of the road is. If the Government denies this
enquiry, it will justify us in saying that the syndicate comes
first and the Government comes second, and, as a body, is
the tail of the syndicate kite. I hope the Government will
not be guilty of the outrage upon the rights of a free people,
which it will be guilty of if it refuses a free enquiry into
the condition of this road.

Mr. EDGAR. As a very new member, I was evidently
under a mistaken impression. I had supposed that members
of this House were entitled to fair and reasonable returns
which they moved for on matters of very great public
interest and moment. I was strengthened in that impres-
sion by the language of the hon. the Secretary of State
yesterday, who, in discussing the question of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, said the Government had not only brought
down all the returns of information which had been asked
for, but a great deal more than had been asked for. I really
do think that, if there is any subject which eau come be-
fore this House upon which full information should be
given, it is this very question of the Canadian Pacifie Rail.
way Company. I should have supposed that, when the
Government of the country are mortgagees of a railway,
when they have lent vast sumis of money upon the security
of a line of road they would be just as much entitled as an
ordinary holder of a mortgage security is to have the most
full and complete information as to the nature of the
security. I should aiso have thought that, when the
Government of this country are proposing to pay, and are
bound to pay, and from day to day are paying upon this
very eastern section of the railway over $15,000 in
cash, and granting over 9,000 acres of land per
mile, that gave the House and the country some
claim to full and fair information on these points. I should
aliso bave thought that when this country has paid and is to
pay 3 per cent. upon the capital stock of that company for a
number of years, that would also entitle us to some con-
sideration in this matter. Sir, I should still further have
thought, that when the Government of the day has not yet
told this House whether the company is going to receive
further assistance or not, that fact also should entitle us to
make full enquiries. As to the particular enquiry which is
the subject of the motion, everybody connected with rail-
ways at all-and nearly everybody in this country at this
day has more or less information about railways-knows
that when the work is being rushed through, when railways
are being rapidly built-and it is the boast of this company
that this railway is being more rapidly built than any rail-
way was ever built before-I say that when all this is being
done, there is a great temptation to put up temporary
trestle work in the place of solid filling in of ravines and
gullies, which is done to save time. We know that it is very
often necessary in constructing a road, and very properly
necessary, to put up temporary trestle works to carry the
track on further in order that the work may be continued
more' vigorously and more successfully. That is a very
proper thing for every railway to do, and I have no doubt
that this railway is doing it. But, Sir, the motion which I
placed before the House is in order to enable that company
in making this Return, to show what is temporary and what
is not. The hon. member who is acting for the non-existent
Minister of Railways, spoke about not having read the motion ;
he explained afterwards that he meant he had not read the
amendment. I am prepared to say, after having listened to
his speech, that if he had read the motion he did not under-
stand it-I hope that is parliamentary-because the motion
most distinctly and positively makes a direction that the
return shall show and distingnish the temporary from the
permanent work, and that is just what the hon. member
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s he in favor of doing in his speech. I do not want to
t waspersions upon the solidity of the lino, which would
be uncalled for on my part, but that would be done by this
return if it was made in accordance with the amendment.
The motion is explicit and contains the words:

" And also to classify them-

That is the trestles-

" Under the sections in charge of separate engineers, and to dis.
tinguish the trestles or bridges which are only temporary works to be
filled in by the Canadian Pacific Railway before approval by the
Government engineers."

So that every single syllable of the hon. gentleman's elabo-
rate argument against the motion falls to the ground
entirely. Now, I want to show, Mr. Speaker, why the
Return as proposed to be amended would be absolutely
useless. The proposal is to show only the permanent
trestles. Now, why do we want to know where the tom-
porary trestles are? I think the Government, who are so
watchful of the interests of the company, should be more
anxious than I umto know where these trestles are. I think
it would be a great pity and a great misfortune for the
Government as well as for the country, when this road is
being rushed through, and when the company is particularly
anxious to get all the money that is owing to them, I believe,
at present-when the company make demands upon the
Government to be paid this $15,000 per mile, it would be a
great pity, I say, if the Government should happen to pay
over to them that $15,000 a mile before the permanent road
was constructed, and when only temporary trestles were on
the ground. That is why I think the Government as well
as the country ought to have this information. Now, by
striking out the clause at the end of the motion which I
road a few minutes ago, as to the classification of the work,
the amendment entirely prevents anyone from deriving the
information I have suggested from that return. Of course,
if the permanent trestles were only shown, and if the sec.
tions where they are located were classified and designated,
even thon we would possibly be able, with a good deal of
difficulty, to find out where the temporary trestles were
situated. In that case every hon. mcmber would have to
take that return in his hand, if he wanted to find out the
information, and go up to the section and look for the per-
manent trestles, and thon ha would know that those that1
were not mentioned in the return as permanent, would be
temporary. But I would like to know why that return
cannot be brought down, and why the members of this
House cannot have an opportunity of getting that informa-
tion. The return asked for related to a small portion
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway from Sudbury to Nepigon.
It is that portion of the road which is being pushed forward
very vigorously at present, and, of course, that is the.
reason why I want the information about the tempor-
ary trestle work. The hon. gentleman proposes to extend
it to the whole Canadian Pacifie Railway instead
of some 300 miles. He wants to give us information on
3,000 miles, and then only as to the permanent structures.
Now that might be very interesting historical information
to engineers, but it would be just as valuable five years
hence as it is to-day. It would be utterly useless for any
practical purpose, and I shall not thank the hon. gentleman
for giving that information at all. Now as to the character
of these trestles about which I wish to learn. Everybody
knows that it is an exceedingly serious thing to construct a
railway largely on trestle work instead of on permanent
filling. If the hon. Minister of Railways does not know
that from his experience of railways in the Eastern Town.
ships, ho might have learned it from a letter which Mr.
Van Horne wrote in 1883. He was not writing upon this
subject, I admit, but upon another portion of this same
Pacifie Railway, and on the 3rd of July, 1883, he wrote to
the thon, as now, Acting Minister of Railways in reference
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to portions of sections on the Port Arthur and Red River
p ortion of the railway, which was to be given to the company
by the Governmont, and he said:

" Upon this portion of the track which had been laid, 8 or 8 years, all
the timber structures, and a large portion of the ties required renewal
at an earlier date."
That showed what Mr. Van Horne's opinion was of this
kind of timber trestle work, and I think the people ought
to have an opportunity of forming the same opinion them-
selves. Now, surely I must assume, Mr. Speaker, that it is
the Canadian1>acific Railwav Company who are objecting
to make this return to the Government. The return will
have to be made by them to the Government before the
Government can lay it before the House. I cannot believe
that the Government are objecting of their own motion,
because they cannot have forgotten that this same Canadian
Pacific Railway Company, when taking over the portions of
the line from Port Arthur to Red River that are to be given
them completed, as part of the consideration for construct-
ing the railway-the Government cannot have forgotten
how strictly they insisted upon the Government finishing
that road completely and making it permanent and having
no timber trestles upon it, before they took it over.

An hon. MEMBER. No. No.

Mr. EDGAR. An hon. member says No. No. Why, Sir,
at this moment I have a letter in my hand dated the 17th
of May, 1883, written by Mr. Drinkwater, and addressed to
Mr. Bradley, Secretary of Railways and Canals, in which Mr.
Drinkwater emphasises the company's view on that question.
It is dated at the office cf the Secrotary of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway at Montreal, and i reference to taking
over that portion of the road ho said:

I In ordertherefore,to prevent any misconstructicn herearter as to the
position cf te cornpany in assurning pocopssion of this port-on cf te
railway, I am instrcted te say that it will be taken over by the con-
pany under express reserve of the right of the company to have it com-
pleted in ail respects in conformity with the contract, to the same
extent, as if the company were not now undertaking its operation."
IHe goes on to say :

"In addition to the point suggested in that letter and without
reiinquishing any right of the cornpany in respect cf any matter net
desgnated bere,I woud indicate various imi-erctrestleesacross water
stretches, which in the opinion of the company would require to be
filled in whole or in part, to conform with the spirit of the contract."
I should like to know if, when the Government is taking
over from the Canadian Pacifie Railway 20 miles of the
road at a time for the purpose of paying them $15,000 a
mile, they have not as much right to insist on this sort
of completion as the Çanadian Pacifie Railway has when
they took the line over from the Government. It surely
cannot be, I cannot imagine it, that the Government are
trying to shield the Canadian Pacifie Railway. Of
course, they will not do that. It surely cannot
be that they are trying to shield themselves. Can
it be possible that the Government have paid over
to the Canadian Pacifie Railway portions of the $15,000 a
mile upon the work between Sudbury and Nepigon on the
road which has only been completed with temporary tiraber
trestles, about which the hon. gentleman will not give any
information to the publie? I am very much afraid the pub-
lic will infer that such is the case. I am very much afraid,
if it is not the case, that everybody will believe it is the
case; and the only way in which the Government can clear
themselves of that suspicion and show the world it is not
the case, is to bring down lhe return asked for, which will
hart no one but wiîcih will show the public that there is
nothing wrong. If the Government still refuse to bring
down this return, I propose not to accept the amendment
suggested, but to lot the Government take the full responsi.
bility before the flouse and the country of refusing to bring
it down; and what is more, 1 propose to let the followers
of the Governmont share in that responsibility by voting
down this.motion.
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Mr. McLEL AN. It bas been intimated that this amend-

ment is moved by me for the purpose of-

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman spoke on the amend-
ment.

Mr. McLELAN. I just moved the amendment and did
not speak on it.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon, gentleman has no right to speak
again.

Mr. WHITE (lHastings). The leader of the Opposition
spoke twice yesterday on a motion.

Mr. BLAK E. I made a motion and spoke in reply, as I
was entitled to do.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). The hon. Minister did not
speak to the amendment. I move that the House do now
adjourn.

Mr. MoLELAN. I have been charged with submitting
to the bouse an amendment in order to suppress informa-
tion. It was with the very opposite intention I prepared
and submitted the amendment, my object being to give the
fullest information in regard to the character and condition
of the works on the Canadian Pacific Railway. The hon.
gentleman opposite says he is suspicious, that he is full of
suspicion ; the hon. member for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) also
says they have suspicions respecting the condition of that
work. Why, it seems that suspicion and imagination are
the two things that govern hon. gentlemen opposite in deal-
ing with this whole work. The Government have been
desirous from the outset, from the laying of this contract
on the Table of the bouse, that the country and the House
should have the fullest information upon every point affect-
ing the contract and affecting the public interest. For
weeks and months when the contract was lying
here it was discussed on the floor of this House
and the Government were able to satisfy a majority of hon.
members that the contract was in the interest of the
Dominion, and it was sustained by a majority of the
House; and when the question was submitted to the
country in 1882, the people endorsed the action of the
Government on this, as upon all other questions. It is
with the desire and intention of giving the House and the
country correct and full information that I moved
the amendment. The hon. gentleman who moved the
original motion bas killed his own argument, and las
sustained the amendment which I moved. He says that
in the construction, especially in the hasty construction of
railways, temporary trestle work is placed across gullies
in order to facilitate the construction and opening of the
road. We know that is the case in tho construction of
every railway-that the contractors place temporary trestle
work across ravines and carry engines and cara over in
order to obtain material to fil up that very ravine across
which they placed the trestle work. No doubt in many
cases in the construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway
such temporary trestle work has been placed, and the'
ravines in question are being filled up rapidly. The hon.
gentleman is afraid he will not get the number of
ail the temp>rary trestles constructed by the contractors
before they are embedded and put out of sight in the
gravel with which the ravines are being, day by day, filled
up. He does not seem to understand the position of the
work and the contract. The ompany are not paid $15,000
a mile and 9,000 acres a mile. They are paid by the yard
for every yard they do, and therefore a temporary trestle is
not paid for by the mile. The hon. member for West
Ontario (Mr. Edgar) said we wanted to shield the Canadian
.Pacific Railway. There is no desire on the part of the
Government to shield the Canadian Pacifie Railway or any
other railway; but it is in the interest of the Government
that the company should have fair play in this House and

the country. When they have undertaken so great a work
and manifested so much energy in carrying it forward, they
deserve ut the hands of this House and the country the
fullest fair play, and it would be manifestly unfair to the
company if we return all those temporary trestles which
they are now pulling down, and whioh were erected merely
for construction purposes in order to carry cars and engines
across ravines to procure material with which to flup those
ravines. The hon. mem ber for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) says he
would classify the return. Bat we want to save the hon.gen-
tieman and his party from themselves; we want to save thema
from the temptation ofomittingthat classification and publish-
ing to the world that there are so many wooden trestles
(leaving the word temporary) on those 100
miles, and give that as a specimen of the whole work. Per-
haps, indeed, the hon, gentleman has ascertained that upon
those 100 miles, which they are rushing, as he says, there
is more than an averaga number of temporary trestles;
and his desire is to get the whole number of trestles
upon that part of the road, and then say that that
is a sample of the wholo Canadian Pacific Railway.
We desire that the House shall have, and in the
quickest possible time, the whole number of permanent
wooden structures upon the entire Canadian Pacifie Railway.

Mr. CHARLTON. If the lion. gentleman will allow me
to make a statement with respect to a remark made by him
through misapprehension-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Order.

Mr. MoLELAN. We desire to give you the whole
information, and I claim that we can do it in less time than
we can make a return to the Order as originally moved by
the hon. gentleman. The engineers who are now in the
office know where there are wooden trestles and wooden
bridges as permanent structures, but under the Order as
originally moved, they would have to go along the line and
enquire of the contractors where there were temporary
trestles. The hon. gentleman says that Mr. Drinkwater
drew attention to some temporary trestles on the lino
between Port Arthur and Winnipeg, and these, ho said,
must have been removed. H1e does not say under what con-
tract, or under what Government these trestles were put in.
I assume they were temporary trestles on section B, put
in in order to expedite the opening of that road, and the
connection of the two lines which were under contract by
the previous Government. Now, the hon. member from
Digby (Mr. Vail) says that ho heard me on one occasion
condemn trestle work. Well, I did not exactly con-
demn the use of trestle work on those roads for the
purpose of getting rapid construction and facilities through
that country. The hon. gentleman will remember that
was not what I condemned. I condemned the fact
that the then leader of the Government had announced
to the louse that lhe was constructing 221 miles
of'road west of Port Arthur at one half the cost per
mile of the Intercolonial Railway. That was what I con.
demned. When that announcement was made to the bouse
in 1877 it was not questioned. He declared he was con-
structing this 224 miles ofrailway westward of Port Arthur,
or had it under contract, and that it would only cost one
half as much as the Intercolonial Railway, per mile, and
was as gool a road. The hon. gentleman came to my own
county and made the same statement on the platform there,
but I thought it my duty to correct his statement in some
respects, from the connection I had with the Intercolonial
Railway, and to say that it was not at all of the character
of the Intercolonial Railway, that it was largely built of
trestles, that the contract had been made for trestle
work over the ravines, wooden trestles and with wooden
abutments. It was not that I disapproved of wooden trestles
or bridges, but I dissapproved of the statement being made
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and the impression conveyed to the country, that he by his
skill and economy was able to construct the road at one
half the cost of the Intercolonial Railway. I have nothing
more to say than that it is for the purpose of doing justice
to the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, and of facilitating
the return to the motion made by the hon.gentleman, that I
have moved the amendment to give the permanent
structures on the whole lino.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I do not understand why
there should be this extraordinary fuss by gentlemen on
the other side about this very small question. It appears
to me to be a very plain, simple, and ordinary proceeding
in Parliament. My hon. friend from West Ontario (Mr.
Edgar) has asked by a motion for a return of certain papers
that one would naturally imagine would not for a moment
be refused. We are mistaken, however. First, the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries comes to the rescue of the Govern-
ment and thon the Deputy Minister of Railways comes to
their rescue. Why, Sir, it takes two Ministers on the other
side of the Hous to fill the place of the late Minister of
Railways, and thon they do not succeed in doing it. Now
what is the fusa about ? Why do hon, gentlemen refuse the
information ? Why does the Minister of Marine and Fish.
ories, acting as Deputy of the Deputy Minister of Railways,
refuse the information? Is there anything to be concealed ?
He, [says no. Io there anything to bide ? He says, no.
Anything to keep from the public? He says, no. Thon,
why refuse the information to the House and to the
country? The hon. gentleman makes an extraordinary
statement. He says that if the amendment is carried
we will get the papers more quickly than if the
motion is carried. He asks us to believe the extra-
ordinary statement that you can give precisely the
same information for 300 miles as for 3,000 miles, and it
will not take an hour longer for the one than for the other.
The hon. gentleman must know that this is too thin-that
it is not correct. He must know that the information for
which the bon. member for Ontario (Mr. Edgar) asks can
be brought down in a short time, whereas information
extending for over nearly 3,000 miles cannot be brought
down for a considerable time. He says, further, that they
have nothing to conceal-that they want to submit every-
thing to Parliament. He says, tbey are prepared to give
the f ullest information, to conceal nothing. Pray let me
ask the hon. gentleman if ho has read the amendment to-
day and compared it with the motion. I am quite sure that
if the hon. Minister of Marine and Fishories had read the
amendment to-day with any degree of care-I am glad to
see that ho is reading it now-he would have at once come
to the conclusion that his statement was wholly unjustified
by the facts. If ho reads the third clause of the motion ho
will find that ho has emasculated it, destroyed it; that ho
has eliminated three-fourths of the resolution. He strikes
ont all after the word "westward ;" ho has taken the mar-
row out of it, the substance out of it, and bas left nothing
but the bare shell, which would be ofrlittle use to the hon.
member for Ontario or to the House.

Mr. McLELAN. I left all the permanent structures in.

Mr. CAMERON. Why take the temporary structures
out ? What was the object ? Was it for the purpose, as
already suggested, of concealing the true facts ? The hon.
gentleman tells the House that he made the amendment in
order that we, on thisa side of the House, and the country,
would not be misled. Does ho think the people are
so blind, so ignorant, as not to distinguish between
temporary and permanent structures ? That is not the
reason the hon, gentleman has refused the information. Was
the reason, as suggested by the hon. momber for Ontario
(Mr. Edgar), that the Government are paying for temporary
structures the same price as for permanent? I hope this is
not th case, but the oonduct of the Minister of Marine

Mr. #MLiLAY,

would rather indicate that it is. -They tell us they are
willing to give us every information, and still when we ask
for information the first particie is not given with respect to
this road. From the first day they had to deal with the
Canadian Pacifie Railway on the floors of Parliament down
to to-day, every particle of information that would throw
light on the dealings of the Canadian Pacifie Railway
with the Government, or the dealings of the
Government with the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
has. been peraistently, consistently and uniformly refused
by hon. gentlemen opposite. We have been allowed to vote
millions of money and vote it in the dark. I recollect not
long ago when we were subventing this company with an
addition of $30,000,000, my hon. friend before me moved a
resolution asking for further information before we made
the grant. But it was voted down by the Government and
their supporters, and among the names of those who voted
it down I find the name of the Secrotary of State (Mr.
Chapleau), who not long ago declared that the Government
had nothing to conceal. 1 find, Sir, that on the same occa-
sion I moved an amendment to the proposition of the Gov-
ernment granting this aid, asking that for the purpose of
acquiring additional information:

" A Select Committee be appointed to make full enquiry and searching
into the condition and affars of the company, and particularly as to its
operations in stock, and in respect of construction contract-the real
cost of the works done-and the proper estimate of costs of the woiks
remaining."

Was that amendment granted ? No, Sir. We were forced
to the vote on the question without that information, and
the Government by their numerical majority in this House,
assisted by the Secretary of State, voted it down, and we
took the leap in the dark. We are asked to take another leap
now. If the Governmont refuses information which we are
fairly entitled to ask for, we can only remain under the
impression that it is refused for some improper purpose. I
can not see why the Government should place this House in
an awkward, a discreditable and disreputable position, by
refusing an hon. member of this House such information as
ho asks for. I agree with my hon. friend. I suppose this
motion will be voted down, as every motion in
the House seeking for information in respect to
the contract of the (janadian Pacifie Railway is voted down.
The information the Goverument is willing to give amounts
to nothing; it will be of no public service either to the
flouse or in the country, and therefore my hon friend should
abandon the motion altogether, and not put the Department
to the expense of preparing a return at all. Why, we had
the hon. First Minister the other night complaining of the
hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) for moving for
a large number of returns, and entailing heavy expense on
the country. Now, when an hon. member moves for infor-
mation in regard to the Canadian Pacifie Railway, the Gov-
ernment moves an amendment which will entail ton
times the expense of those the hon. gentleman complained
of. Sir, I see no reason why this motion should not be
granted. I shall not be surprised if it is defeated, but I
shall be surprised if the right thinking people of this country
will be satisfied with the course the Government are taking
on this question.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The hon. member for West
Ontario (Mr. Edgar) in the closing words ho used, seems
to me to have given the House and the country the only
motive for the motion h has presented. le declared
that we could not know, if the amendment presented on
this side of the House is carried, whether the Govern-
ment have been paying portions of the subsidy, or portions
of the loan granted last Session,nupon temporary structures.
Now, I submit that there is nothing in this motion for
papers which would secure that information. The return
would show the number of temporary trestles used in the
construction; and wo know from the pat how ready the
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hon. gentleman's friends outside of this House-it would
not be parliamentary to speak of his friends in the House-
would be to assume-because there was nothing in the
Return to give any different information-that they had
been paid for as parts of the railway itself, and in
that way mislead the publie lu regard to the construction
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway6  What have been
the facts in regard to the construction of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway? My hon. friend from
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) undertook to give us a
revival of the old discussions on this subject. He
even went back to the discussions arising out
of the letting of the original contract. The hon. gentle-
man ought at least to have paid the people of this country
the respect of crediting them with sufficient knowledge
to justify thom in what they have done on this
question. Notwithstanding all the speeches of the hon.
gentleman on the stump and in Parliament, in various
parts of the Province of Ontario especially, in whieh ho
gave them all the information he could give them on this sub-
ject ; yet, with all that information, when the elections came,
and before the people had an opportunity of realizing what
has since been realized from this contract, we find them
sending back to this House as large a majority as that
which supported the contract when it was first submitted.
Now, it does seem to me, under these circumstances, that it
is reflecting on the intelligence of the people of Canada as
well as upon the action of Parliament for that hon. gentle-
man to use the language ho used to-day in characterising
that contract. What have been the results since ? During
the recess since last Session a number of bye elections have
taken place in this country; that hon. gentleman has
taken part in many of them, and has had an opportunity of
making procisely the same statements to the people as ho bas
made here ; ho had an opportunity of telling them that this
was a scandalous contract, and gave up franchises to the
company which never should have been given; and yet
we stand in this Parliament as strong as the day when the
result of the general elections was made known. In all
these bye elections we have been able so to commend the
policy of the Government in reference to the Pacifie Rail-
way that we have succeeded in retaining as large a support
for it as we had at that time. I go f urther: I have had
something to do with some of the elections that have taken
place, and I say that nothing, not even the National Policy
itself, has more highly commended this Government to the
confidence and generous sympathy of the people of this1
country than thoir policy in relation to this Canadian Pacifie,
Railway, which has developed our magnificent North-West as1
never could have been developed under the policy of hon.1
gentlemen opposite, and which is certain to resuit, in the
near future, in enormous advantage to this country. Now,1
what is the particular charge of the hon. gentleman? He
tells us that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company havei
wantonly expended money on other works than the fulfil-i
ment of their contract; that they have recoived $54,000,000,1
and have expended on their contract only $29,000,000. Hei
talks of the fleets of steamers and of other works in whicht
the company have engaged. I know what the sentiment oft
the people in one portion, at any rate, of the Provincer
of Ontario is, in regard to that foeet of steamers,c
and I tell him that any one who has travelledt
over that line and has seen the great advantaget
of carrying immigrants to the North-West through oura
own territory, instead of subjecting them, as was formerlyc
the case, to the interference of agents of American lines ofi
railway, will say that the country owes a debt of gratitudec
to the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company for expendingr
money on these other works. Without them, what would1
be the advantage of a railway running west of Callander? v
Surely the railway, to be of any advantage, must be a rail- i
wy which will have oonnotion with the great commercial1

centres of the country, in order to secure, not only for the
railway itself, but for the people of this country, those ad-
vantages which would otherwise be lost.

Mr. MACKENZ . Does the hon. gentleman justify the
use of the magnificent water stretches?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Yes, I do; but the magnificent
water stretches to which the hon. gentleman committed him.
self when he was at the head of the Government were not
the great Lake Superior-

Mr. MACKENZIE. Yes.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). But they were the St. Francis

locks and the water stretches of the Lake of the Woods and
other water stretches botween Thunder Bay and Winnipeg;
and the St. Irancis locks stand to-day a monument to the utter
folly of the policy of that hon. gentleman. Water stretches,
Mr. Speaker ! Who ever heard of the term water stretches
being applied to Lake Superior ? No, but what the Canadian
Pacifie Railway have done is this: they have put into oper-
ation a system which gives the people a magnificent line,
by which they can have water and railway alternately, if
they think proper, or by which, at the same time, they can
have an all-rail route over that part of the lino which was
the special antipathy of hon. gentlemen opposite and in
relation to which they want to get information to-day, which,
instead of being to the advantage of the country or the
company, would, if possible, be used by them or their
friends in order to embarrass the company and to croate
the impression that they were degrading the road.
Degrading the road ! Why if this company can
stand weil before the country on any one ground
more than another, it is in tho faut that they have built a
railway far in excess of the requirements of the contract. I
appeal to the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) to
say whether the railway over which he travelled last sum-
mer, and with reference to which ho honored himself by
congratulating the president of the railway company in a
telegram, when ho got te the end of the lino, on the
character of the work-I appeal te him te say whether that
railway is not far in excess of the requirements of the con-
tract. What do hon. gentlemen want to-day, in the face of
the experience we have had, that these men have carried out
their contract in a manner which does thom credit and is
advantageous to the country, which gives, in the very
character of the road, the best possible assurance and earnest
that they intend honestly to work that railway; that they
were building it, not to band over, as was predicted would
be the case by hon. gentlemen opposite, to the Government,
but to work it themselves and to make their money out of
it. We have in that fact a reason which should protect
them against motions for returns of papers, the only effect
of which would be giving unnecessary prominence, open to
misconstruction, to more temporary works, necessitated both
in the public interest as well as in the interest of the com-
pany, and which, in accordance with the contract, will be
removed and permanent works substituted, by which alone
the lne of the company can be judged. The hon, gentleman
throws on this side of the House the responsibility of
refusing this amendment. Honorable members on this side
of the flouse are not afraid to take that responsibility. I tell
the hon. gentleman that we are not going to be afraid to
take the responsibility of any policy which may be neces.
sary to secure the completion of that railway and the
obtaining of all the advantages that are going to flow from
it; and I tell him further, that judging the people of this
country in the future, as we have found them in the past, in
relation to this great enterprise, we can trust to their intel.
ligence, at any rate, to vindicate by their support a policy
which tends to complote this great Pacifie Railway and by
its completion develop the important interests of this great
Dominion,
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Mr. CAEY. The hon. gentleman who has just sat down

is evidently in a less confident frame of mind than that in
which he would lead us to believe hoeis. When people talk
most boldly about what they are not afraid to do, and what
they are willing to do and dare, we are prone to suspect
that is the very time when their heart is beginning to fail
them. And I noticed, when the hon. gentleman broke forth
in a rolling sentence, with the statement that his side of the
House had not been afraid of anything they were asked to
vote for and would not be afraid in the future, there was
only one solitary cheer to greet his flowing period. By this
his last appeal, it is quite clear-for the hon, gentleman is,
I believe, high in the councils of his party--that the
Government are going to ask for something else for the
railway company, and it is also quite clear that the
courage of the party is beginning to fail. OLherwise the
hon. gentleman would have had no need to make the unusu-
ally emphatic speech ho has just made, in order to arouse the
hearts of his supporters. The word " supporters " escaped me
involuntarily; nor is that teobe wondered at, since it
is understood that the hon. gentleman may possibly
be shortly in a position to call those hon. gentlemen his
supporters, and ho appears to anticipate that time by
giving them the hint what to do, by taking off his hat and
asking them to cheer. I will do them the credit of saying
that they voted manfully in the past, whether afraid or
not. Hlow far the encouraging words of the hon. member
for Cardwell will encourage them to vote the next time, I
cannot say; but it is quite clear that we will have soon an
opportunity of seeing with what courage they will come
to the breach on the next occasion. Well, the hon. gentle-
man said the Canadian Pacifie Railway Qompany have been
so generous, so noble, so free in their expenditure of the
public money, that it was the duty of this flouse to protect
them-from what? From having a statement of the
present condition of the lino made public. What is the
condition of the lino? According to the hon. gentleman
it is greatly in excess of the requirements of the contract
and what had been expected of the company. They had
done, ho said, so nobly, they had built this lino so muchq
botter than they could be expected to build it, that we
are bound to protect them from having the actual condition
of the splendidly built lino mado known to -the public ! I
bolieve the contention of the Acting Minister of Railways
was more logical. He said: "For goodness sake, do not let
us tell the public what the condition of the lino is, because
the Yankees might get hold of it, and make fun of us,
say it is a pretty poor line, and tell people not t come to
the country 1" is position was, at least, more logical than
that of the hon. member for Cardwell, who says we must
not let the people know what a magnificent lino the Can-
adian Pacifie Railway have built. Another reason he gave
for not letting the people know the condition of this lino
was, that these miserable Grits-ho says ho does noti
include the Grits in the House-but those miserable Gritsi
and Grit organs outside, might, if they once could get holdi
of a number of temporary tresties on that line, tel) lies
about their permanency. The hon. gentleman seems
to have a low opinion of party organs. He appears
to have some idea of what party exigencies may
compel a party organ to state. I have even seen
the statement myself, in a journal published in Montreal,
which the hon. gentleman might sometimes have
read, that on occasion it was not only permissible but the1
duty of public organs was to slightly twist and modify thei
truth, when compelled to do so by " party exigencies." ItL
may have been the experience of the course pursued byk
that journal that leads him to suspect the base uses to whichN
the Grit organs might be put throughout the country. I
take it for granted that ho knows nothing, or very little at1
least, of the financial affairs of that journal at present.
That same pa orgn is still continuing to write int

Mir, WBrU (0 rwell).

such strain as the "party exigencies " may require, and it is
not forgotten by its friends. IL is now receiving some-
thing in the neighborhood of 610,000 a year, in the way of
extra printing for the Government; and, strange to say, it
continues to tell the people that everything the Government
does is right, and everything on the line of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway is glorious and good. The hon. gentleman
went into the general question of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way. This I do not intend to go into, but will only refer
to one point. If for nothing else, ho said, except to save
immigrants from being stolen from us by United States
agents, the Canadian Pacifie Railway was worth all the
money and trouble expended on it. But the strange
fact stares us in the face, that fewer immigrants
have gone into Manitoba this year through Canadian
territory than went in 1881 and 1882, over the American
roads. I do not know where the leakage has taken place.
Perhaps they stopped on the way to admire Fort Francis
locks or to work on some of the railway contracts. But I
must get back to some of the contentions of my hon.
friend the Acting Ministers of Railways. I say "my friends
the Acting Ministers," because though they appear to be two
separate bodies, there appears to be only one mind between
them. I do rot mean to say that either of those gentlemen
lacks his proper share, or even fails to possess a prominent
share of intelligence ; but, on the statement made by the
first Acting Minister of Railways himself, their mind is
exactly the same on this question. The hon. the Min-
ister (Mr. Pope) who has been acting as Acting
Minister in place of the absent Minister of Railways
-it is hard to describe him exactly-told us ho had
not read the amendment moved by hie friend, the assistant
Acting Minister of Railways (fir. McLellan), but ho
thought ho knew what was in it. If such sympathy, if
such mesmerie sympathy exists between them, I think we
must dub them the Siamese Twins. They not only have
two hearts that beat as one, but two minds that think as
one, and two minds that think instead of the one that used
to think and used to bo sufficient for the purpose. It is
clear that these two gentlemen, between them, have not, at
all events, the same amount of pluck as their predecessor
had. The late Minister of Railways, Sir Chartes Tupper,
did not, on a question like this, condescend to refuse infor-
mation to the House.

Mr. FARROW. Oh !

Mr. CASEY. No, ho did not, although my hon. friend
from North Huron laughs at the idea. He had the courage
of his opinions and the courage of hie acte, and ho brought
down the information to the House and told the House
what ho had done, and took the consequences like a man.
Whatever else may be said about him, ho was, at all events,
pretty plucky. But these two gentlemen together cannot
venture to bring down the information to show us how
many tomporary trestles there are on thisrailway, although
it is to be distinctly statod that they are but temporary.
The assistant Acting Minister of Railways told us the word
" temporary " was left out in the motion of my hon. friend
from Ontario. It was put in the motion of my hon.
friend, but the hon. gentleman proposes to strike it out.
The trestles were to be classified as temporary and perma-
nent, and as it is well understood that all railways must
have temporary structures, I cannot see what harm is to
be donc by the Yankees or the people of this country know-
ing how many of these structures are temporary. We want te
know what has been done. This work is being performed
by authority of Parliament, but not under contract, in the
way such work is ordinarily done. The hon. Minister sai d
it was being paid for at so much a yard as it went on.
He is slightly mistaken in hie interpretation of the
facts. There is no contract between the Government and
the Canadian Paoidfo IRaitway Company, as far as I oan di.
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cover from the papers brought down late last Session, as to
how much is to be paid per yard for the work, or as to how
fast it is to be done. I find that the Auditor General asked
the secretary of the Railway Department under what
agreement a certain certificate for $180,000 was issued to
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company for the work on this
section. The secretary referred to the Order in Council of
the 9th July, and Mr. VanHorne's letter of a few days be-
fore, as constituting the agreement. On reference to these
papers, which I may have occasion to quote more fully in a
subsequent debate, I find that Mr. VanHorne proposed
not only to take in hand the work which was left
undone by the contractors on Section B, but also the
work in finishing up in a first-cla<s manner, as he
terms it, the road from Port Arthur to Winnipeg, as
well as the building of a few station houses and put-
ting in a fcw sidings here and there, and all for a
lump sum of $940,000, which, with an additional
sum of 15 per cent. to the contractors, came to a total of
$981,000. This offer was accepted by Order in Council for
8926,000. low this discrepancy occurs I will ask the
Minister to explain in a subFequent debate, but not now.
But the work is lot to the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company without tender, without a contract being drawn
up, without anything, so far as it appears, but the letters
from Mr. VanHorne and the Order in Council, and
on that informal, vague, peculiar sort of agreement, the
payments are being made, and have already been made to
the extent of 82ý-6,000. I think it is peculiarly right
and proper, under these circumstances, with such a peculiar
form of agreement between the Government and the corr-
pany, with payments going on spasmodically, that we should
know exactly what the present condition of the work is.
It is a sort of information which has never been refused
us in regard to any other kind of work; it is monstrous,
and I believe it is unconstitutional, to refuse it to this
House, in regard to any work which is being carried on with
the public money. It has been contained from time to time
in the reports of chief engineers. We have been told from
year to year, "there is a temporary trestle here and another
there, but they will be taken away." There was no secret
about it. There was apparently no srame about it. But now
there seems to be some reason for shamc. That which is
concealed, there must be some reason for being ashamed of.
I cannot conclude botter than by telling the hon. gentleman
of a circumstance which this reminds me of, and which oc-
curred in my school days. One boy was suspected of
having stolen another boy's jack-knife. He put on a great
air of innocence and said, "Come on, boys, and search me,
and see if you can find it," and so they searched his pockets.
They looked in the permanent trestle pocket, and they
looked in the embankment pocket, but at last they came to
a pocket which he said they must not look in. "No,"
ho said, "boys, you must not look there 1" "Why
not," they asked. ")Because the jack-knife is in there 1"
Mr. Speaker, that poor boy was more than half an imbecile.
He did not see that he was convicting himself by his refusal
to have that pocket searched. He did not sec that the fact
that the knife was in that pocket followed inevitably from
his refusal to have it searched. But it did; and I
hope the ministry will see, as the public will see, that
their refusal to have this particular pocket searehed is an
absolutely certain indication that there is a jack-knife in
there which belongs to someone else.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I wish to say to the hon. member for
Cardwell (Mr. White), though he is not now in his place,
that bis statement respecting the water stretches is wholly
inaccurate. You will find repeatedly in my speeches in the
years 1875, 1876 and 1b77, express reference to it. I saw
no necessity for building the road north of Lake Superior

for many years to come, and my policy, as was well underu
stood, was to connect with the railway system at the west
end of Lake Superior and continue from that point west-
ward. I intended to use the interior water stretches as
well. All this was well known, and I am astonished that
the hon. gentleman had the hardihood to deny it to-day
because, connected as he has been with the press and with
the House, it is almost impossible that ho could have been
ignorant of such a well known fact. But, Sir, I am not sur-
prised to hear an hon. gentleman say that, who last year
raised an objection to my policy because wo began at the
two ends, at Red River and Lake Superior, instead of
beginning in the middle-as if that were pos-
sible ; and the gentleman who could be so wanting
in intellizence as to suppose that possible, would very
likely be wantin uin the honesty and fair play which would
have prevented him making the statement he did. With
regard to the motion itself, I folt disposed to sympathize
with the amendment when i heard it first read, supposing
that the sole obje-ct was to obtain information as to the
temporary or permanent structures separately. I find,
however, in looking at the motion, that the Government,
or the company, or both, shall designate that whieh is in-
tended to be temporary, against that which is intended
to be permanent. That being the case, I cannot
conceive what object there can be in refusing the return. It
seems a very simple matter, and one upon which informa.
tion could be got, at any rate. The public cannot be de-
nied that information. I may say there is no kind of trestle
work that can be compared in badness with that put up by
the Government opposite, on Section B. Anything -worso
than that could hardly have been constructed. I am quite
certain that on the new part of the road there will be no
trestle work found equal in badness to that which they have
built themselves.

Mr. HESSON. I just wish to say a word or two on this
matter. The remarks made by the hon. member for West
Elgin (Mr. Casey) may have been very interesting to him-
self, but any school-boy could have enlightened the House
equally as well. A motion bas been asked for, that the hon.
gentlemen opposite fancy would contain a gieat deal of in-
formation for tie country. Now, I have no doubt, for my
part, that all the information desired will be contained in
the report of the Minister of Railways; and I think it will
be very interesting reading to the hon. gentlemen opposite,
and they might well spend some time over that portion of
it where temporary trestle works are referred to. To show
the absurdity of proposing such a motion as this to the
serious consideration of the House, I would only refer to the
experience of those hon. gentlemen in this House
who have travelled over that road from end to
end. I have myself gone over the road twice and
ought to know something about its construction. I was
surprised to see that what was temporary to-day became
permanent, I might say, to-morrow, so rapidly did the com-
pany push forward the work of completing a solid road-bed.
I cannot concoive the necessity of asking for such informa-
tion, from the fact that these temporary structures, that are
confessed to be desirable and necessary in the construction
of all railways, but necessary for a time only, are very soon
to be replaced by more solid structures. What object is it
to this House to know whether this work will be covered
up to-morrow or next day with a permanent embankment,
or some more solid structure than trestle work ? We do
know for a fact that that portion of the road that was com-
pleted by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company bas
been admitted, by the hon. member for East York (Mr.
Mackenzie), in a very generous spirit, and a very able
manner, to be even in excess of the requiremonts of the con-
tract; and we have reason to believe, from the experienço
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we have had of the construction of that road, that upon its
completion the whole road will be of such a character that
not only thi- fHouse but the country will be
thoroughly satisfied that we gave such a contract to
that company. I am not here to justify the Government
in withholding needed information, but I cannot
see any good reason why this information should not be
withheld, and for the reason I have stated, namely, that
the temporary structures which the engineer sees when he
goes over the road to-day, may, to morrow or next day,
wben he makes bis report, all have been replaced by more
substantial work. I contend, also, that the experience of
this Session, and of past Sessions, has indicated most
clearly to every intelligent mind that the Government have
been, on all occasions, willing to bring down such informa-
tion- -all information, in fact; and before this Session
closes, if I am spared, I propose to put a motion on the
paper, enquiring what number of returns have been granted
to the H.ouse, and, if possible, the number of returns granted
in connection with the Canadian Pacifie Railway cnd its con-
struction, from the beginning up to the present. I would
like to see the number that have been refused by this
Government, and with these results I would ask the
country to test the value of the statements made by hon.
gentlemen opposite, as to whether it is the desire of the
supporters of the Government that the Government should
withhold information valuable to the public. Sir, I am
quite prepared to vote for the amendment of my hon. friend
the Ninister of Railways.

Mr. COCKBURN. I do not rise for the purpose of
making a speech, but only to show that the hon. member
for Cardwell (Mr. White) bas obscured the idea that the
hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) intended to
utilise the water stretches and the great lakes. One has
only to point ont the Georgian Bay Branch of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway project of the on. member for East York
to refute the hon. member for Cardwell's assertion. I have
frequently heard supporters of the Government hurl the
charge against the Mackenzie Government, that the con-
struction of the Fort Francis locks was one of the most
atrocious and corrupt acts thut could have been committed
Now, I would ask the hon. member for Cardwell to look at
what was done by the previous Administration. Did they
not spend hundreds of thousands of dollars upon the Daw-
son route ? The Fort Francis locks were merely improv-
ing the navigation for steamers which were already placed
there by the present member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) on
behalf of the present Government during the first
Parliament of the Dominion. I merely mention this
to show the falLacy of the charge of corruption
against the Mackenzie Government, made by the
hon. gentleman opDosite. By the building of the Fort
Francis locks the lake may be utilised very much by the
present Government. As regards the question before the
House, it seems to me so plain as not to require any argu-
ment at all, that there can be no reasonable objection to
bringing down the information asked for by the hon.
member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar).

Amendment (Mr. White, East Hastings) to adjourn the
flouse withdrawn.

Amendment (Ur. McLelan) agreed to on the following
division:-

YEAs:

Messieurs
Allison,
Baker (Victoria),
Barnard,
Belleau,
Benson,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Billy,

Mr, RssoN.

Gault,
Gigault,
Girouard,
Gordon,
Grandbois,
Guilbault,
Hackett,
Hall,

O'Brien,
Orton,
Ouimet,
Paint,
Pinsonneault,
Pope,
Reid,
Riopel,

Blondeau,
Bowell,
Burng,
Cameron (Inverness),
Campbell (Victoria),
Carling,
Caron,
Chapleau,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
Colby,
Costigan,
Coughlin,
Coursol,
Ourran,
Dawson,
Dickinson,
Dodd,
Dugas,
Dundas,
Dupont,
Farrow,
Ferguson (Welland),
Fortin,
Foster,
Gagné,

Allen,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain (Wentworth),
Béchard,
Blake,
Burpee (Sunbury),
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Middlesex),
Cartwright,
Casey,
Casgrain,
Catudal,
Charlton,
Cockburn,
De St. Georges,
Edgar,
Fairbank,

Hay, Robertson (Hamilton),
Hesson, Robertson (Hastings),
Hickey Royal,
Billiard, Scott,
Homer, Shakespeare,
Hnrteau, Small
Jamieson, Sproule,
Kaulbacb, Taschereau,
Kilvert, Tassé,
Kinney, Taylor,
Kranz, Temple,
Landry (Kent), Tilley,
Landry (Montmagny), Townshend,
Langevin, Tupper,
Lesage, Tyrwhitt,
Macdonald (King's), Vanasse,
Macdonald (Sir John), Wallace (Albert),
Mackintosh, Wallace (York),
Macmillan (Middlesex),White (Cardwell),
McMillan (Vaudreuil), White (Hastings),
McDougald (Pictou), Wigle,
McDongall (C. Breton), Williams,
McLelan, Wood (Brockville),
MeNeill, Wood (Westmoreland),
Massue, Wright.-101.
Montplaisir,

NAYs:
Messieurs

Fisher,
Fleming,
Geoffrion,
Gillinor,
Gunn,
Harley,
Innes,
Irviner
Jackson,
King,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Laurier,
Lister,
Livingstone,
Mackenzie,
McOraney,
McIsaac,

McMullen,

Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Platt,
Ray,
Rinfret,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Sutherland (Oxford),
Thompson,
Trow,
Vail,
Watson,
Wilson,
Yeo.-54.

Main motion, as amended, agreed to.

BANK OF UPPER CANADA.
Mr. MACKENZIE. I desire to ask the Finance Minister

when he will bring down statements respecting the Bank
of Upper Canada. The hon. gentleman will remember
that in the Session of 1870 an Act was passed which required
returns to be made within fifteen days of the opening of
each Session, and another Bill was passed in the following
year containing the same provision.

Sir LEONAIRD TILLEY. My attention has not been
called to this matter. The return will be laid on the Table,
probably in a day or two.

LIGHTHOUSE AT THE NARROWS.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville) asked, Whether it is the in-
tention of the Government to erect a lighthouse on the
island near the entrance to the Narrows, on the River St.
Lawrence, west of Brockville.

Mr. McLELAN. This matter is under the consideration
of the Department of Marine.

SECTION B ARBITRATION.

Mr. CASEY asked, Will the Government lay on the
Table, at an early day, the evidence taken before the Section
B arbitration.

Mr. POPE. If the hon. gentleman will move for the
evidence, I will consider the propriety of laying it on the
Table, although it is very voluminous.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the louse.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 6 p. m.
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BOUSE OF COMMONS.
MoNDAY, 16th February, 1885.

The SPIARRa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaAYRis.

MEMBER INTRODUCED.
Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that the Clerk had

received from the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery certifi-
cate of the election of J. W. Bain, for the Electoral District
of Soulanges.

Mr. BAIN was introduced by Sir Hector Langevin and
Mr. Chapleau, and took his seat.

REPORT PRESENTED.
Annual Report of the Department of Marine and

Fisheries for the fiscal year ended 30th June, 1884.-(Mr.
McLelan.)

FIRST READINGS.
Bill (No. 33) for the equitable distribution of Insolvents'

Estates.-(Mr. Beaty.)
Bill (No. 34) for the discharge of past Insolvents.-(Mr.

Beaty.)
Bill (No. 35) further to amend "The Consolidated Railway

Act, 1879."-(Mr. Bergeron.)

RETURNS.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders of the Day are called I
desire to call the attention of the Acting Minister of Rail-
ways to the fact that the plans and maps which are mon-
tioned in the return made pursuant to a resolution in the
House of Commons with reference to the Canadian Pacific
Railway, have not been brought down, although they are
referred to in the shoots. The hon. gentleman will observe
that the estimates and payments on all the sections are
given for no later than Novembèr, when we should have
them for December and January. Tho resolution states
that the returns are to be brought down to the latest prac.
ticable date, which would embrace the January estimate,
for as a rule the actual payments take place on the 10th or
12th of the month.

Mr. POPE. I can only tell the hon. gentleman that for
the month of January not half the payments have been
made.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps not all of them.
Mr. POPE. Not half of them.
Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps not, but the remaining third or

quarter is what we want.
Mr. POPE. Whatever I can get, I will bring down.
Mr. MITCHELL. It will be remembered that at the

last Session of Parliament an address was moved by me,
and ordered by the House, for a list of the stockholders of
the Grand Trunk Railway Company, and I would like to
ask the right hon. gentleman when that will be brought
down.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I really: cannot inform
my hon. friend. I have no doubt that the resolution of
last Session was transmitted to the offices of the Grand
Trunk Railway, but I have lost sight of it, and I do not
know whether they have sent the return or not. How-
ever, I will cause a letter to be written to the Grand Trunk
Railway Company, calling on them to make the return, and
then if they do not send it down, it will be for my hon.
friend to take suoh steps as ho selesUt.

la
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Mr. MITCHELL. I give my right hon. friend notioe of

the stop I intend to take, and it is this: To bring Mr.
Hickson before the bar of this House.

Mr. BLAKE. Without saying that I will resort to such
extreme measures, I will say across the floor that I could
hand my hon. friend a list of twenty-two motions for returns
which have met the same fate as the one to which ho refers.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD presented a Message from
His Excellency the Governor General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as follows:-

LANSDOWNE.
I acknowledge with thanks the Address adopted in answer to the

Speech with which I opened the Session. I rely with confidence on the
assurance that the important measures submitted toyou wil receive your
careful and fUll consideration.
GOVERNMENT HoUsI,

OTTAWA, 16th February, 1885.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 15) to continue an Act respecting the Albion
Mines Savings Bank.-(Mr. McDougald.)

Bill (No. 23) to amend the Act to incorporate the Wood
Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway Company.-(Mr.
Williams.)

Bill (No. 24) to incorporate the Lake Erie, Essex and
Detroit River Railway Company.-(Mr. Patterson, Essex).

Bill (No. 28) to incorporate the Dominion Drainage Com-
pany.-(Mr. Dickinson.)

BANK ADVANCES TO THE GOVERNMENT.

Mr. BLAKE (for Sir RIonARD CARTWRIGHT) asked, 1.
What is the total amount of moneys temporarily advanced
to Government by banks or other parties in England, Canada
or elsewhere, up to date of enquiry ? 2. By whom lhas the
said sum been advanced ? 3. At what rate of interest in
each case ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. On the Order of the Houso,
returns of all moneys loaned from banks or from agents in
London down to the lt of February, have been laid on the
Table of the Ilouse. Since that time a loan of $2,000,000
from the Bank of Montreal has been made. As the rates
of interest paid to the different parties are not exactly the
same, the on. gentleman will sec that it would not be in
the public interest at this time to give the details.

SETTLERS IN THE DOMINION.

Mr. BLAKE, in the absence of Sir RicAnRD CARTWRIanT,
asked, What is the total number of settlers supposed to have
settled in the Dominion of Canada during the calendar year
1884?

Mr. POPE. The total number of immigrants supposed
to have settled in the country in 1884 is 103,824.

SETTLERS IN MANITOBA AND THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. BLAKE, in the absence of Sir RicoARD CARTwRIGIar,
asked, flow many immigrants are supposed to have settled
in Manitoba and the North-West Territories, independently
of settlers from the older Provinces ?

Mr. FOPE. The number of immigrants reported to have
settled in Manitoba and the North-West, irrespective of
those from the older Provinces, is 20,719, and from the older
Provinces, 9,486. The countries from which they came are
a& folowsi: From Great Britain, 6,920; froma Gemany,
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643; from Europe generally, 559; from Nova Scotia and
New Brunswick, 540; from Quebec, 1,468; from Ontario,
7,473; and from the United States, 9,728. The number of
laborers is 2,929.

Mr. BLAKE. They came from nowhere, I suppose.

Mr. POPE. Well, they went somewhere; that is the
great point with us.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-SECTION B.

Mr. EDGAR asked, To what account or accounts has
the receipt of the sum of $34,179.17 awarded to the Gov-
ernment on their counter olaim against the contractors of
Section B, been credited, and where do such credits appear
in the Public Accounts of last year, which contain, on page
276, the- entry of the payment to the contractors of the full
amount of their claim of $78,451.59, without any deduction
for the counter claim ?

Mr. POPE. It would have been very much better if
this information had been asked for in an address, as it is
difficult to carry the figures in one's mind to answer ques-
tions like this. This $34,090 or $39,000 is incidental to the
winding up of several Government contracts. Certain
materials and furnishings were left, and were sold to differ-
ont parties for sums aggregatingS39,000. I do not mention
the odd dollars. Of this property, $14,000 worth belonged
to Mr. Whitehead, being rolling stock, etc., and the *14,000
was paid to Mr. Whitehead or his representative at Kingston.
The other $24,000, the hon, gentleman will find by the Pub-
lic Accounts, has been returned to the Consolidated Revenue
of Canada.

Mr.. EDGAR. Dos it appear in the Public Acoounts?
Mr. POPE. Yes.

COMMUNICATION-PORT MULGRAVE, GUYSBORO,
CANSO, AND ARICHAT.

Mr. KIRK asked, Has it been represented to the Gov-
ernmnent that the steamer Rimouski has succesfully kept up
regular communication between the railway terminus at
Port Mulgrave and Guysboro', Canso and Arichat, up to the
present time ? And by whom ? Is it the intention of the
Government, in view of these representations, to grant a
subsidy in aid of said service, and ifso, what amount?

'Mr. McLELAN. It has been represented to the Gov-
ernment that the steamer Rimouski has been running for
some time. The hon. gentleman who asks the question,
the hon. member for Richmond, the hon. member for
Halifax, the Speaker of the Senate, the ownir of the steamer,
and a number of others, have brought the matter to the
notice of the Government. It is now under the considera-
tion of the Government whether a subsidy shall be granted
or not.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-EARNINGS AND
EXPENSES.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What were the earnings and work-
ing expenses of the Intercolonial Railway for each month of
the fscal year 1882-83, as returned by the Moncton Office
to the Department of Railways and Canais?

Mr. POPE. The remarks I made before will apply to
this question, that it would be much easier for me to bring
down a return than to carry these figures in my hea.
However, I am so anxious to accommodate the hon. gentle.
man that I am going to try to aswer bis question.

Mr. Poli.

1882 Earningu. Working Expenses.

July.......................... ...... $203,620 09 $190,541 41
August.............................184,324 93 201,831 71
September ........................ 193,359 75 222,881 83
October............................ 219,778 98 243,158 78
November...............215,814 57 225,132 55
December...............189,388 79 190,563 92

1883
January................160,579 56 174,098 38
February.. ..................... . .  1 64 , 11 5 8 8  18 9, 74 9 39March............................... 206,168 19 219,296 92
April.......................... 233,797 93 158,935 81
May.......................227,979 71 171,629 18
June......... .. ,171993 32 172,550 89

I may say that the bon. gentleman and this House may
possibly have conceived a wrong idea of what has been
going on this year. There las been an extraordinary
expenditure this year. The hon. gentleman will remember
that the buildings were burnt at Moncton and we have had
other heavy expenditure up to this time, making a larger
expenditure this year compared to the earnings, but which
I hope to make up before the year closes.

RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS AND DOMINION
ARBITRATORS.

Mr. MeMULLEN asked, Whether the Government
have engaged at present a Board of Railway Commissioners
or Dominion Arbitrators ; if so, their names and date of their
appointment, salary or allowance, and travelling and other
expenses, the amount paid to each from lst of January,
1884, to lst of January, 1885. At what date were the ser-
vice of the Board of Railway Commissioners dispensed
with? What sum or sums of money have been paid them
since theslet of January, 1884?

Mr. POPE. This is another of these things which make
me bring down a hatful of papere. The Railway Commis-
sion is a Committee of the Privy Council, and there is also
a Board of Arbitrators composed of Mr. Cowan, Mr. Mill-
ward, Mr. Compton and Mr. Simard. Mr. Cowan was
appointed the 24th of May, 1869. His salary is $1,000 a
year, and his travelling expenses amounted to $914.50. Mr.
William Compton appointed 16th November, 1878, salary
$ 1,000, travelling expenses $1,076. Mr. Joseph Simard,
appointed 13th December, 1879, salary $1,000, travelling
expenses, $758. I do not put in the cents but I hope there
is some sense in what I am saying. Mr. Henry Millward,
appointed 1st October, 1883, salary 8750, travelling
expenses $1,466.

DOMINION GEOLOGICAL SURVEY.

Mr. HALL asked, Whether any, and if so, what changes
have been made in the system under which the Geological
Survey of the Dominion is conducted, in accordance with
the recommendation to that effect of the Special Committee
on that subject appointed by this House at its last Session,
and if not, if any such changes are in contemplation ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The report of the Geo-
logical Survey will be brought down in a few days. It will
give my hon. friend a good deal of information. As to the
intention of the Government with respect to that Depart-
ment, I will go into that when the Estimates come up.

TIMBER LIMITS IN THE TERRITORIES.

Mr. MILLS asked, Whether the Government bas granted
any timber limits within the Territories awarded the Pro-
vince of Ontario by the report of the Judicial Committee,
since that report was sanctioned by Her Majesty ? Whether
the Goverument claim the lands, the timber and mines, as
the property of Canada?
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONAILD. I would answer that no

timber limits have been granted since the report was sano-
tioned by Her Majesty, but vouchers have been issued as to
previous grants and correspondence lias been going on
since. With respect to lande and timber and mines, I would
say that, excluding the lands under the Robertson Treaty,
about which, of course, there is no question, Canada by the
treaty acquired for pecuniary consideration-money and
money'a worth-the rights of the Indians whatever they
may be. The Dominion Government hold that they have
the rights of the Indians whatever those rights are.

ONTARIO BOUNDARY.
Mr. MILLS asked, Whether the Government accept the

boundary of Ontario on the north and west as defined by
Her Majesty's Order in Council and the report of the
Judicial Committee? Whether they are ready to accept
or have accepted the Albany River from the eastern
point of the northern boundary, as defined in thelmperial
Order in Council, eastward to Hudson's Bay andthence
eastward along the shore of the bay until it roaches the
lino drawn due north from Lake Temiscamingue to Hud-
son's Bay ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The answer to that ques-
tion is this: That the reference was as to the western boun-
dary of Ontario and the eastern boundary of Manitoba. So
far as the jadgment or decision of the Judicial Committee is
concerned, it concerned the boundary between Manitoba
and Ontario; of course, we have no objection to accept that,
we cannot help ourselves, there it is. With respect to that
portion ofthe report ofthe Judicial Committee, if any, which
was not referred to them in the reference, as the Govern-
ment do not consent, they have not the power to deal with
that subject, but must come to Parliament to deal with it.

Mr. MILLS. There is part ofthe question not answered-
that is from where the report of the Judicial Committee left
off eastward to the Hudson's Bay.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We consider that Parlia.
ment deals with that and not the Government, as an act of
administration.

PERMISSION TO CUT TIMBER IN ONTARIO.

Mr. MILLS asked, Whether any permission, in any form
or manner, has been given to any person or persons to eut
timber in any part of the territory declared by the Order of
the Queen in Council to be within the Province of Ontario ?
If so, the name or names of the person or persons obtaining
such permission ; the extent of territory embraced, the
amount received by the Government and the amount, if any,
still unpaid by the party or parties for such permission?'

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gentleman
will, without notice, convert that into a motion for a return
I will bring the return down at once.

Mr. MILLS moved for:
Return ashowing what licenses the Commissioners have given to cut

timiier ina any part of tho territory deelared by the Order of tho Queen
in Couneil to bo Within the Province of Ontario.Ifdso, the name or
names of the person or porsons obtaining such permission; the eztent
of territory embracedi the amount reoeived by the Government, and
the amount, it any, atili unpaid by the party or parties for such per-
mission.

Motion agreed to.

BANKING FACILITIES TO AGRICULTURISTS.
Mr. ORTON moved that the House resolve itself into

Committee to consider the following resolution:-
That it is expedient to bring in a Bill to extend better banking facili-

tien to the agriculturists and other persons in the Dominion of Oanada.
He said: In reference to the objecte of this motion I wish1
to make a few remarks. It is my intention to intro- :

duce a Bill on this resolution to advance the pros-
perity of Canada by affording esier financial facilities
to our farmers. It is unnecessary for me to say
that the material prosperity of all Canada depends more
or les on the success of our 'cultural interests,
which is generally looked upon as e mainstay of Our
national prosperity. How important it is, then, that this
industry should be placed in the easiest possible way to
obtain the necessary financial facilities to carry it on success-
fully. We all know how essential it is to the pros prity
of trade, commerce, and the various other idusties in
this country that easy financial facilities should be obtained.
How much more is it necessary, then, that the induasry
from which they sprang, from which, I may say, they have
their being, should have similar financial faoilities. It is
generally considered by all civilized nations that it is the
duty of every good and paternal Government ta do equal
justice to all classes of the people. I ask the House to
consider for a moment whether the agriculturists in Canada
occupy the same position that other classes do in this
particular, and I thnk there is not a member in this House
who considers the question for a moment who will answer
yes. While every trader, merchant or manufacturer, any
of those engaged in the other industries of this country, even
the pronoune.d speculators, can go to any bankin the country
and with a good endorser, obtain hundreds and thousands of
dollars to carry on his enterprise, what has the farmer
to do? We know that the banks do not like
to give accommodation to farmers. We know that, if, after
exerting themselves in their industry, farmers have a crop
ready to take off and require some financial assistance, and
go to any bank in our country and ask for it in nine cases
out of ten that aid is refused, and they are compelled to go
round among the moneyed men of the locality, or to go to
the private banks, which charge farmers for small lans of
that character from 10 to 12 per cent., and obtain their
funds from the ordinary banks of the country; and in this
roundabout way the farmer is compelled to pay more than i
absolutely necessary for the little sum ho requires to enable
him to take off his crop. This also frequently occurs when
he is putting his crop into the ground. This condition of
affairs should not exist if any remedy can be found, as all
will acknowledge. Why is money cheaper in England than
it is in Canada ? The answer, I suppose, is that England
has an accumulation of money which we have not, but, while
we have not accumulated wealth in gold, we have wealth
in land; we have resources in Canada which far outstrip
those of the United Kingdom, and I think some means can
be found by which that wealth in land and those resources
can be utilised, in order to afford our people a circulating
medium, and money, upon a sound basis, to enable them to
carry on their industries. In Germany, land credit banks
have been established, and they have done immense service
to the European countries, to Germany, France, and even
Russia. To-day the very serfs of Russia are being liberated,
are being freed from serfdom through the operation of these
land credit banks. By the operation of these banks the
peasants of Russia are enabled to purchase the land them-
selves, and are becoming indepndent farmers, such as we
have in Canada. This goos to show at any rate that threugh
a system of that kind a great good can be accomplisbed. I
ask that this House shall seriously consider this question
and afford that benefit to the struggling farmers of Canada.
The Act which, perhaps in my simplicity, I propose, I will
endeavor to explain to the House. lit provides that farmers
who are out of debt may become stockholders in farmers'
banks by giving mortgages upon their land without interest,
and that any body of men may, upon receiving these mort-
gages upon land and other securities, go to the Government
and ask from them legal tender notes to loan out
to those farmers who require to borrow. It also
provides that the mortgages given by those farmers
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who deaire to borrow may be converted into negoti-
able bonds, and that those bonds, based upon the
interest-bearing mortgages given by the borrowers of
money, shall be guaranteed by the Dominion of Canada,
and shall bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent. It also
provides that the banks shall loan money to the farmers on
mortgages at 5 per cent. per annum on half the assessed
value of their lands, or any other limit whieh may be
thought wise. It also Provides that county councils may
establish farmers' banks in their respective counties, and
that the warden and the county treasurer and the county
clerk shal in that case be the managing directors of such
banks, and that every member of the county council shall
be a director in such bank, and that they may, in order to
cheapen the cost of carrying on these banks, collect interest
on the mortgages held by the banks in the ordinary way in
which taxes are collected by the tax collector, so as to en-
sure punctuality and also safety to the counties which carry
on these banke. There is also a provision by which the
mortgages which are given for money borrowed may be
releaaed at any time by substituting other mortgages of
equal value, and placing them in the hands of the Govern-
ment as a guarantee for the bonds which they have guar-
anteed,. These are some of the provisions of the Bill which
I propose to introduce. I think there is nothing startling
or unumual in the proposition. We all know that the
national banks of the United States afforded their people
a national currency, and all they had to do to establish
those banks was to pay up United States Government bonds,
apart from the interest bearing bonds, and deposit them
with the Government, and they received national currency.
They actually had a monopoly of the circulation of the
mational currency. This Bill does not propose any such
monopoly ; it doe not propose that the Government of the
country should pay any interest to the banks, but simply
that they afford these banks the credit of our Government,
the credit of landed security, which is the best in this
country. Sir, there is also a provision that'I did not men-
tion which I think of very great importance, and that is,
the provision by which those banks may loan to the settlers
upon Dominion lands money to enable them successfully
to carry out their projects. Wo all know that in the North-
West the great difficulty is that there are not enough men
possessing capital to settle that country rapidly, and it is
essential to the prosperity of this country, to the prosperity
of our great national railway, indeed, I may say, to every
interest, that every possible facility should be afforded by
the Government for the settlement of that country. Now,
Sir, I maintain that a settler coming from Grreat Britain
to the North-West with, say, $600 or a 81,000 in
his pocket, seldom finds that sum sufficient. Now,
in order to supplement that, I propose that
these banks shall be allowed to afford these settlers an
equivalent to the money which they bring out and spend
in improvements on their land, and that their land shall be
the first lien for these loans. In connection with this ques.
tion I think it will strike everybody in this Rouse who has
thonght upon the subject at all, that the Torrens system of
land conveyance should be introduced as soon as possible,
and I think that the operation of this Bill will very much1
facilitate the introduction of that much to be desired mea-
sure. In the North-Weet I think the Government are cer-
tainly not doing what they should do in this matter. I
think it is in the interests of the country, where the Crown
is giving titles, that there should be no longer delay in
adopting that system of transferring land, in order that
the cheapest possible facility may be afforded, not only for
the transfer of land, but for the borrowing of money by the
eettles in that new country in order to carry on the opera-
tion of farming. Sir, I believe to-day that if we had such a
,system in this country it would be one of the groatest in-
duoeementa that we could pomibly offer to English and

Ur. ORoN.

European immigrants, and would largely lead them to come
to Canada instead of going to the States, by the assistance
that would be afforded them from the operation of these
banks, aided by the Government of Canada, I need not
refer to the general benefits it would produce to all classes.
We all know that depressions are brought about periodically
through the failure of crops and the consequent inability of
farmers to pay their tradesmen's accounts, and te pay the
manufacturers for the agricultural implements they require.
Now, Sir, if we could enable the farmers to borrow money
at a reasonable rate of interest, to borrow only what they
want and for a short period, they would be able to pay
their store accounts and the manufacturers, and these
periods of depresion would be bss frequent than they are
now. Indeed our railways, our steamboat navigation, and
every other interest in this country, would be materially
benefited by the operation of such a banking system. And,
Sir, it would relieve a great deal of the capital which is
now loaned eut by the capitaliste of our own country to
the farmers at exorbitant rates of interest, and wealthy
men would then divert their capital to the developinent of
our great natural resources in forests and mineral lands and
fisheries. Well, Sir, it may be said that this would be un-
fair to our present banking institutions and to the traders
who have gone into those institutions, and that it would be
unfair towards the loan societies, I have been frequently
told outside this fouse that it would be utterly impossible
to get such a Bill passed througb the Parliament of Canada
from the fact that the influence of these great loan societies
upon this House was so great. Now, Sir, I do not
at all believe that such is the case. I believe we
have to-day a very large number of independent members
in this flouse ;-indeed I do not think there is one
hon, gentleman in this House who, if ho could see clearly
the way by which this gi cat benefit could ho secured, would
not assist in passing this measure. I ask the louse to give
it earnest consideration, and I think that the fact that the
operation of these banks elsewhere has been a sucee eis a
guarantee that if the question is only undertaken by us
fairly and with a determination to bring about the same
good result, we shall ho able to formulate a Bill that will
secure, in a large degree, the objects sought for by the Bill
which I intend to introduce, based upon this motion. With
reference to our banks and its effect upon them, I see
nothing to prevent them establishing branches, or farmers'
banks, in connection with the parent institutions, which
would equally promote trade and commerce. It is not
intended to injure these banks, but I believe on the other
hand that the measure would have a beneficial effect
upon them, and would make their operation much safer
than it is to-day, that we would have fewer failures, and
fewer losses to regret in connection with our great banking
institutions. As to the loan societies I think that the
enormous rates of interest they charge are unfair and unjust.
I do not think it is right or honest that legislation should
ho entirely in the interest of one class of our people. We
all know that these loan societies have been declaring divi-
dends, for a number of years past, of 10 and 12 per cent.;
they have increased their stock and become immensely
wealthy. That wealth, Sir, bas been eitorted from the
industrious population of this country, from the men who
earn their bread by the sweat of their brow, and I think the
time has arrived when a more equitable system should pre-
vail, I do not think this objection can for a moment ho
urged with any justice or fair play. We know, Sir, that
these loan societies themselves borrow money at 4 per
cent. We know that those land societies borrow money at
4 per cent., and that the credit banks in Europe are able
with 1 per cent. to carry on their operations and pay all
their expenses, including good salaries to managers and
officials, and lay by one-hall per ceat. to redeom the bonds
issued on those land debenturos. They are paid off in a
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certain number of years by means of a sinking fund, possibiy be inaugurated, and if thirty or forty years ago we
and one-half per cent. enables the amount to be had passed a very stringent Romestead Act and Usury Law,
paid in 66 years. When such facilities can be as was suggested by William Lyon Mackenzie, I believe thie
offered elsewhere, there is no reason why the Government country wouid have boen in a botter financiai position than
should not endeavor to aiford similar facilities to the people it occupies to day. The hon, gentleman stated that the
of this country. There is one little difficulty, to which I bank generally are not anxious to lend money to farmers.
desire te refer. So long as the banks of Canada are allowed Sicl is net the fact. Endorsements eeught alter are espe.
to use their own circulation, difficulty will certainly arise, ciaily these of farmers. We generally find Vhat if a good
simply from the fact that the banks will accumulate responsibie farier wants to borrow money and hie neighbor
Dominion of Canada notes and call upon the Government wante a little money at the sane time, they can get accom-
te redeem them. But notwithstanding the circumstances modation, and at reasenable rates; I believe quite as reason-
that those banks have the privilege extended to them for able as those for commercial purposes. I know there are
ten years, I think the people of the Dominion could well bank almost exelusiveiy engaged in banking operations
afford te pay them, if necessary, what is fair and proper for with farmers. I arnsatiefled that a farier can borrow
their relinquishment of that privilege, and thereby bring money at present on good larm paper at 1 or per.
about a system of banking under which all the circulation hape 7J per cent. The hon, gentleman has stated
would be by Dominion bank notes. We know the incon- that if hi& systei were inaugurated they would be
venience and difficulty experienced owing to bills of banks able te borrow money at 5 per cent. 1 frankiy admit
in different Provinces boing in circulation and the loss that that I would like te see the rate et meney redueed;
is sustained by it. Only the other day I had occasion to use but in my opinion a step in the direction of pro.
a $50 note of the Bank of British Columbia. I was advised viding cheaper money for farmers and aise for business
that before I could get that bill cashed, I would have te pay men generaiiy would be secured if the hon. member would
5 per cent. We should not be compelled te suffer such loss, induce the Government te reduce the interest paid on
and men in business muet suffer los almost every day in money at the savings banks, rather than by any other
consequence of the various banks issuing their own circula. course. The Government pay 4 per cent. on depoéits in
tion. I wish te draw the attention of the Government to Dominion Savings Banks, and it caste even more, as I
this matter, and I hope it will receive serious and carefal understand from the accounts that the Governmnt pay a
consideration. certain commission. If instead of 4 per cent. the rate were

made 3 per cent., a very large suin of money at presont
Mr. McMULLEN. I cannot very well understand why held by the Government would pase jute the hands ef the

the hon. gentleman should have brought forward a motion banke; they wenld land it te farmers, whereas at the pre.
of this kind at this particular period of the Session. It sent time the Goverument use ail the money they get frei
appears to me that as the hon. gentleman site so close te that source. I understand they have frein $24,000,000 te
the First Minister, he muet have taken a hint from him that 826,000,000 in their hande as deposits in the Dominion
a general election is drawing nigh. He is taking a step in Savinge Banks, and it is ail used. The banke have it net,
order to lay ont hie course when he goes before hie constitu- and conseqnently they cannot extend accommodation and
ente. The hon. member is very anious evidently to do reduce the rate of interest te the extent they ethsrwise
something in the interests of the agriculturists. Se far as would do. The Government have been practicaliy cer.
I am concerned, I am quite willing to second any effort in peting with the banks, and they are iargeiy reaponsible for
the way of providing greater facilities for farmers te borrow keeping up the rate ef interest. I repeat that if Vhe Gev.
money and assist in carrying on the farming industry. Iernment would redueths interest on savinge by 1 per
must, however, express my opinion that I do not very well cent., they would reduce the interest charged by banke te
understand how the system proposed can be sueccssiully farmers, merchants and manufacturers. This is a desirable
inaugurated. I am afraid that very few farmers would be end te securs, and I sheuld be glad te see the hon. member
found willing te place a first mortgage on their farms in use hie influence with the Gevernmont in that direction.
order to become stockholders of a bank. That bank would He wouid thus accomplish something fer the farmers and
no doubt lend out money, and risks would have to be under. for the manufacturers in the direction of euring for them
taken and losses would be made, and those farmers who were cheaper money. I should like te ses the Bil. Last ysar
the back-bone of the institution would inevitably be called on the hon, gentleman made a motien in the direction of iu-
to make up a certain percentage of the losses. I do net troduing this Bibl, but it neyer came belors a Cern
think the hon. gentleman would be able to secure the confi- mittes. I hope it wiil rsach Ooimittea this Session,
dence of the farming community in favor of such an institu- and if it secures justice, aud there is a probability of
tiei as he proposes. If it can be established, and if it witl its being carried, trust it will beceme law. I sheuid
give farmers money at reduced rates, I make no objection. be gla4 te see any plan by which the rate of intereet
I was glad te hear the hon. gentleman admit that the farm. could be reduced te farmers, but 1arnmach afraid that
ing industry is after all, the principal industry of this the matter is introducted at the present ture juet in
Dominion. He admitted that when we have bad crops and order te give the hou. gentleman a chance ef airiug hie
low prices we have poor times. I was very glad te hear sympathie& for the fariers in the section of country frei
that expression of opinion and I hope it expressed the which he haile, and that this year it will meet with the
entire sentiment of hon. gentlemen opposite. We know saie fate that it did last year, It will accomplish this
that a short time ago a great effort was made to build up, mach at any rate, that he will be able te raturu te his con-
encourage and carry on manufactures, and that the farming etituents and say te thei: Gentlemen, do you ses what I
interest was largely overlooked. It was not considered have beeu trying te de for you; I have been trying te
when the National Policy was inaugurated that the farmers reduce the rate ef'intereet, but I ceuld not geV my Bil
would have to pay largely increased prices for what they through. If Vhe hon. gentleman will turu hie attention in
purchased. They have realised that they have been paying another direction, and try te get ths interest reduced on
more, and they do not now stand in as good a financialGovernment deposits, aud thus reduce Vhe rate of intereet
position as they did some years ago. I think the facilities in the other banke, it seere te me that he will accompliâh
possessed by farmers for borrowing money have been per- a great deat me than by hie present course.
haps to great. I believe the credit system of the Dominion
bas done more te pauperise the farming community and Mr. HESSON. As I represent au agricultural county in
Vhs taboring classes generally than any system that "d this goeuerImay be permittod a few wTds in reply te my
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hon. friend from North Wellington (Mr. McMullen). I quite bating the resolution in this manner, yet if it were referred
sympathise with the spirit and purpose of the resolution, as to a Special Committee I think they might be able to report
I presume every hon. gentleman will, if he is honestly in a plan whereby that class of seourities might be offered and
sympathy, as he should be, with the agricultural community a circulation provided by the Government which might be
of Canada. The hon. member who has just taken his seat placed in the hands of reliable managers, who would take
has asserted that he is in favor of some movement whereby collateral security for loans and thus provide a relief for the
the rate of interest may be reduced to farmers, and I agricultural community in this direction. I apprehend the
presume to others as well. He bas certainly gone a difficulty which the Finance Minister will have to meet to
good way round to secure that end when he says provide for that circulation. I understand the difficulty
that the best movement would be one to reduce the rate of he has with the present circulation, but I say here, sincerly
interest paid by the Government for Post Office and Savings and candidly, that I believe it is in the interests of the
Banks deposits. Let every banker, let every hon. gentle- country to-day, whether it would be in the intereste of the
man take home with him this reflection, that the depositors chartered banke or not, that the whole banking circulation
in these savings banks, and in the Post Office Savings of the country should be gradually but surely withdrawn,
Banks especially, are all the working men of Canada, and and substituted by Dominion notes. By the large oppor-
that these institutions are especially adapted for the use of tunities and facilities which are afforded to the banks of
the laboring classes and poor people of the country My circulating their own paper to an amount which now stands
lon. friend would begin his reduction in the first instance at $31,935,000, they are able to gather up the Dminion
by a plan by which the poor man would receive only 3 circulation coming into their hands, and come to the Finance
per cent, for his deposits instead of 4. That does not Minister and demand specie every day in the week. This
appear to me to be a good plan to set out with, if the hon. will go on increasing uatil the Government withhold from
gentleman is honestly and sincerely desirous of seeing the the banks the privilege of issuing their own circulation. I
rate of interest reduced to the farmer. The poor men who have pointed this out before, and I point it out again, as I
deposit in these savings banks earn their wages perbaps believe it is the only true course to meet the difficulty, and
during the summer time, and they deposit a portion regu- remove the inconvenience and loss which arises from hand-
larly, from day to day, as a provision for a rainy day or the ling and making use of the different varieties of circulation.
coming winter, and yet the hon. gentleman would withdraw We should have only one issue, and that issue should
that privilege from the laboring man and compel him to be unexceptionable, well established and well endorsed by
receive 3 per cent. for his deposits. I am rather sur- the Goveranment. I am unwilling at this stage to take up
prised that an lon. gentleman, who, like myself, has the the time of the House, but I hope the resolution will meet
pleasure and honor of representing an agricultural constitu- with fair play, and will be honestly considered by lon.
ency, should suggest such a plan ; but I believe he is more gentlemen. There is not a word of it which should not
fortunate than some hon. members representing country meet with approbation on the floor of the House, and I
constituencies, inasmuch as I am credibly informed that he think the proper plan is, in order to meet the requirements
occupies the position of a lender and nota borrower. Com- of the farmers and the people generally, to refer the matter
ing more particularly to the resolution before the House, I am to a committee Where it may receive a fair and honest
sure it is one which should have the sympathy of all those consideration. Should this BiU be introduced, of course I
who are desirous of seeing the farming interests of the am prepared to support it if the provisions are such as will
country in a prosperous condition. There are times and warrant it receiving the fair consideration of the House
seasons, as we all know, when we have distress, and we generally; but until I have the privilege of reading the
know aiso that the security which banks are accustomed to Bill, I do not desire to go further.
take is not the kind which farmers are in a position to give,
and the result is that the accommodation which is given to Mr. ORTON. I was a little sarprised at the manner i
business mon, to merchants and traders, is not afforded to which my hon. friend from North Wellington (Mr. MoMul-
them, for the reason that the banks do not like to give these len) alluded to me. He certainly did not show that kindly
straight loans at long dates as the farmer usually requires spirit which one would expeet from a fellow countyman.
them. The merchant, if he wants relief, borrows for a short He stated that my sole object in proposing this Bill was to
period to meet hie bills as they come due, whereas the farmer gain popularity amongst my constituents. fHe certainly
usually wants hie money until hie harvest comes in, and if must feel, at any rate, that the stop I have taken is one in
hie harvest fails then he may require it until the next the right direction, and a popular one; and if it should be
barvest comes in. I say that if it is in the power of the the means of securing my election as a supporter of my
House to consider and devise any means whereby this diffi- right hon. friend, the Premier, at the next election, I shall
culty may be grappled with, and the farmer placed in a feel all the prouder, because it will be the beat thing-that
more easy position with reference to obtaining loans, it corld happen to this country to have tht right hon. gentle-
is surely the interests of this House and within the man again returned to power. I shall not ascribe motives
wisdom of this House, that a Committee should be appointed to the hon. gentleman (Mr. Mcmllen), though I might,
for the purpose of seeing if there is any possibility perhaps, be believed if I said that when h deoclared that the
of devising a plan to meet this emergency. I do not farmers of this country had already too great facilities for
know exactly what the Bill may be which the hon. gentle- borrowing money, I thought that poibly ho had in view
man may propose, but I know that there muet be sufficient some of the loans contracted in the County of Wellington. I
wisdom and intelligence in this House to devise a plan by believe what h. says, and I shall not make such an asser-
which the farmer, who possesses the best security in the tion. I believe h. wants the farmers to have money at 5
country, may be enabled to get his money at as good a rate per cent, and I am satisfied that when he goes home, after
of interest as any business man. I know that farmers have expressing himself so eloquently, h. will give the farmers
been refused such accommodation, and cases have frequently of his neighborhood all the money they want at 5 per cent.
come within my own experience in which these men, because interest. He is not very anxious that the laboring classes of
they could not get the accommodation at the banks, have this country should receive the just awards of their labor,
been obliged to go elsewhere, perbape to shaving institutions and proposes to reduce interest in their savings. Re
as they are called, and pay a large rate of interest because does not seem quite so anxious to have the interest of
they cannot get the straight loans for long periods as they capitaliste reduced; but when men have worked hard and
require. I feel keenly in this matter, because, although it saved a few dollars to put in the savings banks of our coun-
may not be possible that we can devise a scheme when de- try, he muet urge on the Government to reduce the small
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rate of interest they are obtaining. I regret that such a
suggestion should corne from any gentleman from my
county, which I believe is populated by a generous class of
people, who desire to see aIl classes prosper.

Mr. CASEY. I think it would be quite out of place, as
the hon. member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson) has just
remarked, to discuss this Bill until we know what it is to
be. As Iunderstand, the only resolution we are now asked to
concur in is that it is expedient to introduce some Bill on
this subject, and the hon. gentleman who proposes that
resolution supports his proposai by pointing out that the
farmers are struggling, are hard up, and need further bank-
ing accommodation than they now get. Weil, I have
perhaps not quite so poor an opinion of the condition of the
farmers as the hon. gentleman appears to have, but I con-
sider it is a very strong admission to come from the father
of the National Policy, so far as the farmers are concerned,
that that policy is already such a failure in regard to the
agricultural community that they must come to this flouse
and ask the Government to lend them money at less than
the ordinary rates; for that, Sir, so far as I understand it,
is the meaning of this Bill. I do not think the country
is in such a bad condition financially, that interest
is so far above the rate it should be, that it is
necessary for the Government to enter into the money
lending business at all. But perhaps the hon. mem ber will
be able to prove to us that the country is in that
wretched condition when we get into committee. However,
there was one hint thrown out by the hon, member for
North Wellington (Mr. Mctullen) in regard to the motives
of the hon. member who proposes this Bill, from which I
deem it my duty to defend him. He appears to think that
the hon. member intends to go home to his constituents
covered with glory for having proposed this resolution.
Well, I do not think he will go home to his constituents.
He seems to have got out of the habit of going home to his
constituents of late. He may go back to the Rocky Moun-
tains in his position as medical officer of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, covered with glory on account of this
measure; but he will not go back to his constituents at
present for that purpose. I hope the hon. gentleman is not
gauging the condition of the farmers of Wellington, their
needs and requirements, by what h. has seen during his
sojourn in the far west; and I hope when he does visit his
constituents he will find them better off than ho imagines
them to be.

Mr. ORTONK I may state that the hon, gentleman is as
far off as he was when he shot the cow instead of the barn
door.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I do not pretend to under-
stand the involved proposition submitted by the mover of
this resolution, but I do say that there is a good deal in the
question viewed from a common sense standpoint. As the
representative of an agricultural constituency, kno wing
what their wants are, I am well aware that the difficulties
a farmer experiences in many instances in approaching a
chartered bank when it becomes necessary for him to do soj
are very great indeed. That the propositions laid down by
the hon. gentleman in speaking to his motion, are a cure
for this, I do not believe, and I think something of a much
simpler character would meet the requirements of the farm-i
ing community. It is my opinion that the securing of better1
facilities for establishing local banks throughout different
sections of the country, where financial backing could be
readily secured, is something that the Government or the1
Finance Minister might very well, in the interest of a veryi
large number of the ratepayers of this country, give atten-1
tion to. Within recent years the farming community havet
to an increased extent engaged in the production of cattlei
in preference to grain, the resuit of which has beeu that1
they require a much larger capital than was te ase when

they were largely grain producers; and if they stock their
farms to the extent necessary, it follows in many cases that
they have at some period of the year at least to go somewhere
to borrow money. The chartered banks almost invariably re-
fuse togive them the needed accommodation, and the result
is that they are forced to find accommodation second-hand at
rates that are necessarily high. Now, it seems to me, that
if by any such simple means as I suggest, the establishment
of local banks, and these afforded them that Goverurnment pro-
tection that would prevent the larger banks wiping them out
after they are established, we should be granting the farmers
that facility for obtaining the requisite money that is now
denied. I do not know whether the experience of other
sections of the country is the same as that of the section I
represent; but I am well aware that there a farmer who
owns 200 acres of land, representing a value of 810,000,
may take a friend with him to obtain money on their joint
endorsement, and the bank refuses it. ln sueh cases and
they are the rule rather than the exception, because the
banks as is well known have a prejudice-a wrong and un-
wise prejudice, I believe, but still a prejudico-the farmer is
ultimately driven to borrow the money from a noighbor or
find it elsewhere at such rates as the lenders choose to exact.
But the result almost invariably is that ho is obliged to
borrow that money at a much higher rate of interest than
the bank professedly charges. If that is the experience, as
it is to.a very general extent, I hold that the subject of this
resolution is one that deserves some consideration from this
House. The Trade and Navigation Returns establish the fact
that our cattle producing industry is a largely increasing
one, and that last year it was the largest, as far as the value
of exports went, in this country. Now we find that tho
pohicy of tho Government has been, ostensibly, at any rate,
to encourage the industries which tend to enrich this
country. I would like to know whether there is any industry
in Canada deserving of greater favor from the Government
than the stock raising industry when properly attended to.
My view of it is that every movement made heretofore has
had the effect of hampering that industry and that our
banking policy has increased that effect. We find that the
manufacturing industries can obtain from the banks the
capital necessary to carry on their enterprises ; we find that
the importera are largely aided by the opportunitios offered
them through the banks, and we find further that the
present banking system is established on a principle under
which the farmer is unable to borrow scarcely a dollar
from these institutions. Such being the case, there is un-
doubtedly some reason for the resolution, and while I have
no sympathy whatever with the involved remedy suggested
by the hon. gentleman, a remedy which would be worse
than the disease, because, as I understand it, every farmer
who participates in the advantages of his scheme would be
practically an endorser for every borrower. I believe
that a measure which would afford facilities for the
establishment of local banks under carefully consider-
ed provisions, and with such protection as would pro-
vent their absorbtion by the larger banks, would con-
fer a great deal of benefit indeed on one of our largest
industries, and the one on which, after all, we have most to
lean whenever additional revenue is required for the country.
From my own local experience I know it to be the fact that
in one of'the two branch banks in the county in which I live
the deposits amount to four times the discounts, and in the
other the local deposits are more than sufficient to carry on
the business of the institution. That being the case, it shows
to my mind that there is no involved principle such as that
suggested by the mover of this resolution required in order
to find the means necessary to meet the wants of the farm-
era, who only require those facilities in our banking laws
necessary to enable them to carry on their operations in the
least burdensone way possible. I am satisfied if such be
given, the intereet charged to the farming community will
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be reduced below the rates they have now to pay, and that interest, the money would naturally flow into the banks, and
the cattle producing industry which is yearly increasing in the banks be able to lend at a lower rate.
importance in a large section of the Province of Ontario, at Resolution considered in Committee, reported, and con.
any rate, will be greatly fostered. curred in.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is refreshing to hearthe Mr. ORTONiutroduced Bil (No. 36) to provide bank-
speech of the hon, gentleman who spoke last. He addressed n a tg i ipur
himself to the resolution before the House, but this cannot
be said of the hon. gentleman who preceded him, one of 8u8ts.
whom told my hon. friend (Mr. Orton) in a rather unparlia- Bibl read the firot time.
mentary way that his resolution was mere buncombe to
deceive his constituents, another gentleman threw up to NM SERVICE ON THE CANADA SOVTHERN
him the charge that he was going to leave his constituents RÂILWAY.
to settle in the North-West and had therefore no more Mr. WJGLE moved for:
interest in them. The hon. member for North Wellington
(Mr. McMullen) with arguments such as these opposes t.he
resolution.

Mr. McMULLEN. No.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He got up to throw

ridicule upon him, said it was buncombe, that there was no
necessity for it, that there were too great facilities already;
or in other words that the farmers would be much better
off if they had decreased facilities to get money. But he
forgot that in the next sentence, and said that the true way
to help the farmers would be for the Government to reduce
the rate of interest in the savings banks and that money
then would be more plentiful in the banks to lend. Which
way does theb hon, gentleman wish to have it ? Does he wish
money to be made easier by the Government robbing the
servants and la boring men of 1 percent. of their little savings ?
Or does h. wish the farmers to have no greater facilities for
borrowing, they being, according to his first statement,
much better of without any additional facilities ? The
hon. member for West Middlesex (Mr. Cameron) stated
what everybody knows that although by the banks the
name of a farmer in good standing is considered good
security, yet we all know the present banks are commercial
institutions rather than mere lenders of money on real estate
security or to persons who have only real estate to offer as
security. The farmers are therefore driven to other means
such as investment companies, loan and building societies,
and so forth, rather than the banks as at present constituted.
It seems to me my hon. friend (Mr. Orton) is taking a very
proper course, as he tried to do last Session, in bringing
this subject before Parliament. The hon. member for
North Wellington (Mr. MeMullen) said he would like to see
the Bill, but if we oppose the resolution we cannot see the
Bill. We must get the resolution first, and then we
will have the Bill. We will thon see if it will give
reasonable protection to the public, to those who invest in
agricultural banks as shareholders, and be able to judge
whether it is not liable to the objections which have been
taken by sound financiers to other measures dealing with
similar subjects. If not, of course it ought to b. encouraged.
I shall vote for the resolution myself, and I have no doubt
we will have an opportunity then of discussing the varions
theories propounded as well as the merits of the Bill itself.
The hon. gentleman who last spoke proposed a system
which bas its merits, narnely, to have local banks with
small capitals. That would be one means of helping the
different localities; there may be other means which we
will have an opportunity of discussing when the ineasure is
submitted to us. In the meantime I will support the resolu-
tion.

Mr. McMULLEN. I did not sayI opposed the Bill. I
said I will gladly support any Bill giving facilities to secure
money at a cheaper rate by the farmers of this country, but
I said that I was afraid this resolution was only buncombe
and would result as fruitlessly as last year's. With
regard to the reduction of interest my object in making this
suggestion was that if the Government would redue the

Mr, CAmUoN (Middlesez).

Return showing the nature of the mail service on the Canada South-
ern Railway between Essex Centre and Amherstburg; also the annual
amount paid to the Canada Southern Railway for mail service.
He said: The town of Amherstburg gave a bonus of $75,000
to the Canada Southern Railway when it was first built, with
the understanding that the mail train was to cross at
Amherstburg. Of late, however, these trains go off at
Essex Centre and now there is only one train a day each
way passing through Amherstburg, which is very incon-
venient for the mail service in that town. This motion is
made in order to draw the attention of the Government,
and more especially of the Postmaster General, to the matter,
in order that the town of Amherstburg may get more
accommodation for its mail service.

Mr. CARLING. There is no objection to this return, and
I can assure the hon. gentleman that every exertion will be
made to secure the mail facilities between Essex Centre and
Amherstburg which he desires.

Motion agreed to.

PAYMENTS TO H. J. MORGAN.

Mr. McCRINEY moved for:

Statement of the various amounts of money paid by the Government
of Canada, or any of the Public Departments since 1882 to Henry J.
Morgan for services of any kind or for copies of a certain book called the
" Annual Register," together with copies of the certificate of each
public official to whom such books have been delivered.
He said: My object in asking for this return is to bring to
the attention of the Government the question whether
employés of the Government receiving large salaries and
supposed to devote their whole time to the public service
should be allowed to engage in publishing or any other
business. It is well known to this House that it has been
charged by the press of our country that the party named
in this motion has, with other parties, received payment
for books that were unnecessary, if they were delivered to
the Government at all. I hope that, when the Civil Service
Bill is brought down, the Government will provide that
civil servants shall not engage in outside undertakings
especially with the Government as their principal customer.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There can be no objection
to the motion, but i take exception to the lin. adopted by
the hon. gentleman who moves it, because he intimates a
desire that no civil servant shall be employed in any useful
work, whether scientific or literary, but h. must adhere to
his office work only. I think it would be a very unfortu-
nate thing for the status of our service if it were under-
stood that no officer of the Government should devote
himself to science or literature in his spare time, instead of
amusing himself or doing nothing after offee hours; that
he should go home at four o'clock, eat his dinner, take his
pipe, and smoke it. One of the books which has been a
oredit to Canada and has been immensely useful to the
Parliament of Canada, and in fact to all the Colonial Par-
liaments, and has been quoted in the Parliament of Eng.
lud, is the work of our late Librariam, Dr. Todd, o
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Parliamentary Governient. Then, consider the very
valuable work prepared by our present Clerk, Mr. Bourinot,
on the Practice of Parliament. Consider the great book
on the Practice of Parliament,-of which I do not know how
many editions have been published, the last I think in
1883, by Sir Erskine May, the Clerk of the Commons in
England, the great authority on matters of practice. Con-
sider, also, the various works that have been prepared and
published by a man who is a great philosopher, Mr. Gregg,
who is at the head of the stationery office mn England, and
whose books, both for style and for clearness and value,
are very noteworthy. He has left a standing reputation
behind him. He is one of the great officers of England,
and introduced a very economical mode of managing that
large department, the stationery office. We cannot expect
those gentlemen to employ themselves in that way and to
publish their works at their own erpense. If they publish
valuable works, and if the head of their department is
satisfied that the officer, whoever ho may be, fully performs
his duty Wke other officers, they should be encouraged in
applying themselves to useful employment rather than to
ideness or self-gratification.

Mr. McCRANEY. I may say that I understand that the
gentleman referred to doos not write the books him-
self but he employs others to do it for him, and makes a
speculation out of it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thon there can be no
objection. If ho employs others' he does not do the work
himself.

Motion agreed to.

VOTING ON TH1E CANADA TE MPERANCE ACT, 1878.

Mr. FISHER moved for:

Statement from the records of all the voting held in various counties
and cities under the provisions of the Canada Temperance Act, 1878,
showing by electoral districts and the varions ub-divisions thereof, the
total number of names on the electoral lists, the number of votes polled
for the adoption of the Act, and the number of votes polled against the
adoption of the Act, with the number of the population of each such
electoral district at the time of the taking of the census preceding the
vote in such electoral district.

He said: in consequence of having had my attention drawn
to it, I would ask leave of the House to amend this notice
by inserting after the figures "1878 " the words "since
the 1st of July, 1882." I trust this will tend to facilitate
the briuging down of this return, and if the return is made
up from that date to the present time, it will practically
supply ail the information we desire.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I hope the bon. gentleman will
not amend his motion. I see it reads in French since 1878,
and in English it will be since 1882. I think we ought to
have the returns from the first. It will not take much
longer to do it, and 1 think we had botter know exactly
upon what vote the Scott Act has been adopted since it
first passed thin Parliament.

Mr. FISHEIR. My only object in making the amend-
ment was to get the return more quickly. I thought that
as regards the elections which took place between 1878 and
1882, the census returns would be so very far from the date
of the election that we could not arrive at the actual per-
centage of population who voted, nor could we satisfactorily
ascertain the relation of the number of votera to the whole
population.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The consus has really less to
do with it than the number of voters, and the number of
votera is not given in the census at all. We could get the
number of voters by the returns of 1878 just about as well.
If we leave it at 1878 there will be no difficulty in getting
the returns.
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Mr. FISB.ER. If the House prefers that the whole
returns should be made, I have not the slightest objection.
I only wished to get them sooner.

Motion, as originally proposed, agreed to.

TIMBER LICENSES IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. CHARLTON moved for:
1. The total number of liceuses or permits granted since March 15th,

1883, up to February let, 1885, to cut timber, saw loge, telegraph poles,
railroad ties and cordwood, within the territory lately in dispute be-
tween the Provinces of Manitoba and Ontario, and also within the
territory in dispute between Ontario and the Dominion of Canada.

2. The name and residence of each grantee, the term over which the
license of grant extenis; whether the license or permit is for cutting
and removing timber, saw loge, telegraph poles, railroad ties, or cord-
wood, and date of the license or permit.

3. The geographical location of the area covered by each license or
permit issued, and the number of square miles embraced in each.

4. The amount of bonuses or premiums received upon each, and the
aggregate amount of the same.

5. Fuig particulars as to the Crown dues or stumpage charged or
chargeable upon each license or permit issued, as to whether by per-
centage of value or specific charges, and the aggregate amount of
revenue derived from the same.

6. A. statement or case of each license or permit issued, as to whether
the Government had caused a survey to be made of the saie, and was
in possession of estimates made by its own surveyors, woodsmen or
bushrangers, as to the kinds, the quantity and the quality of timber upon
each area covered by such license or permit.

7. Whether in each case where a license or permit was granted, the
berth was put up at public auction after due public notice was given
inviting tenders, and was sold to the highest bidder, or whether granted
upon application or tender from the the grantee without inviting publie
competition.

8. In case of application by two or more parties for the marne berth,
and competition between them for the purchase of the same, the name
and residence of each applicant and the particulars of the tender made
by each.

9. Copies of all claims, petitions, remonstrances or communications
made to the Government respecting such permits or licenses and the
action of the Government thereon ; also,,a copy of all maps and plans
showing the location and areas of such licenses or permits.

10. A minute of all assignments of such licenses or permits recorded
with the Government, with the names and residence of the assignor and
the assignee, and the consideration in each case paid.

I may say to the First Minister, with respect to this motion,
that an order has already been granted by the flouse cover-
ing the whole of the area over which timber licenses have
been issned. This is for the disputed territory, and the
prosent motion is necessary.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC IRAILWAY-SECTION B.

Mr. CASEY moved for:
Cop of the report of the engineers appointed to re-measure and re-

classiy the work on section B Canadian Paci5c Railway, in connec-
tion with the claim of the contractors for said section for increased ré-
muneration for sncb work, and for damages.

Also, ail reports of the engineers lu charge of said section, or of the
Engineer-in-Chief, or any other Goverunment engineer, in reférence to the
questions of measurement, classification or damages, at issue between
the Government and the contractors.

As to my reasons for making this motion, I may say that
we were informed by Sir Charles Tupper last Session that
the contractors for this work had been making constant
complaints as to the manner in which they were treated by
the Government engineer in charge of the contract. It
was asserted-I believe it is a fact-that that engineer
had been promised by Order in Council a bonus of a certain
percentage on any saving ho might effect in the cost
of that contract below the contract price, and the
contractors used this as an argument to show that
he had reason for treating them unfairly, and that
be had treated them unfairly. I believe that accusa.
tion to have been ill.founded as against the engineer
in question. I have the anthority of Sir Charles Tupper
himself for saying it was ill-founded, for ho tells us that Mr.
Jennings had at all times his confidence and that of the
Engineer-in-Chief. He repeated that statement ou several
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occasions, and gave further evidence of his sincerity in
making it by recommending Mr. Jennings as a trustworthy
and able engineer tohis friend Mr. Onderdonk, who has a
large contract on another part of the railway in British
Columbia. Yet in the face of all those facts, Mr. Manning,
one of the contractors, wrote to the Globe and Mail, assert-
ing that they had demanded the removal of Mr. Jennings
from that work because he was treating them unfairly, and
that the Goverument had removed him in consequence of
their demand and sent him to British Columbia. I asked Sir
Charles Tupper last Session whether he could authoritatively
deny that statement. Ie replied that he had been perfectly
satisfied with Mr. Jennings, and told us of the subsequent
recommendation to which I have already alluded; but he
saidhe could not give a definite denial on this point, because
Mr. Jenninga'removal took place in his absence, and when
theMinister now in charge was Acting Minister of Railways. I
now ask from the Minister himslf; who is conversant with all
the facto, no doubt, whether h can give an authoritative
denial to that statement. It is a very grave charge,
to be made public, that the Government dismissed an
engineer on the demand of contractors. As Sir Charles
Tupper said last Session, h generally found engineers like
Mr. Jennings were not those who got along smoothly
with contractors-those were his own words-that engin-
eers like Mr. Jennings who honestly and faithfully dis-
charged their duties towards the Government do not get
along smoothly with contractors. Mr. Jennings did not
get along smoothly with these contractors. It is quite
certain that his removal was demanded; it is quite certain
his removal took place; but whether it took place in con-
sequence of the demand, it is for the Minister to say. I
hope the hon. gentleman will be able to clear the Depart-
ment from the reproach which has hung over it for over a
year and a-half, of having removed an engineer because h
was too honest to suit the contractors. Subsequent to the
removal of Mr. Jennings, two other engineers, Messrs.
Donkin and Bell, were sent to section B, to re-measure
and re-classify the work done by the contractors. I may
remind the House that the question at issue was more one
of classification than of measurement. The contractors
claimed that certain excavation done by them should be
classed as loose rock instead of earth, and that other work
should be classified as rock instead of loose rock, and so on;
and unfortunately the terms of the contract were not such
as to afford definite means of deciding between the claims
of the contractors and those of the engineer in charge. The
contract did not specify with sufficient distinctness how
certain work was to be classified, and the classification was
made from time to time by the engineer In charge, under
directions received from hi superior, the Engineer-in-Chief
at Ottawa, and was made in opposition to the claims of the
contractors that the work should be classified otherwise.
Whether the engineer or the contractor was right, one thingt
is certain that the occurrence of this dispute between the
Government and the contractors was due to blameable
loosenesa in the original framing of the contract and to
the carelessness of the Minister controlling the Railway
Department in 1879, when the contract was let, in not sue-c
ing that more definite specifications were inserted andt
strictly adhered to. As this question of classification(
was referred to the arbitration which subsequently tooka
place, the report of the engineers, Messrs. Donkin and Bell,.
is necessary that we may see how far it agrees with the con-L
clusions ultimately reached by the arbitrators. I ask for allt
reports of the engineers in charge of said section or of thea
Engineer-in-Chief or any other Government engineer, inc
reference to the questions at issue between the Governmentr
and the contractors. The question of the damages referredt
to is a very loose one, which I will say more about on an
subsequent motion; but it is interesting, important and a
necessary to know what the engineers have advised the i

Mr. CAsaT.

Government from time to time in reference to this matter,
in order that we may be able to judge as to the course
-pursued by the Government in regard to the arbitration.

Mr. POPE. There is not the slightest objection to
bringing down all the reports of the engineer, excepting
such as are confidential, and the report of the Engineer-in-
Chief will, of course, be brought down. One word with
respect to Mr. Jennings. I believe he always had the
confidence of the Chief Engineer and of the Minister, and it
was only when the work was nearly completed, when there
was little for him to do hure, when the services of an able
man were required in British Columbia, that we made
arrangements by which the work shoukf be handed over to
another engineer, and Mr. Jennings was sent to British
Columbia, where there was a large amount of work to be
done and where they had every confidence that he would do
it. That is the reason for the change. I will get the
returns, so far as they can be got, excepting those which
are confidential.

Mr. CASEY. Does the hon, gentleman consider the
report of Mr. Donkin and Mr. Bell confidential ?

Mr. POPE. Any report is confidential which is got for
the purpose of informing the Minister, and it would be a
great mistake for the Department to give such reports as
are understood, when they are sent in, to be only for the
purposes of the Department and the information of the Chief
Engineer. Beyond that they will be brought down.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman is not answering my
question. I asked him definitely if the report of Mr. Donkin
and Mr. Bell is one of those which h would consider con-
fidential.

Mr. POPE. I will look it up and sec.
Mr. CASEY. There are many things which the hon.

gentleman will have to look up and see. HRe as gone
quite astray in one explanation he gave to.day, as to the
reasons for Mr. Jennings' removal, and he has neglected to
give an authoritative denial when I asked him if it was for
certain reasons. I ask him if it was at the demand of Mr.
Manning that-

Mr. POPE. It was not.
Mr. CASEY. We have at last got that information out of

the hon. gentleman, after a long struggle. I struggled with
Sir Charles Tupper part of one eveneng last Session, and
with the hon. gentleman for part of one evening, and at
last he las given the answer, in a faint and half-hearted
fashion. The explanation does not, however, accord with
the facts, and I must conclude that his memory has failed
him in that respect. Hle says that Mr. Jennings was removed
because his services were particularly required in British
Columbia, whereas Sir Charles Tupper told us it was because
the work on section B was so small that another could
take charge of them.

Mr. POPE. I have just said so.
Mr. CASEY. Mr. Jennings was sent out in the autumn

of 1882-September, I believe-to British Columbia, to do
this important work, and he remained there till about
Christmas, or in all about three months. He came home on
account of illness in his family, and he was not required
after that time, and though for months he kept asking to
be sent back to British Columbia, they found no work for him
to do there. The hon. gentleman will have to look into that
explanation again before he concludes that he bas been
correctly informed. As to the withholding of confidential
reports, or as to what reports should be considered confiden-
tial, I am not sufficiently versed in the ways of the Depart-
ment of Railways to say what bas been the custom, but I
am inclined to think that the hon. Minister is diaposod,
from his conduct the other night, to construe that cl of
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reports rather too widely. I fear that in this case lie wil
eliminate everything which is interesting to the House and
the country, those things for the purpose of getting which
I have moved the resolution-those very things which th
House has a right to get and which are required to enable
one to judge as to whether the conduct of the Government
with regard to this arbitration ha been judicious and
proper.

Mr. MACKENZIE. What position did Mr. Jennings
receive in British Columbia?

Mr. POPE. Hie was removed to one of the engineers in
Mr. Onderdonk's contract. It was a very important posi-
sition, the duties of which were just beginning when his
work here was nearly done.

Mr. MACKENKIE. Was he in charge of an under con-
tract ?

Mr. POPE. No.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Was his position subordinate?
Mr. POPE. He was under Mr. Smith.
.Mr. MACKENZIE. Of course; they ,were all under

him.
Mr. POPE. ie had charge underIMr. Smith.
Mr. MACKENZIE. He was next to Mr. Smith ?
Mr. POPE. That was the intention. The hon. gentle.

man will understand that I cannot speak by the book as to
any particular position he occupied, because ho was sent
there by Sir Charles Tupper.

Mr. CASEY. Sir Charles Tupper says he was sont there
by the hon. gentleman.

Mr. POPE. fie says no such thing. But I will get the
information.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Of course there is no use asking
any further questions. If the hon. gentleman does not
know we need not ask. With regard, however, to confi-
dential reports, I hope the hon. gentleman wîIl not consider
reports with regard to moasurements and classification of
material as confidential reports.

M r. BLAKE. It seems to me that a report which states
the facts for the information of the Minister, and not
opinions as to the character and conduct of persons-reports
of investigations which the engineers are instructed to make,
as to the facts of the case, the classification of materials, &c.,
cannot be regarded as confidential. With reference to the
circumstances under which Mr. Jennings went to British
Columbia, we are in great mystery. If my hon. friend
from Elgin (Mr. Casey), be correct, the Minister of Railways
stated last Session that he could not tell, because it was the
Acting Minister who sent him there during his absence.
To-day, when the Acting Minister, in the absence of Sir
Charles Tupper, is Acting Minister in the absence of any
Minister at ail, le tells us that Sir Charles Tupper sent him.
Sir Charles Tupper could not speak by the book last Session
because the hon. gentleman had sent Mr. Jennings to British
Columbia; now, the hon. gentleman cannot speak by the
book because, lie says, he was sent by Sir Charles Tupper.

Mr. POPE. I do speak by the book, so far as leaving
here was concerned. His work here was nearly completed,
it could be doue without him, and it did not require bis
services. It was understood, while I was acting, that lie
would go to British Columbia and take an important posi-
tion there on an important work. What instructions le
had after that Sir Charles Tupper gave him, and I am not
prepared to say what they were, because I do not carry
these things in my book; but i will ascertain and let the hon.
gentleman know.

Motion agreed to,

l CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-CONSTRUCTION
BETWEEN PORT ARTHUR AND WINNIPEG.

Mr. CASEY moved for:
Statement of sums paid to the Canadian Pacifie Railway Coman,

t up to date, for construction on those portions of the Canadian Pa e,
Railway between Port Arthur and Winnipeg, the contract for which
has been transferred to them from the original contractors, with dates
of payment; aiso copies of estimates on which such payments have
been made, showing quantities and rates.
He said: I have to urge that there is a very particular
reason for asking for a detailed statement of these payments.

i I find that on September 28th, 1883, Auditor General
- -McDougall wrote Mr Bradley, of the Railway Department,

asking for a copy of the agreement under which a certain
certificate for $136,000 to the Canadian Pacifie Railway was
made out. Mr. Bradley referred him to the Order in
Council of July 9th previous, and a letter from Mr. Van
Horne, as constituting together the only agreement under
which this money was to be paid. I propose to call your
attention to the vague nature of that agreement. On
October 4th, he wanted further a statement showing that
the work remaining undone on the hne would cost at least
$926,000, the sum stated on the agreement, and pointed
out that it was specially necessary to get that Order in
Council, becanse it was not work done under contract
in the usual way. He said :

"I should be glad to have a statement showing that the work left
undone on the Ue would cost at least $926,oo0. I think it important
to get this information, as the work was given without tenders having
been called for."

Now, Sir, I find, as a matter of fact, that not only were
no tenders called for, but no specifications were made and
no particulars agreed upon between the Government and
the company, so far as I can find, as to what the work was
to be, except in regard to a very few details. I must
trouble you with a few extracts from the correspondence and
the Order in Council, to try and show what the agreement
really was. I confess I have not been able myself to form
a very clear idea of what was to be done under this agree.
ment, and I doubt if the Miister had any clear idea. In
fact, it secms to have been one of those curious contracts
between the Government and the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company wbich the company are able to interpret most
favorably to themselves, and in regard to which the
Government do not seem to have any chance of contending
with them before any tribunal. The secretary of the com-
pany, on the 17th of May, 1883, writes:

I Referring to the negotiations which have been lately taking place,
with a view to the reception by this company of the Thunder Bay
branch, from Rat Portage to Prince Arthur's Landing, I am instructed
by the directors of this company to state, that while the company are
prepared to take over this portion of the railway and equip and operate
it, they have not as yet had time to complete the examination of it, as
to the extent to which it has been completed, or to which its condition
would meet the requirements of the contract between the Goverument
and the company.

al In order, therefore, to prevent any misconstruction hereafter, as to
the position of the-compsny in assumning possession of this portion
of the railway, I am instructed to say that it will be taken over
by the cempany, under express reserve of the rights ai the corn-
pany to have it completed in ail respects in conformity with the con-
tract, to the same extent as if the company were not now umdertaking ita
operation.

il Iam further instructed to state that the company have reason to
believe that its condition and state of preparation are open toalal the
objections contained in their letter to the Department of Railways and
Canals, under date the 2nd of February, 1882, with reference to the
Une between Telford and Rat Portage. In addition to the pointa
suggested in that letter, and without relinquishing any right of the
company in respect of any matter not designatad here, I would indicate
various timber trestles across water stretc es, which, in the opinion of
the company, would require to be filled, in whole or in part, to conform
to the spirit of the contract; and it is probable, aso, that timber work
of varions bridges require renewal, from decay having taken place
since such work was constructed."

He seems to have had a lower opinion of the work doune
on that part of the line than the hon. Minister had the
other day. He goes on:
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" Without further specifying details l which the company believe the
work is undoubtedly incomplete, I have only to repeat that in assuming
this portion of the railway, the company do so under express reserve, not
only of their rights in respect to the matter referred to above, and in
their former letter, but also of all other matters in connection with this
section, which they would be entitled by their contract to have adjusted
if they had awaited the entire completion of the work before taking pos-
session of it."

This letter goes on to refor to details in regard to which
there was apparently nothing put in writing ; but we find
a letter from Mr. VanHorne, of the 3rd of Jnly, to the Acting
Minister of .Railways, in which he says :

" Owing to the necessity of immediate action, no details were agreed
upon (between him and the Government), except that so much of the
work as was covered by the contract of Manning, McDonald, McLaren
& Co. should be completed by the company at contract prices, less 15
per cent., which had been allowed the contractors for preliminary work.
This work was all included in what is known as contract 42."

Hle then goes on to point out that contracts 41, 25 and 13
were also incGmplete, that several stations and side tracks,
&c., were wanted along the lino between section B and
Winnipeg, that some 19,000 or 20,000 feet of side track, 25
station buildings, 27 section houses, 2 engine sheds and
turn-tables, and 20 tanks were required. He also makes
vague statements to the effect that a large amount of bal-
lasting would be required, that ties were decaying and
required renewal, and that the lino, in short, though not
yet completed, needed considerable repairs, and that some
new work would have to be done to conform it to the com-
pany's standard, instead of the low standard which had
been latterly established by the Government. He said :

of July, of the hon. Minister of Agriculture, then acting as
Minister of Railways, advising the acceptance of Mr. Van
Horne's offer, but ho states the sum at $926,000 instead of
8981,000. I hope the hon. gentleman will take a note of
these figures and explain how this discrepancy arose. It
turns ont that by the acceptance of this offer from Mr. Van
Horne the only safeguard contained in the first agreement
botween the Government and the company, viz., that the
remainder of the work on section B was to be
finished at contract prices, is taken away. Instead
of forcing them to finish at those rates and do the
other work at a lump sum, it is proposed to do the whole
work at a lump sum, no amount being fixed for any par.
ticular part of the work. And there is, as I have said in a
former debate, no specification of what bas to be done,
no appropriation of any part of the money for any particu-
lar work, no price agreed upon for such work as is done.
The Chief Engineer is to make a report, from time to time,
as to how much is done. On what scale of prices
he is to base his report I cannot imagine, because
he has nothing to go by as to the price of the
work done, although it is his certificate which entitle
the company to payment. I find that certificates
which are brought down amongst the papers contain
no allusion to details at al. The company intimate
from time to time that they require a little money, the
engineer certifies that a certain lump sum is due on the
work, and the company are paid. It is for that reason I
want to get copies of the estimates on which such payments

'' It is already apparent that many difficuit and embarrassing questions have been made, showing the quantities and rates. It
will arise in connection with the final completion of the railway ; and, appears from a subsequent letter of Mr. VanHorne that
with a view tu avoiding these, and to securing the completion of the there was an agreement with the Government, of which I
line and buildings in conformity with the standards of the company,cs
which, in most cases, differ from those of the Government, the company find no trace but this letter. This agreement was to the
desire to propose to relieve the Government of the entire work for a effect that the company could take over the rolling stock at
lump sum." a valuation. I find that valuators were agreed on by the
Mr. VanHorne puts the case very neatly. "In order to avoid company and the Government, who valued the rolling
all embarrassing questions that might arise in connection stock at $185,000, leaving the sum of $740,000 still due the
with the final completion ofthe railway," he offers to take it company. Now it will ho remembered also that Sir
for a lump sum-in order to avoid any embarrassing ques- Charles Tupper estimated, in a speech of last year on this
tions as to the proper cost of what ho had taken, whether it item, in Supply, the total amount remaining to be done to
was at contract prices or not, I suppose. le proposes to finish this contract-the contract for section B-$359>800,
simplify the matter, and ho says: leaving, out of the $966,000, a balance of $607,800 to ho

" The company will undertake, for the sum of $940,000, to complete paid to the company for work outside the completion of
in a first-class manner the entire line from Selkirk te Winnipeg, and section B. I should like the hon. Minister to explain how
provide ail sidings and ail depots, section houses, engine sheds, and ail this estimate of the value of that work was arrived at.
other usuai and necessary structures, and make ail renewals of ties and
bridges, and do ail other necessary work," Motion agreed to.

And so on. These are the only specifications, I think. The RETURNS ORDERED.
line is to eho completed in a first-class manner. And what is
a first-class manner? In an Order in Council adopted by Copies of ail permits, licenses or liberties given te any person or
the Government, the work is to be completed to the satis- persons te eut tinber in any part of the territory declared by the Order
faction of the ChiefEngineer; there is no other definition of of the Queen in Couacil te be within the Province of Ontario? AIse,

wlia a irai-clse annr l. Itis il eftte te otio ofthe naine or naines of the person or pereons obtaining sueh permission ;
what a frstclass anner is. It is all left to the option ofeaont received by the Gover-
the Chief Engineer, and we have found before that that gen- ment and the amount, if any, stiil unpaid by the party or parties fer
tleman was not bard to satisfy. He was satisfied, if I such permission ?-(Mr. Mille.)
remember rightly, after an inspection of a few hours of the Returu showing the expenses, ln detail with dates, inourred by the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company's books at Montreal, several members of the Geverament and any other erson or persona in

thatailthe xpeditros f te pat fw yars nd eauthe service of the Governinent sent toe ngland or esewhere, on behaîfthat all the expenditures of the past few years ad beenof the Governent, fr 2th of January, 1884, t date.-(Mr. Smer-
proper, and were devoted to the objects intended; vi le, Brant.)
and ho so reported to the Government. It was Copies of ail reports and communications made to the Goverument
not hard to satisfy him thon, and I do not by the Port Oredit Harbor Company and ail memoriale, petitions,

itwoldh wtl egadt h ia opeino reports of engineers and correspoudence in reference te the condition
suppose it would with regard to the final completion ofandtate of repair theaid harbor.-(Mr. Platt.)
this road. At all events, there is no absolute standard by Cepy of a certain pamphlet entltledIlThe National Pelicy," purpori-
which the manner of completing the road is to h tried. At ing te have been printed by the Indu4trial Pnblirhing Oompany and
the close of his letter, Mr. VanHorne explains that the ad- purchased ln 1883-84 by the Geverument and circulated lu England, withditinal15 cet, edutedfro th paman tecon a iew of premeting enigration te, Canada, together with a statoement
ditional 15 r cent. dedcted from the payent toconed, the price paid and naine the
tractors for preliminary work would bring up his offer to author, the publisher and pereon te whom the payments were made;
the sum of $981,000, instead of the sum of $940,000, first aise copies of ail pamphlets purohased or circulated by the Department
mentioned. The next day the Chief Engineer reported o Agriculture since lst January, 1883.-(Ur. CharItoa.)
that ho had made a calculation of what the cost of the work Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Ths being a wild niglt, 1
would be, and ho agreed approximately with Mr. Van will net ask tha fouse te moot Again, but me that we
Horne's estimate. I find next a memorandum, dated the 5thadjourn.

Br. CE DE.
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Mr. CHARLTON. I think that we might sit to-night

and get throagh the Order paper, and adjourn to-morrow
night instead, so as to give hon. members an opportunity of
enjoying the reading of the famous humorist, Mark Twain.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The House, of course, will
judge to-morrow, as to whether it will cut the Session in
twain or not, but this being such a wild night, I think we
had better adjourn.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 6:10 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

T-UESDAY, 17th February, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 37) further to amend the Act to incorporate the
South Saskatchewan Valley Railway Company. -(Mr.
Robertson, Hamilton.)

Bill (No. 38) to amend the Acts relating to the Great
Western and Lake Ontario Shore Junction Railway Com-
pany.-(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

Bill (No. 39) to incorporate the Synod of the Diocese of
Qu'Appelle, and for other purposes connected therewith.-
(Mr. Mulock.)

Bill (No. 40) further relating to the Central Bank of New
Brunswick.-(Mr. Temple.)

Bill (No. 42) to amend the Act respecting offences against
the person.-(Mr. Tupper.)

Bill (No. 43) to authorise the Royal Canadian Insurance
Company to reduce its capital stock, and for other pur-
poses.-(Mr. Curran.)

THE RAILWAY COMMITTEE.

Sir HECTOIR LANGEVIN moved that Mr. J. W. Bain be
added to the Select Standing Committee on Railways,
Canals and Telegraph Lines.

Motion agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT-ASH WEDNESDAY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that when the
House adjourns this day, it do stand adjourned until Thursday
next at three o'clock.

Motion agreed to.

CONTAGIOUS DlSEASRS AFFECTING ANIMALS.

Mr. POPE moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 44)
respecting infectious or contagious diseases affecting
animals.

Mr. BLAKE. Explain.

Mr. POPE. The Bill is a consolidation, with certain
amendments which are required to the existing Act, the
better to enable it to be carried out, but without altering
the principle in the slightest degree. The amendments are
pretty numerous, but are of no importance so far as the
principle of the Bill is conoerned.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

DUTIES OF JUSTICES OF THE PEACE.

Mr. TUPPER moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 41)
to amend the Act respecting duties of Justices of the Peace,
in relation to summary convictions.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. TUPPER. This Bill is introduced for the purpose of

a mending the 53rd section of chapter 31, relating to summary
convictions before Justices of the Peace, so that the form
contained in the schedule of that Act shall conform to the
53rd section. At present, considerable difficulty often arises
owing to Justices of the Peace following the form prescribed
in the Act, and in doing so including in the conviction the
words:

"Unless the said sums and the cost and charges of conveying the said
prisoner to the said common gaol shall b' sooner paid."

The section under which that conviction is made does not
provide any express words for that part of the conviction,
and accordingly it has been held, and is laid down in the
books, that the conviction can be quashed on the ground of
the Act not directing explicitly that these words shall
appear. Either the form or the section ougbt to be amended.
I propose to amend the section.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN, in the absence of Sir JoHN A.
MACDONALD, moved:

That ail the Petitions presented to this House on the subject of bank-
ruptcy and insolvcLecy be -referred to the Select Committee on those
subjects.

Motion agreed to.

CENSUS COMMISSIONERS AND ENUMERATORS.

Mr. POPE moved:
That the report of Committee of the Whole on certain proposed

resolutions respecting the rates and allowances to certain census com-
mis3ioners and enumerators, be received, and thatthe said resolutions be
read the Eecond tirne.

Mr. BLA KE. The hon. gentleman was not here when
the discussion took place on the resolutions. It was then
arrauged that, on the reception of the report, the hon. gen-
tleman would modify the resolutions by introducing maxi-
mum rates. If not advised of this, he had botter defer the
order.

Mr. POPE. I did not hear anything of that kind, nor do
I think it could well bo done. n the first placé, we did
establish a maximum rate for the census commissioners, $4
per day, and a maximum rate for the enumerators, $3 per
day, made up in different ways-so much per mile, so much
per family, &c. Notwithstanding that, and notwithstanding
the fact that it was the rale adopted in the larger Provinces
we found when we got into the Territories and British
Columbia that people would not take the census at maximum
rates, although in Manitoba we had no difficulty, as a rule.
Although these are my maximum rates at this moment, I
must be at liberty to pay enough to enable me to get men
to do the work in places where these rates will not suffice.
The difficulty in paying as they do in the United States, so
much per head for every man, woman and child enumerated
is this, that you give a bonus to the enumerators to inscribè
more people than there really are. Speaking with agentle-
man conversant with this subject, in Washington, last
spring, he told me that there were really more people
enumerated in the United States than the country had
through this system of paying so much per head.

Mr. BLAKE. This shows the difficulty of proceeding
with a measure in the absence of the Minister who is
responsible for it. In this case he appears not tq have
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had his attention directed to the discussion which took
place during his absence, when the proposition was sug-
gested from this side of the House that maximum rates
should be established, and wherein closing the discussion,
the hon. the First Minister said :

"lThese re'olntions are merely to fix the rate of remuneration, and they
in no way pledge the House, except as to this point, especially wben
the proposition of the leader of the Opposition is carried into effect,
and a maximum is stated."

My proposal was that the Bill should contain the maximum
rates but when we come to the discussion the bon. gentle-
man dissents from that view, and gives reasons, more or less
valid, which, he says, render it imprudent that maximum
rates should be stated.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman does not want me to do
an impossibility.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not want the hon. gentleman to
perform an impossibility. There are a great many possi-
bilities that he is quite unable to perform, and I would not
be so unreasonable as to ask him to go further. I am dis-
cussing the question as it was understood to be settled on
the last occasion; of course, if the House is satisfied by the
argument of the hon. gentleman, that within a certain por-
tion of our territory and under certain circumstances,
exceptional rates have to be paid, that may be a reason for
relaxing a wholesome rule and allowing the bon. gentleman
the latitude he desires in those portions. The hon. gentle-
man bas stated with reference to the Province of Manitoba,
that he has no difficulty in fixing a maximum. Why not
fix it for that Province ard make -an exception for the
cases which necessitate one ? If there be a portion of the
North-West Territories in which it is impossible to fix the
rates, let us give discretion to the hon. Minister limited to
that region and to the circumstances which render it neces-
sary to give that discretion. It seems to me, after the
understanding reached in the hon. gentleman's absence,
that he is called upon on this occasion, unless there be some
overruling necessity to the contrary, to fix a maximum
rate where lie can.

Mr. POPE. I did not speak for all Manitoba but for the
thickly settled parts. If I were to fix a maximum for tak-
ing the whole of the census, I should have to fix it at a price
that would place me in an awkward position in dealing
with places where the census ought to be taken at a lower
rate. I say that the maximum rate will be $3 per day,
calculated as I have before said, for the enumerators, and
$4 a day for the commissioners. From that I will have to
vary considerably in some parts of Manitoba and the North-
West and in British Columbia. This is the same course as
that taken last Session wheu I do not think any one com-
plained that we gave too much, though there were many
complaints that we did not give enough. In fact, I doubted
myself sometimes whether I was not inclined to be a little
too economical in that case.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course if the hon. gentleman deter-
mines to depart from the understanding of the other day,
and without reason or cause refuses to fix a maximam rate
which his colleagues actually declared was reasonable, in so
far as it could be done, we know our position in this Hlouse
and are powerless to resist him.

Motion agreed to, and resolutions read the second time.

SECOND READING.

Bill (No. 21) to provide for the taking of a Census in the
Province of Manitoba, the North-West Territories and the
District of Keewatin.-(Mr. Pope.)

Mr. BLÂxE.

INSURANCE ACT, 1879, AMENDKENT.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved that Bill (No. 20) to
modify the application of " The Consolidated Insurance Act,
1879," be read the second time.

Mr. BLAKE. Explain.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. As theI louse is aware, this
is a Bill introduced for the purpose of amending the Insur-
ance Act of 1879. Under the operation of that Act, no
organisation or company giving insurance under the assess-
ment principle was allowed to transact business in the
Dominion of Canada, unless it deposited 850,000. A number
of associations have come into existence since that Act was
passed. I may mention the Foresters, the United Order of
Workmen, an organisation of the Masonic body, a large
number of Roman Catholic organisations in different parts
of the Dominion, especially in Ontario and Quebec, the Odd-
fellows, the Sons of Temperance, the Commercial iTravellers'
Association, the Grangers, the Civil Service organisation, and
others that practically, under the operation of the law, have
been acting in violation of its conditions and provisions.
There have also been representatives of associations and
companies in the United States, who have been issuing poli-
cies, receiving money and taking risks upon the saie prin-
ciple since that period. It was found exceedingly difficult
to take legal action against one of these without treating
al who had, under the strict provisions of the law, violated
it, in the same way, and there were many reasons why the
Government thought that fraternal organisations such as I
have named, that were incorporated either by the Local
Legislatures or the Dominion of Canada and were doing
business on the assessment principle, should not be subject
to the law, but should be permitted to do business under
certain conditions without making the deposit of $50,000.
The provisions of this Bill are intended to meet the case of
such organisations, whose members are largely men in
moderate circumstances, who perhaps could not pay up the
suim required under the provisions in regard to regular
insurance companies.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman, I observe, has intro-
duced a provision by which these varions associations may
carry on their business if they are licensed to do it.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. If they are registered.

Mr. BLAKE. And that registration is to be at the dis-
cretion of the Minister of Finance.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Of the Treasury Board, I
tbink.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course there is the Superintendent and
the Minister and the Board, but we understand who the
ruling spirit is. It is therefore at the discretion of the
Minister, without any principle of action being set forth
upon which that diseretion is to be exercised, that these
associations are to be permitted to carry on their business.
I think that a very objectionable provision indeed. Ithink
the general principle upon which the decision is to be
reached ought to be stated in the legisiation, but there is no
hint given in the Bill which is to guide the Minister in
agreeing to or refusing to permit a registration.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Under the general Act the
powers given are very considerable, and th Commissioner
of Insurance has very large power in the matter. It would
be upon his recommendation that action would be taken,
but, as long as the inspection system continues under the
Act of 1879 or under this Act, very considerable powers
must be given to that officer, because it would be very largely
on his report as to the condition of the company that the
registration would be granted or refused. I do not know
what conditions the hon. gentleman would introduce to
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define the case in which the application should b
accepted or rejected. It strikes me that it would be
exceedingly dilhicult to do that. Our experience in
the last few years has been that there have been
organisations operating not so much in the Dominion
but without the Dominion, with agents in the Daminion,
companies or organisations authorised by the Stato Legis-
latures which have had representatives here transacting
business, and that has not been found to be a safe or satisfac-
tory plan. If we take any of those fraternal organizations
sueh as I have named, I cannot see very well how any groat
difflculty eau occur by requiring them to submit a state-
ment of their rules and regulations and the conditions upon
which the paynents are to be made. They cannot vary
very much, because all these organisations act on the prin-
ciple that, on the death of one of the members, a certain
suni must be paid. Of course, there might be some pro-
vision which it would be quite clear to the Inspector of
Insurance could not be recognised, and he might not bo
able to recommend that the company should be registered.
I do not, however, see how any conditions or terms can be
stated in the Bill which will define what will authorise the
parties to submit a statement of their affairs to be regis-
tered. There must be very considerable power in a matter
of this kind given to the Inspector, and I do not see how
we cau introduce anything that would be definite, and at
the same time would work satisfactorily.

Mr. MILLS. But if they are incorporated under a law
of the Provinces ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. These organisations must be
incorporated either by the Provincial Legislatures or the
Dominion Parliament.

Mr. MILLS. Do you propose to control the provincial
incorporations ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The Bill says that only those
companies shall b registered which have been authorised
either by the Local Legislatures or the Dominion Parlia-
ment.

Mr. CASEY. Does the hon. gentleman propose that the
prohibition shall apply to companies incorporated under
local Aots within any particular Province ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We do not propose to inter-
fere with then at all.

Mr. MULOCK. If the 'hon. Minister of Finance could
allow this Bill to stand over for a short time I know it
would please sone persons. I have had some communi-
cations from some bodies in connection with it, and their
intention was to attend before the Minister, with a view
of discussing the provisions of the Bill. I am not at present'
in possession of their arguments, and therefore I cannot
present their case, but I know, from the communications
that I have had, that some bodies have serious objections to
the Bill. The particular bodies from which 1 have had
communications are the Trade and Labor Council, and one
of the orders the hon. Finance Minister has namned. We are
at a very early date of the Session, and the Bill has been a
very short time before the House. It is true that it was
introduced last year, but it was withdrawn, and was only
distributed a week ago yesterday. It seems to me that the
public interest would not suffer by the second reading being
allowed to stand over.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I may state to the hon. mem-
ber that it is exactly the saine Bill-not altered one word-
that was introduced last Session. We had varions deputa-
tions to the Government expressive of their views, and
communications from many religions organisations in favor
of the principles of this Bill. There were some objections
raised to it because at the time parties were not ina position

to take advantage of it, but they represented that if it stood
over for another year, they would be in a position to take
advantage of its provisions. That was one reason why, at
the close of last Session, these parties remonstrated against
our enacting and passing the Bill then. Therofore, it was
thought better to give these varions organisations a year to
put themselves in a position to come under the operations of
the Bill. If there is any wish on the part of any number
of hon. members of the House that the second reading
should be deferred for a few days, there is no objeetion to
allowing it to stand over.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. Does the Minister pro.
pose referring it to the Committee on Banking and Com-
merce, or to paes it through Committee of the Whole
flouse ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Through Committee of the
Whole House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If that be the case I
think it certainly had botter stand over till later, because it
is a question that involves a good deal of interest, and the
Committee of the Whole House (with all due respect to
that Committee) have not been at all in the habit of dealing
with questions of this kind. I should think that the
Committee on Banking and Commerce, to which, if I mis-
take not, all insurance Bills have been heretofore referred,
would be the proper Committee to which to refer this
matter, where it would be more convenient for the Minister
himself to discuss it.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the hon. gentleman had botter not
take the Cormmittee to-day, because it is realy in the details
that difficulty arises.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Very well, at the suggestion
of the hon. member I move the second reading now, and
thon 1 will move its reference, so that we can discuss it
with greater freedom.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

REPORT PRESENTED.

Report of the Secretary of State of Canada, for the year
ended 3lst December, 188.-(Mr. Chapleau.)

THE MARITIME COURT OF ONTARIO.

Mr. ALLEN moved the second reading of Bill (No. 11)
to extend the jurisdiction of the Maritime Court of Ontario.
He said: This is the same Bill that I introduced last year
but I allowed it to stand over at the request of the right
hon. the First Minister, who said he wished to consult the
Minister of Justice about it. The Bill gives all creditors
for a ship's supplies the first lien on the ship, and places
parties who live in the Province in the same position under
the Maritime Court as those who live in foreign countries.
I find from my own experience, and from the large amount
of correspondence I have received from varions parts of
the country, that both the owners of ships and steamboats,
and the parties who furnish them supplies, are desirous that
the jurisdiction of the Maritime Court should be so extended
as to place all supplies within its provisions. I believe that
ship-owners who are desirous of paying thoir honest debts,
and of placing their officers who command the ship in a
position to purchase the supplies and other necessaries from
the best houses, on the best terms and at the lowest prices,
are in favor of the extension of the Act in this direction.
We know that many losses have been austained by mer-
chants who have supplied ships. When a ship comes into
a port and the captain goes to a merchant for a supply of
coal, for instance, the merchant is not aware that
the vessel is mortgaged. There is no time to mak
an enquiry, and the merchant supplies hundreda of

188& 121



COMMONS DEBATES. FEBR.UÂRt 17
dollars worth of coal, perhaps, and then he finds that the
mortgagee claims control of the whole ship and refuses to
pay for the supplies. The nominal owner is not in a
position to pay the bill, and consequently these losses are
sustained by those who supply the vessel., Now, Sir, in
the interest of fair play, I think we ought to place the
owners of ships in such a position that al] supplies, as well
as repairs, should be the first lien upon the ship. Same
objection was raised by the inhabitants of Ireland some
time ago, and we find that the jurisdiction of the Maritime
Courts there was extended so as to reach every owner in all
parts of the country except in the particular town where
the owner resides, and where the supplies were furnished.
That was a concession which added greatly to the advantage
of merchants and ship-chandlers who supplied goods ; and I
believe the opinion of a large majority of ship-owners, cap.
tains, and officers and merchants will be found of the
opinion that it would be in the interests of shipping and
of justice and of our country at large to grant an exten-
sion of the martime jarisdiction in Ontario, thus placing
them in a position which I believe would be of advantage to
all parties concerned. I hope the House will take tho mat-
ter up in the spirit of justice and will ventilate the matter ;
if there is any objection let us hear it ; but I believe such
objections will not be found to prevent the House from
unanimously deciding that this extension shall be granted.

Mr. LISTER. I think the Bill now under consideration
should receive the approval of the House. What is asked
by the promoter is, that those persons who supply goods or
do repairs to ships belonging to peoplo living and domiciled
in this Province, shall have right of action against the pro-
perty itself. Prior to 40,h Vie., chap. 21, the Act of 1877,
we had no law il this country by which an action could be
brought against a vessel for anything. The maritime law
only extended to the seaports where tide ebbs and flows. In
that year the present leader of the Opposition (Mr. Blake)
introduced the Act which it is now sought to amend. That
Act provided for and gave authority to the Government to
estabiaih in the Province cf Ontario a Maritime Court, and
it gave jurisdiction in all matters arising out of and con-
nected with navigation on inland waters within Ontario, as
the jurisdiction of the Vice-Admiralty Court extended to
such cases without that Province. In order to get at the
jurisdiction of the Admiralty Court or Maritime Court of
Ontario, it is necessary to refer to the jurisdiction of the
Admiralty Court as it existed in the Province of Quebec and
other Provinces, that court being created by an Imperial
Act, 26 Vic., chap. Z4. It provides that the Vice-Ad miralty
Court shallhave jnrisdiction in caseof seamen'swages, mas-
ter's wages and disbursements on account of ship, pilotage,
salvage, tonnage, damagedone by ship, bottomry and respon-
dentia bonds, claims between owners, claims for necessaries
when no owner and part owner is domiciled within Ontario.
It gives a right of action for every imaginable claim that
the maritime law knows, except the case of goods suppiied
or repairs done to vessels, the owners of which reside in
Ontario. If the owners reside out of the Province of
Ontario, then the persons who furnished the supplies or did
repairs shall have a remedy against the vessel; but if the
owners or any of them réside in Ontario, there is no remedy
against the vessel. The persons supplying the goods or
doing the repairs are bound to seek redress from the owners
of the vessel and not against the vessel itself. The ground
on which that doctrine proceeds is, as laid down in the law
books, that where the owners are resident within the
country to which the vessel belongs the credit is supposed
to have been given to the owner of the boat and not to the
boat itself. i cannot see myself why that distinction
should be made-why in cases where the Maritime Act
provides for giving a right of action against the vessel it
should stop there, and why persons who enhance

Mr. ALLIN.

the value of a vessel by repairing it or by enabling
the owners of a boit to proceed on a voyage by
supplying it with goods, should be debarred from bring-
ing an action against the vessel itself. But such is
the law, and the hon. gentleman who introduces this
Bill seeks to remedy what I conceive to be a defect, by
doing away with this distinction, and providing that those
persons who supply goods and do repairs shall have the
same remedy against the vessel as the persons to whom I
have referred have for wages, and so on. I think this is but
equitable and right. The vossel is augmented to the value
of the repairs done, the owners of the boat get its value
increased to that extent, and it is but equitable that the
vessel should bo responsible to the people who do those
repairs. We know from experience, and it is a factof every
day occurrence, that ships receive supplies from merchants
and others at the different ports on our lakes and rivers. It
is the common impression among people that vessels are
liable for everything supplied to them, and they do not
receive knowledge as to what the law is until they come to
recover for supplies furnished, when they ascertain that the
vessel is not responsible, and in many instances they fi:d
that the owners are irresponsible persons from whom they
can obtain nothing. I repeat that in my opinion this is not
fair, equitable, or just, that the people who furnish supplies
to vessels in order to enable vessels to proceed on their voy-
ages, and from which the owners derive benefit, should not be
placed on the same footing as persons mentioned in the
Admiralty Act. We know that in many cases it is neces.
sary to repair vessels, and as the law now stands the man
who does the repairs, while he has a lien on the vesse], he
bas no power to enforce it, and unless Parliament confers
on him the power asked in this Bill he will continue to
remain in the same position as before. As I have stated
this change will onable owners to prosecute their voyages
easily, because whenever it is known that the vessel is
responsible for whatever she receives, there will be no diffi-
culty about obtaining credit. People do not stop to enquire
as to who the owners are. A vessel may be divided into 64
shares, and the shareholders may be scattered all over the
Dominion, and it would be very difficult, if not impossible,
to recover judgment against them. They may be worth.
less financially. If they are worthless, they have reaped
the benefit of the merchant's goods and the result of the
workman's labor and can escape payment. Such is the
position of the law to day, and that law should be changed.
It may be said that it should not be changed because we
follow the English law, because the Admiralty Court in
England does not provide for a lien to supply men,
and that therefore we should not pass such an Act
here. I think that is no good argument against the
Bill. If the vessel should be responsible for wages, towage,
salvage and other claims, it logically follows that it should
be responsible for any sort of claim that benefits the vessel,
or facilitates its navigation or increases its value. I think,
Sir, that is a logical conclusion, and therefore I say that for
my part I can see no reason why this Bill should not become
law because it is not the law in England. On looking at
the laws of the United States-their laws being also based
on the English law-I find that the matter has come before
the Congress of that country. Only last year a Bill was
introduced in the United States Congress almost identical
in wording with this one, providing that the people doing
work on vessels, and the supply men, should have a mari-
time lien. That Bill was referred to the Judicial Commit-
tee of Congress, and that Committee made a unanimous
report, of which the following are the concluding words:-

11Your C ommittee entertain no doubt of the power of Congress to
legielate upon these subjects, nor of the necessity of so framing the law
as to secure uniformity of practice and the same right and priority of
lien and remedies in al cases to material-man, without reference to the
domicile of tue vessel furnished with repair or neocessaries. They
therefore report back a substitute for the Bill under consideration an d
recommend its paseage"
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In that report, as hon. gentlemen will observe, they see no
reason why supply men should be placed in any less advan-
tageous position than any other person entitled to a mari-
time lien; and I think the report of that Committee is a very
strong reason why this House should take action in a mat-
ter of very great importance, not only to the shipping in-
terests of the country but to the people who supply the
ships. The reason that this matter came before Congress
was that in some of the States of the Union the state laws
provided that the supply men and the persons doing repairs
should have a lien on the vessels, regardless of lier domicile,
and the laws of other states provided that there sbould be no
lien if any of the owners or part owners left the state in
which the work was done or the goods supplied, and in
order to have uniformity, Congress took hold of the matter
and the result was a reference to this committee and the
adoption of this report to Congress. Now, although it is the
law of England that where the owners live within England
there shall be no lien, still I call your attention to the fact
that the English law, so far as Ireland is concerned, is
different. An Act has been passed in England by which
the owners of vessels living in Ireland, if the goods are not
supplied at the home port-and the home port is defined to
be the port to which the vessel actually belongs-if the goods
are supplied three miles from the home port, there is a lien.
Now, if we had the same law here, if when the goods
were supplied at any port except where the vessel is regis-
tered there should ho a lien, it would be in accordance with
the law of England affecting Ireland. I say, then, that in
fact, and for all practical purposes, the law of England, so
far as it extends to Ireland in this matter, gives to supply
men and to persons making repairs a lien on the vossel,
and if that is the law of Ireland, and if it is in the interests
of all parties in the United States that that should be the
law there, 1 submit, with all respect to this House, that it
should be the law of this country. I say it is the impera-
tive duty of the Government to introduce such legislation
as this; and I say that to allow the law to go on as it is
does à very great wrong to the merchants, sbi p-builders and
workmen of this country. I repeat that injury is being
done to the owners of vessels of the country, on account of
the difficulty I have already adverted to, of being spread
over the country-the difficulty at a critical time of being
able to get necessaries for their vessels, or to get their
vessels repaired. If this Bill becomes law that difficulty
will be swept out of existence, and no matter where a vessel
may be it can be repaired and get the necessary supplies to
carry on its voyage. I find, Sir, that in France, and in all
the countries of Europe which have adopted the old Roman
law, liens are given on vessels for every kind of material,
supplies, or work done on them; and it is only in the
United States, England and Canada that such a law does
not exist. I think such a law is a fair and just one, and I
trust it will receive the favorable consideration of this
Parliament, and that the House will not prorogue until the
Bill which my hon. friend has introduced has become the
law of the land.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I find that I have not
with me the brief which I received from the hon. the Min-
ister of Justice with respect to this measure. I am not at
first sight inclined to oppose a second reading of the Bill,
but it is a matter which must be carefully considered before
it becomes the law of the land. I would like to know what
is the opinion of the shipping interests in regard toit. The
gentleman who introduced the Bill, and the gentleman who
has just spoken so fully and ably on the matter, have stated
that it is in the interests of the ship-owner, in order that
he may get facilities which he otherwise would not have.
I am not quite so sure from my recollection of former dis-
cussions on this subject that the ship-ow"ers are in favor of
it. I think that on the whole they were opposed to it;
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that they believed that as a whole they can command suffi-
cient credit without having any additional credit given
to them by their property being seized for any debt big or
little. I am strongly inclined to believe that they will be
opposed to this Bill when its effect is considered by them.
The only other question is, is it in the interests of the gen-
eral public, the merchants, workmen, and others who sup.
ply vessels? The hon. gentleman quotes the report of the
Judicial Committee of Congress on the measure, proving, as
I understood him, a general lien for all matters of supply.
One can quite understand that a speciflc lien for the repair
of a vessel or the construction of a vessel should be dealt with
by the Admiralty Court or the Maritime Court of Ontario;
but I do not go with the hon. gentleman when he says we
must follow it out to its logical consequence, and that all
supplies must also be given to the vessel. Now, in effect
this Bill applies only to the Maritime Court of Ontario, which
is an inland Province with few or no vessels that ply on
the ocean, and the effect of the Bill is simply to deprive the
ordinary courts of law in Ontario of the rights of dealing
with this subject, and to hand it over to the Maritime Court.
The reason for depriving the ordinary courts established
for dealing with al subjects of litigation, of jurisdiction over
claims arising out of granting supplies to vessels, ought to
be very cleur before that course is taken. If I remember
rightly, when this measure was before Parliament on a pre-
vious occasion, the ship-owners opposed it on the ground
that their vessels were liable to seizure at the most incon-
venient time, the remedy being ad rem, and that they them-
selves were liable to heavy damages occasionally. For
instance, we will suppose a line of steamers running from
the extreme west to Montreal, which are advertised to
perform the journey within a particular time, and -to
call at particular ports. The shipowners allege
that the indiscretion of a purser, or a captain, or a
steward, might lead to the seizure of a vessel in
transitu, just before or just after leaving a port. The voyage
might thus be interrupted on account of a claim which is
a faise one, which the owner disputes; and he says his
vessel may be seized, a voyage may be lost, hie con.
tracts as a common carrier may be ail broken, and he
may be liable to an infinity of damages by the seizure of
the vessel. That, I think, was the line taken by some of
the ship-owners when this subjeet was discussed, as it has
been several times, before. For these reasons I would call
the attention of the House, especially of all those gentlemen
who represent constituencies in Ontario which contain ports
or harbors, and of all those especially who are interested
in the shipping and transport service of the Province of
Ontario, to the importance of the subject. I shall not object
to the second reading of this Bill, but I would ask the hon.
gentleman not to press its further progress after this dis-
cussion, short as it is, and I suppose instructive as it ought
to be to the public, until the ship-owners and the great
transport navigation companies, whose vessels ply on our
waters, shall have an opportunity of directing their atten-
tion to the subject, and having the Bill fully discuwsed before
it becomes law.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the suggestion of the hon. gentle-
man is an extremely reasonable one, that the Bill should be
read a second time, and then stand over for a considerable
time until all parties interested should have an opportunity
of being heard. I speak with a somewhat dim recollection
of the precise reasoning which led me to take the view J
did on this subject on a previous occasion; but as well as I
remember, the view I took was this. that whatever may be
the civil law with reference to liens, in other countries which
adopt the old Roman law-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They had no forign
navigation.
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Mr. BLAKE. Yet, the principle of the lien is one which
has been gradually drafted on to the English law, and its
application is not confined to maritime affairs only. But
the lien on supplies is one of an altogether artificial statu-
tory creation. Where this lien was created, if I remember
rigbtly, it was created not on the theory that it was just to
the supplies of this particular class of goods to give them a
lien which the suppliers of no other class of goods possess,
but that it was in the interest of the navigator that the
supplies should be obtained; but because he was away so
long outside of the jurisdiction of the courts, and bocause
his voyage might be for nothing, and even damage
might be sustained, there was no absolute certainty,
without the vessel being held, that the goods would
be paid for. I believe that was the reason the lien
was extended to this class of supplies in the English law,
and we just applied it here. We have been extending the
application of the principle of the lien in other cases in the
Province of Ontario. Whether we should extend that prin-
ciple in this case to the supplies, no matter whether the
domicile of the owner be within or without the Province, is
a matter I think open to fair argument and consideration.
The interests of both parties are fairly to be considered.
With reference to the remaik of the hon. gentleman that
this measure was ousting the jurisdiction of the civil courts
in Ontario, I do not think that will be the case. I think
the Maritime Court has a limited jurisdiction, and there will
still remain the right of application to the o dinary courts
of the Province.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Thero is no doubt that the
jurisdiction of the courts in personam still remains not-
withstanding the passage of this Bill. But apart from the
merits of this Bill altogether, I think the Government ought
toconsider the propriety of a thorough change in our mari-
time law, in the direction of simplifying the proceedings of
the court, and lessening the costs. In 1882 the late Deputy
Minister of Justice addressed a circular to those members
of the legal profession who were practising in the Maritime
Court and to business men, ship-9wners and others, inform-
ing them that complaints had been made to the Govern-
ment of the complicated nature of the machinery and the
enormous expense incurred in enforcing the law, and ask-
ing their opinion as to the propriety of changes. I believe
the Deputy Minister was inundated with answers, all point-
ing in one direction. Now, one can easily understand that.
We have two or three statutes on this subject, the original
Act and the amendments, and I think there are something
like 265 rules of the Maritime Court; and the expenses, as
any person who practices in that court knows, are simply
scandalous and outrageons. I believe there is no court
established in this country in which the costs are s, large
as they are in the Maritime Court. I think I gave the
House an illustration of that in 1882. I mentioned one
case, the case of the Josephine, in which the claim was a
comparatively small one, and the coats to the plaintiff alone
exceeded $350. In another case, that of the Isaac May,
the costs on one side amounted to $700 and on the other side
to $750, to enforce a claim of something like $250. This
subject is well worthy of the consideration of the Govern-
ment, and, If the Act is to be carried out properly,
they ought at the earliest possible moment to devote
their attention to the necessity of simplifying the
proceedings and lessening the costs. There is no
reason, in my judgment, why a claim under a hun-
dred dollars, for instance, for a seaman's wages should not
be sued for in precisely the same way as you sue for a claim
in the Division Court, at about the same expense, and
with as simple a proceeding. The same judge could enforce
both claims because the judge of the County Court is, I
think,inalleases, the judgeofthe Maritime Court. Instead of
havinfgnearly three hundred rules to guide and direct the
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profession in the working out of this Act and instead of
entailing enormous expense by cumbersome proceedings,
there is no reason why the rules and proceedings should
not be much more simple and much less costly. I know of
a case in which the claim was for $102 and in which the
costs on both sides amounted to over $500. The hon. gen-
tleman will, I think, admit that this is a scandai of the worst
possible kind and that it ought to be rectified.· The Govern-
ment were alive to the necessity of this in 1882, but I am
not aware that tbey have taken any action in that direction
since. In 1882 I introduced a Bill in this Houso to simplify
the proceedings in the Maritime Court and in cases in which
the claims were under $ 00, to place them somewhat on the
same basis as those before the Division Court, giving the
judge power to decide them in a summary way and in like
manner as ordinary civil cases boore the Division Court.
The measure did not receive much consideration at the
hands of the Government, and the matter was dropped. In
moving for papers in 1882, I discussed this matter in the
E[ouse and the hon. the First Minister thon admitted
the necessity of some immediate and radical change being
made in our whole maritime law, and I suppose it was in
virtue of the assurance the hon. the First Minister then
gave that the circular to which I adverted, sent out by the
Deputy Minister of Justice, was issued. I arn not aware
that the Government have done anything in the matter
since, but I trust they will give their attention in this
direction. As to the present Bill, I must say I was always
opposed to a maritime lien. I never could understand the
reason why one clkss of creditors should be put on a botter
footing than another class. I have always opposed the
jurisdiction of the Maritime Court in that direction, namely,
giving one class of creditors a preference over others.
However, Parliament took a different view, and passed an
Act giving a maritime lien. Now, it does not appear to
me that a man who had a vessel towed, or the seamen, or
the other parties entitled to the maritime lien under the
Vice-Admiralty Act of England, should have this preference
over a man, for instance, who has made repairs to the vos-
sel which may have been of the first possible consequence
to the owner, who, without them, could not have prosecuted
his maritime venture successfully. I can see no earthly reason
logically why ho should not be entitled to a maritime lien.
I agree to some extent with the hon. the First Minister that
lhe man who furnishes the supplies may be in a somewhat
different position, but where a vessel is damgaed by a storm
such as those which often occur on our lakes it becomes a mat-
ter of the first necessity that the vessel should be repaired
promptly. The repairs cannot be delayed, they must be done
at once, and I see some strong reasons why, in so far as the
repairs are concerned, the laborer or the mechanic who does
them should be entitled to his maritime lien. I rosehowever,
more particularly to draw the attention of the Government
to the question of costs, and I trust the hon. the First
Minister will see the necessity of dealing with this question
promptly.

Mr. MITCHELL. I listened with a good deal of attention
to the remarks of the hon. member for Huron (Mr. Cameron)
and I must say I entirely agree with every proposition ho
has advanced. I think it is unnecessary to repeat the argu-
ments he as given, but will say this that the present
Admiralty law is a great burden to the shipping interest
of this country, and to the foreign vessels visiting this
country. The machinery is cumbersome, full of delays,
and the administration very imperfect, in my opinion,
and I have had some little experience to my c.st.
I quite agree this is a matter which ought to be taken hold
of by the Governmont. They ought to take up the whole
question of the laws regulating our shipping and the
remedies for claims against shipping, and deail with it from
a Government standpoint. Whie I have no objection to
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this Bil, I muit say that I agree with the hon. member for
Huron (Mr. Cameron) that there is a distinction to be made
between the laborer who performs work and expends his
time upon the ship in doing work which may be a matter
of necessity to do in order to keep that ship afloat, which
may be of vital importance to prevent her being delayed, or
it may be a question of her being frozen up or something of
the kind-it may be necessary, I say, in that ease to give a
lien, but I certainly would not give any advantage to the
trader who supplies a vessel with goods when the resident
owneris within reach of the civil law. I think in dealing
with the change in the Admiralty laws of this country we
ought to bring them more in accord with the laws in civil
courts; the same speed and simplicity ought to be applied
in maritime as in civil cases and the Admiralty Courts done
away with altogether.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I remember quite well
the statement by the hon. member for Huron (Mr. Cameron)
as to the excessive costs in particular cases. 1 am informed,
however, that by the rules of the court just now the costs
cannot exceed $10 on any claim under $100. That will
cover, I suppose, most of the claims.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). That is at the discretion of
the judge.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

HOLES IN ICE ON FREQUENTED WATERS.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hlamilton) moved that Billi (No. 22),
to amend the criminal law and to declare it a insdc-
meanor to leave ungaarded and exposed holes cut in the
ice on navigable or frequented waters, be read the second
ime. He said: This Bill has been before the House on two

or three occasions, and I believe it is very well understood;
and if I am to judge from the expressions I have heard i
the House on its introduction on several occasions, it meets
with the approbation of every hon. member. I believe, how-
ever, the hon. member for Sherbrooke (Mr. Hall) proposes
to move an amendment of which he as given notice to add
to the Bill by making it apply to holes in abandoned
quarries, and as I have no objection to that I hope my hon.
friend is in a position to move it now. I do not wish the
Bill to lie over, as it may meet the fate it bas on other
occasions, because when the ice goes away people do not see
any necessity for the Bill.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

OTTAWA RIVER SURVEY.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew) asked, Whether a report has
been submitted to the Department of Public Works of the
survey and exploration made by Mr. Guerin, C.E, of that
p art of the Ottawa River between Mattawa and the head of
Lake Temiscamingue, during the past summer; if so
whether and when the said report will be laid before the
House ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The survey and exploration
had been made by Mr. Guerin, Civil Engineer, by order of
the Department of Public Works on that part of the Ottawa
River between Mattawa and the head of Lake Temiscamingue
during the past summer. The report has just been made,
and I think it was brought in to-day, but it will not be ready
to lay before the House for some time. The Chief Engineer
must examine it and then report to me. I hope the hon.,
gentleman will before the Session is over call my attention
again to the matter in order that it may not be again for-
gotten,

THE AWARD TO THE CONTRACTORS FOR
SECTION B.

MVIr. CASE Y. Mr. Speak-er, my reason for moving for the
opinion of counsel taken lu regard to this matter ls con-
tained primarily iu some remarks made by Sir Charles
Tupper in discussing this item on the estimates of last year.
Being asked why the item of $395,000 was put in the Esti-
mates for an award to these contractors lie explained that
the award had been made by two of the arbitrators only,
and that the award was made for claims that the Govern-
ment had always resisted and considered that they should
still resist, that they had consistently dechined to give the
least color to the claims of the contractors for damages in
these particulars, and that he was not satisfied yet that the
award made by two out of three arbitrators was perfectly
valid, or might not at least be appealed against. "But," he
said:

; We think it prudent to take the vote; but at this moment
the matter bas been referred to the Department of Justice, aud,
as the amount is a large one and greatly exceeded that which the
Government considers they should claim, by any possibility, it is
proposed, before paying the award, to take the opinions of the
ablest counsel at trie command of the Governuent, who will carefully
examine the whole question. If it is considered it is an award from
which we should appeal, from which there is a prospect of appeating
with success, the appeal will be had. If, on the other hand, we are
advised, after the best opinions we can obtain, that it would be
hopeles to appeal, that there is no prospect of successfully appealing,
then this money will be paid."

I was informed by the hon. the Acting Minister of Railways
the other day that the Government had taken the opinion
of counsel and had been advised to pay the money, and the
monoy was paid. I consider that it will be interesting to
ihe House to obtain a copy of the opinion given, and I
should have added a copy of the case submitted to the
counsel. I hope the hon. the Minister will allow me to
amend the motion in that sense before putting it in, so as
to obtain a copy of the case submitted for opinion to the
counsel who was actually consulted, as well as the opinion
given by him upon that case. I think it important to have
a copy of the case, because I find in the agreement sub-
mitted to the arbitrators there were special provisions for
an appeal. It was agreed, lu the first place, that arbitra-
tien should be had and that two of the three arbitrators
should boe competent to make an award, but this proviso
was put lu:

& And it is further agreed that this agreement of reference may be
made a rule of one of the Divisional Courts of the Eligh Court of Justice
for Ontario if the said court should so please, and further, that in the
event of ither of the said parties hereto disputing the validity of the
said award orrmoving in a said Divisional Court of the said High Court
to set the same or any part thereof aside, or inan y other event, the said
Division of the said court or anyjudge cf the High Court of Justice
shall have power at any time, to remit the matters hereby referred, or
any or either of them, to the reconsideration ani redetermination of the
sai •arbitrators, and with and upin and subject to such directions,
powers and terms as to the said court or judge may seem proper, and
that the provisions of the Common Law Procedure Act and of the
Judicature Act and any other Act in force in the Province of Ontarno
applicable to arbitrations sha11 apply to this arbitration."

I notice, therefore, that not only was there provision for a
possible appeal against the award, but for an order being
made by one of the Ontario courts for recommitment to the
arbitrators, not only in case of an appeal against the validity
but "in any other event," which would certainly cover the
case where the Government considered the award, though it
might be legally valid, was not in itself a just award. I
think, theref ore, that the case submitted to the counsel should
have covered the question not only whether two out of the
three arbritrators were competent to give an award, but
whether the award itself was just and consistent with the
evidence laid before them and the premises upon which
the case was founded. I think if the Department were
advised by counsel or themielves believed without the advice
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of counsel that the award was unfair, that anything had
been omitted in the conduct of the case, which, if not
omitted might have obtained a more favorable verdict for the
Government, they should have taken advantage of this pro-
vision to secure under an order of one of the Ontario courts
a new trial before the arbitrators. Of course, I do not know
whether they took advantage of the provision to have this
agreement of reference made a rule of one of the divisional
courts of Ontario. If they did not, I suppose the
section might not apply, but it was their duty to
have done so in order that they might have an oppor-
tunity of appealing after the award was made. I consider
that the Government should have taken every possible step
to have this award appealed against under the provisions of
the agreement without recourse to the advice of counsel
at all. Sir Charles Tupper told us that the claims presented
by the contractors were by him considered invalid. In the
first place, they claimed that they should be recouped
because they did not gain access to their contract as early
as they expected, because the contract on Section 15 was not
completed as early as had been agreed upon with the Gov-
ernment, and secondly they claimed damages because the
amount of work to be done by them was reduced and they had
not as great opportunities to make money as they expe.cted.
Upon both those grounds, Sir Charles Tupper thought they
had no valid claim. Under these circumstances the Govern-
ment ought to have fought this matter to the bitter
end by all legal means at their disposal. The fact
that this was not done, the fact that it was deemed
necessary to obtain the opinion of counsel to shelter the
action of the Government behind that opinion shows either
a desire to shirk the responsibility or a desire to
bave the action of the arbitrators passed over quietly
and the contractors paid the amount. Perhaps $395,000
is not a very large amount to us now, accustomed
as we are to deal with millions and tens of millions every
Session, but the people of Canada will consider this amount
an important one and will require more information in
regard to it. 1, therefore, propose the motion of which I
have given notice, amended in the sense I have mentioned,
if I am allowed to do so. Imove for:

Copy of case submitted to counsel and opinion given by counsel con-
sulted by the Government as to the validity of the award of damages
to contractors for Section B, Canadian Pacifie Railway, and as to the
action that should be taken in reference to such award.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-SECTION B.

Mr. CASEY moved for:
Copy of separate report or finding of Judge Clarke one of the arbi-

trators on the claime for damages of contractors for Section B, Canadian
Pacific Railway, in regard to such claims or to the award in reference
thereto signed by Messrs. Brydges and Light, the other arbitrators.•
Re said : It will be remembered that Judge Clarke was
the arbitrator appointed by the Government on this arbitra-
tion, It appears from the award that all the arbitrators
concurred in the first award sent in, namely, as to what
should be allowed the contractors in regard to the classifica-
tion of the work ; but only two arbitrators, Mr. Brydges,
the contractors' arbitrator, and Mr. Light, the umpire
appointed by Chief Justice Ritchie, of the Supreme Court,
concurred in the second award which gave this lump sum of
$395,600 for damages in regard to the claims to which 1
referred when speaking to the last motion. That Judge
Clarke did make some report to the Government we have the
evidence of Sir Charles Tupper in debate last Session, when
he admitted that Judge Clarke had written a letter on
the subject; and he quoted, to the best of my recollection,
some figures from it as follows: That 8:/75,000 of this
lump sum was allowed the contractors on account
of delay in completing section 15, and the other
8120,000 was allowed to them in regard to their losses by not,1
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having as much work to do as they would have bad under
the original contract. When asked by my hon. friend from
East York (Mr. Mackenzie) as to whether he would lay
that letter on the Table, he stated that on looking at it
again he found it to be marked private, and h. was advised
that one of three arbitrators had no right to make a separate
report when it was agreed that two could make a valid
award; that therefore he could not make any further use
of the letter of Judge Clark, that he could not lay it on the
Table, but he would not retract the statements he had
made as to the contents of said letter. Now, Sir, I am not
a lawyer, but I think I will be borne out by the opinion of
hon, gentlemen on this side who are lawyers, in the asser-
tion that it is rather a strange contention that the Govern-
ment's own nominee on an arbitration of this kind has no
right to make a separate report to the Government in regard
to the matters of fact decided by that arbitration. If such
is the etiquette in such matters I am sure that etiquette
ought to be changed But I am not at all satisfied that
such is the etiquette; I am not at all sure that Sir Charles
Tupper was a good enough lawyer to be absolutely sure
of what was the legal etiquette in such cases. But at
all events the report was made, and even if it must be con-
sidered private in the first instance, which I do not admit, it
could nevertheless be made public by obtaining the consent
of Judge Clarke to its publication-a consent which he ought
to be ready to give as a representative of the Government
upon this arbitration. It is all the more necessary that he
should have made such a report, and that lis report
should have been made public, because the award itself is
in the vaguest and most indefinite terms. The first award,
as I have said, goes into some details. It declares that so
many yards of work which were classified as loose rock
should have been classified as solid rock; that so many
yards of work classified as earth should have been classified
as loose rock. On these figures the total amount of the
award was made up in the Department of Railways itself,
taking the contract prices and applying them to the quan-
tities established by the arbitration. The second award,
however, relating to the far larger and more important
part of the question at issue, after reciting what had already
been done, simply says:

" We award and determine that there is due and payable by Her
Majesty to the said contractors for and in respect to the claims and
matters in difference between the parties so referred to us and not taken
into consideration in our said former award, the sum of $395,600 which
sum we direct shall be paid to the contractors forthwith."

There is nothing in this award to show how much is for
damages on account of delay, how much for reduction of
work, and how much for other claims submitted; and I
shall point out later on, that there are various other large
and indefinite claims also submitted, to which no reference
is made at all. I claim that the Government had a right
to know-and, if the Government knows, the flouse has a
right to know-to what particular claims that award refer-
red-how much oe it was for delay, how much of it was
caused by reduction in the amountof work to be doue under
the contract, etc. This last item is particularly important
because it arises out of the conduct of the Government them-
selves. They directed the reduction of the work to be done,
they permitted delay on contract 15, and if damages have
been incurred on account of their action, it should appear
in the award and we should be made aware of it. I hope
the hon. Minister will not only agree to bring down this
report, but that he will now favor us with some verbal
explanations. He told us the other night he could not
carry in bis head a lot of figures about these matters, but it
is very easy to carry them in one's pocket; and I am sure
lie has had sufficient notice of this motion to have procured
figures from the officers of lis Department, and he ought
now to be able to read them to us, as he read them to us
the other evening from that paper.
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Mr. POPE. I have no objection- to bring down all the suit the Hansard, and he will see that lis predecossor re-
papers we have. I am sure we have no report. ferred to the document in question. There can be no

Mr. BLAKE. We know that the Government have a impropriety, 50 far as I can Seo or imagine, in desiring the
paper from Judge Clark giving his views on this matter, production of such a document, and if such l the came,
because we heard the hon. gentleman's predecessor say so Ministers cannot object to bring it down.
across the floor of the House last Session. He announced Mr. POPE. I can only repeat what I stated a few
the fact to us and communicated to us a portion of its con- moments ago that every single paper we have touching thig
tents. Subsequently he said it was private, and ho di not matter wili ho brought down; but I wili not undertake to
propose to bring it down ; but no motion was made to bring make papers.
it down. The question is now raised. I maintain that
Judge Clark could not, with propriety, give a private com-
munication, on an occasion when he was acting in a judicial to the late Minister?
eapacity. I maintain that he was bound to make a report Mr. POPE. No; I do not think I wiil.
to the Government; and if he made it, it must be produced; Mr. MACKENZE. Then it is quite clear the hon. gentle-
that there are no grounds on which it can be withbeld from man does not want to give the information. That is per-
this House. It was suggested by the bon. member that fectly clear.
something-had been said as to there being no power in one
of three arbitrators to make a minority report. The validity Mr. POPE-No.
of a minority report is one thing, but the capacity to make Mr. MACKENZIE. I amnmot surprised that the hon.
the statement is another. If you take the two greatest gentlemen Should Soek to bhelter thomselves under the state-
arbitrations of modern times, in each of those thore was a ment that certain documents may be private. and therefore
minority report. If you take the Geneva Arbitration cannot bo brouglt down. We had the same story yesterday,
on the Alabama claims, Chief Justice Cockburn made a and no doubt we shah have iftc-morrow; and Parliament
minority report. If you take the Fisheries Arbitration at is f0 ho turned into a gafhering for the convenience of hon.
Halifax, Mr. Kellogg made a minority report. There is no gentlemen and to paës their measures, instead of being the
physicial and no legal difficulty in a man who is a minority grand inquest of the nation for the transaction of public
making a statement on the grounds on which ho dissents. business.
But that there is no difficulty we know, because it bas been Mr MILLS. The arbitrafor who disscntod from the
done. We have it stated that this third arbitrator actually
made the statement, that it is in writing and is in the hands maorîty of thebiors etis attrwas ihe abit
of the hon gentleman opposite. I say as regards the pmo
paper which we are told was in the hands of the Govern- extraordinary circumstance if the arbitrator appointed by
ment and which contained Judge Clark's views with refer- the Governmont, dissenting from the views of the other
ence to this matter, it is not only desirable that it be pro-
duced, but its production cannot without impropriety b ment formally the grounda of bis dissent. We find the
refused. cases awhadh te hon. member for 'West Durhaeshaso

rofrred-the case of the Geneva Award Lord ockburn,
Mr. POPE. I undersfand that; but I put if to honi who dissented froma the views of the other arbitrators,

members whether it is right, afper I have stated there is no entcred into an elaborate discussion of the rasons of hies
report in the Deparment, that an hon, gentleman should dissent. Oe Itatd canoly and explicitly, in a document
rise and fell ue thaf 1 have if. I say thore is nothing of submitted to tht Government whieh appointed him, the
the kind in the Depart ment. I enquired and wastoldtere rasons why b rcould dot approve of th conclusions at
was nuoninority report. I will bring down everything which th majority of tho arbitrators had arrived. This
which je in the Department reiating to the matter, but do course was foliowed alo by Mr. Kelgg in the matter of
not let the hon. gentleman gef up and try and cram things the Fisherieis Arbitration. .And certainly the arbitrator
down my fhroat. I will meet the wishes of the hon. appointed by the Dominion Government in this matter i
gentleman in every way M can, but he cannot make me give question would have been dereliot in his duty if ho had
information I have rot got. failed fo cotnmunicat to the Administration how is was

SSir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 1 begfeaMthoMattenA that ho could Not agree with the conclusions reached hby
tion of the Acting Minister of Railways, if ho h the Acting hfis colleagues.u hey made a report, they stated what-their
Minister of Railways,0 the fact that this document which awttrd was, and it is clear that Judge Clark mu t have rom-
we a8k for was publicly qoted by his predecessor, as bas municated o the Goverment the groundsa ofis dissent
been stated twice. Snray a document that was publicly from the conclueions reached by the majorty of the arbi
quofed by the Miinister of Bailways, in roply f0 an aftack trîîtors. in fiact, whaf we would reasonably expeet, we
on his Deparfment, is in existence. If if is not in existence were informod, actually did fake place. We were informed
and has been destroyed, we know the conclusion f0 draw. It is b the hone Minister of Railways ast year, who w othon
quite possible if the Acting Minister knows nothing about if in bis place, that Judgo Clark dîd communicate f0 him the
a eable might ho addressed f0 Sir Charles Tgpper askin e grounds of bis di3sent. That communication is a publie
what he had dune with if. If wa8 a document of far foudocument. Iofthat for Judge Clark to express bis dissent-
great importance fo be lightly put aside. Jf wa a dou n opinion in private any more than if is for a judge upon
ment we ought te have, for we have paid enough for if in the beach f0 do so. 1f is bis business as a publicofficiai
ail conscience. To Judge Clark, according to the report charged with a publie duty b state how if was that he could

of the Auditor General,$7,250, a sum larger than fhe salary maot agree wfh the conclusions reached by the majority of
of the Miniter, was paid last year for threedifférent ser- the arbitrators. We kow that such a communication ws

vies, one as Counfy Judge, one as arbitrator in this very addresedi cithercon. Minister of earilways on the part of

maffor, 81,200; and an amount of $4,000 odd as member of' Judge Clark, as if was bis dufy f0 address such a commuai-
the Interoolonial Commission. I say thaf that gentleman had cation, and the represenfatives of the peuple in Parliament
'n right t0 make a private report. The Minister had no are enited to knuow what the conclusions to Judge Clark

right whatever to quote from that document unless he and were If there is any duty devolving upon the Ho fse Of
bis colleagues were prepared to lay i on the Table of the ommons more than another mt s to control the publi

Hom. I do noftInow whether the Arting Minister was expenditre of the country. This is a charge upon the

pr Pt on the ocasion; if ho was tot preset ho on publie trea ry, aod the publie, through their rprisnta-
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tives, are entitled to the fullest information upon the
subject.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. minister says he will not give
any information which ho does not possesp. We do not
expect he will; or ut all events that ho will make a practice
of doing so, although we have sometimes had information
from Ministers, the sources of which we could not exactly
trace, and respecting which we were almost inclined to
imagine they had done as an Irish wit said another gentle-
man had done, viz.: that ho depended upon his imagination
for his facts and bis memory for his wit. We have had occa-
sion to suppose sometimes that Ministers depended on a
similar source for their information and their facts; but I
quite acquit the Minister of Railways ofany intention to give
us any information drawn from that source with regard to
Section B. This is not an imaginative matter; it is a
question of bard cash- of dollars and cents-in which the
country will be deeply interested, and they will not accept
any imaginary statement, or any quibbles as to the produc.
tion of facts or information which really exists. Now if the
hon. gentleman bas not that information we want to know
where it has gone. We know that it was in the Department
last year; Sir Charles Tupper said so and we know it was
there. We know that he quoted from it in the first place
without hesitation, and that thereby he made it a public
document, but afterwards he professed to think that it was
not a public document and that ho had been breaking all
sorts of legal and social rules of etiquette by quoting
from a private communication from Judge Clark, with
reference to a matter involving $396,000, in reference
to which Judge Clark had been the accredited arbitrator
for the Government. Sir Chrles Tupper knows, ut all
events, what has become of that information, and
the Acting Minister has been reminded that ho could
ascertain from Sir Charles Tupper what has became
of it, simply by sending a cable message. We know
that considerable sums amounting to thousands of dollars
have been spent for telegraphie messages by the
Government,though wo'do not know for what purpose,and yet
forsooth the country is too poor to telegraph to Sir Charles
Tupper for important information as to what became of
this $396,000 ? It is not because the country cannot afford
it that he will not telegraph; it is simply because ho knows
what was in that paper and because it is something which
ho does not want to bring to the House. I do not state that
as a matter of positive knowledge but as the only con-
clusion which we can draw.from the facts. We know that
Sir Charles Tupper quoted from the paper, and thon with-
drew it on the plea of ils being private, that his successor
deelared that it disappeared from the Department, and also
declared that ho would not try to ascertain what bas
become of it. What other conclusion can we draw from
these facts ? We believe-and we believe the country witl
believe-that that paper has been got away with in some
fashion because there was something in it damaging to the
Government, or to the claims of their particular friends the
contractors for Section B.

Motion agreed to.

Mr. CASEY moved for:
Copy of the claim put in by the contractors for section B on which

the award to tbem of $395,500 was based.

HRe said: This is something which really should have been
included in the return for which I moved last year, as part
of an Order which passed the House on March 28th, 1884,
askiag for:

"A copy of any award or report made by the arbitrators appointed to
settle claims of contractors for section B, Canadian Pacifie Railway;
a statement of all sums paid in consequeuce of such award ; aloO, state-
ment of claims submitted by said contractors befire said arbitrators;
also, statement as to which items of said claims are stili undecided by
said arbitrators."

Mr. MILLs.

One of these has not been brought down, and I have
accordingly put a notice on the paper ; but if the Minister
will say that ho will bring it down without the motion I
will not press it, though I wish at present to urge the rea-
sons why it should be brought down. There is nothing in
the documents before us to show what was submitted to the
arbitrators. We have been discussing the award as if we
knew what had been submitted. Sir Charles Tupper dis-
cussed it last Session as if ho knew what had been sub-
mitted; I have been talking about it to-day as if I knew,
and we have been talking as if the Acting Minister of
Railways knew, but though we may have an idea as
to the general nature of the claims put mn, I find that there
is no specific agreement in writing, or none brought to the
House, at all events, as to what was submitted to the arbi-
trators. An Order in Council was passed on the 28th March,
1881, declaring that the matters and claims in dispute
between the Government and the arbitrators might at some
future date, when the Government might consider the work
sufficiently advaneed to justify such action, be submitted to
arbitration. A subsequent Order was passed on the 2nd
day of April, 1883, about something. That Order is referred
to in the agreement from which 1 quoted a short time ago,
but it is not quoted in detail, and the Order itself is not
amongst these papers. The agreement says that the
matters and claims referred to in that Order in Council
should also be submitted. Perhaps it is private and confi-
dential, for if a report of an engneer to the Government is
a private and confidential communication, I suppose an
Order in Council may sometimes be so too. Thon there was
another Order in Council of the 20th of November, 1883,
declaring that the time had come to submit this matter to
arbitration, and appointing Judge Clark the Government
ai bitrator. On looking at the agreement for the arbitration,
I find that it states:

" And whereas, by an Order in Couneil, dated the twenty-eighth day of
March, in the year of Our Lord one thousand eight hundred and eighty-
one,authority was given for a reference of these claims of the said contract-
ors t' the arbitration of tihree arbitrators, one of whom should be chosen
by the Minister of Railways and Canals, and one by the contractera,
the third te be ch sen by the other two, or in accordance with the arbi.
tration clauses of the common law procedure Act of Ontario, and that
such reference sheuld be made whenever the Government might con-
sider the work sufficiently advanced to justify sneh action, but to be in
no way taken as an admission of the validity of the claims.

I And whereas, by a certain other Order in Conneil, dated the second
day of A pril, in the year of Our Lord one thousand elght hundred and
eighty- hree, it was provided that all claims and matters in differ-nce
between the.contractors and Ber Majesty, arising out of the work done
under the said contract, should be relerred to the arbitration provided
for by th- Order in Council of the twenty-eighth day of March, in the
year of Our Lord one thorsand eight hundred and eighty-one. .

" And whereas the contractors have represented to the Government
that they are now prepared to submit their claims to the special arbi-
tration auth.)rised by the said Orders in Council, in respect te the three
following items: 'Loose rock,' 'rock outside Of the priera or slopea
of the cutting3,' ard 'cross-logging.'

IlAnd whsreas b>' an Order in Council of the twectieth day of &ovem-
ber iestant (188, it laautborised that the clair of the Gover ment
against the contractors for the use and hire of rolling stock, &c.,
amounting to the sum of $57,539.37, ne also referred te the said arbi-
traiion as a counter claim, to be dealt with at the ame time that the
questions oft loose rock,' 'rock outside of the prism, and 'cross-
logging' are considered, and that the said Government claims, together
with the three items betore named, be firet considered and awarded on."

Thon it goes on to provide further:
" It is hereby agreed that the said arbitrators shall first consider and

award on the following items or matters in difference, namely, 'looe
rock,' 'rock outside the prisme or slopes of the cuttings,' and 'cross-
log.ing,' and the counter clairm of the Government above referred to,
anid that the said arbitrators may from time to time make their award and
awards in writing as aforesaid, on the above mentioned matters, and on
aIl other matters in difference hereby referred, until they have finally
awarded upon and <iposed of all the matters hereby referred."

Now the question is, what are the "all other matters"
thereby referred ? They are not stated in the
agreement of submission. We have no statement
of the claims submitted to arbitration and the only
hint of them was in a letter written to the Government
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by the contractors before the first Order in Council
was passed, in which they stated a large number of
claims. They wrote on the date of the 7th of January,
188 l, a letter which covers several pages of this book. lu
the letter, there are a large number of very vague and
indefinite claims, which they boil down into a few pro-
position, at the end of the letter :

'' That we claim the Government are in defaultin not giving us means
of access by rail over section No. 15, within a reasonable time after he
lst of July, 1879 ; that in that respect the contract is broken on the part
of the Government, and we are entitled to all the damages sustained
thereby.

" That we are, subject to suei claims for damages, ready and willing
to go on with and complete the contra t in the manner agreed, both as
to rock-borrowing and the making of embankments, wthin the time
limited in that behalf; and we have no doubt, hving regard to the pre-
paradons we have made, of our abLity to do so.

'' We decline to assume the resp,nsibility of building the structures
now designed and handing them over as part of a complete road bed,
and in any event it would be ont of our power to obtain the proper tim-
bers therefor, or to do such work at the prices provided for pile driving
in the schedule."
And. so on at some length. They have a very poor
opinion evidently of the work as designed latterly by
the Government. They say, in more than one place, that
they are afraid of taking the responsibility of putting up
such a flimsy work as the Governmont bas ordered to be
done on that part of the road; they are afraid it will fall to
pioces. I have referred to the only specifications we nave
that were submitted to the arbitrators. The agreement
which I have read from is the only thing I can find in the
nature of a legal submission at all; and I submit to the hon.
members and to the lawyers in this House, whether that
amounts to a legal submission, or whether under that vague
submission the arbitrators had not the latitrde of
enquiring into almost everything connected with the con-
tract without the legal authority of deciding on anything.
I believe, and I am backed up by the opinion of lawyers to
whom I have talked on the matter, that there was no legal
submission, that the whole affair was irregular and illegal,
and that for this reason there was the best reason for ap.
pealing against the award of the two arbitrators. If the
hon. Minister will bring down a co0y of the claim sub-
mitted to the arbitrators, it will perhaps throw some light
on the matter. I will also amend this motion, by consent,
by asking for that missing Order in Councl of the 2nd of
April, 1883. I am informed by my hon. friend from Prince
Edward Island (Mr. Davies) that it was promised last year.

Motion as amended agreed to.

STAFF COMMANDER BOULTON.

Mr. MOMULLEN moved for:
Report of the Auditor-General and also of one McGee, as well as

for ail papers, letters, accounts, cheques and ne wspapers coanected
with any claim of Staff Commander Bolton against the Department of
Marine and Fisheries or the Government, for any amount of money which
he alleges to be due him for salary or otherwise, or which he asserts
has been withheld from him, or in relation to any dispute between said
Bolton and any officer of the Marine and Fisherie s Department,in regard
to cheques drawn in favor of said Bolton.
He said : In connection with this resolution I desire to say
that some irregularity, if I am correctly informed, has taken
place in the Department to which this refers. It appears
that Staff Commander Bolton who bas been in charge of a
party sent out for the purpose of making a survey of
Georgian Bay, was furnished with amounts from time to time
on account*of salary and expenses, and it appears that
cheques were forwarded to him for these amounts payable
to his order. If I am correctly informed, cheques were also
drawn not payable to his order, and of the issue of
which ho was not aware until he returned. I be-
lieve that on his return he found, on enquiring at
the Department, that his account was in arrears
or ove'drawn, and after some investigation it was found
that some of the choques which ought to have been for-

warded to him for endorsation were not forwarded ; that
the word "order " was erased and "bearer " inserted, the
cheque cashed, and the money charged against his account
in the Department-without his being made aware of it. I
understand that the question was submitted to the Auditor-
General, who made a report on the matter, in which he
stated that Mr. Tilton, who was then accountant to the De-
partment, was indebted to Mr. Bolton for the sum of $307,
and required him to refund him that amount. I do not
wish to cast any refloction upon any officer of the Depart-
ment by any means; I only wish to draw the attention of
the House to the fact that apparently an improper action or
an irregularity has occurrod. I certainly think that in the
payment of parties for services performed, the choques in
all cases, without exception, should be made payable to order,
and the endorsement of the party to whom th'ey are
made payable should be procured before the money is d rawn.
It appears that in this case this was not done. If Mr. Tilton
claims he acted for Mr. Blton in having the word "order"
erased and the word "bearer" substituted, I contend ho
acted improperly, because I hold that it is decidedly wrong
that any person in charge of any duty connected with any
Department should be permitted to act as the agent, in any
capacity, of any person doing business with the Depart-
ment. Whether the statute makes any such provision I
know not, but if it do not it should; it should provide that
no servant in any Department ba permitted to act as the
agent of any other person. It appears this transpired some
time in 1883. Since this has transpired and before it was
fully cleared up-the papers possibly will show the date it
was cleared up an I the refund made-Mr. Tilton has been
removcd from the position of accountant and made Daputy
Minister of Fisheries. It is rather singular, in my opinion,
that while a charge of that kind hang over the head of an
important officer, the head of the Departrment should so
overlook this charge that he promoted the officer in question
to the position of Deputy Minister, before a satisfac-
tory settlement had been come to in regard to this irre-
gularity. I cannot understand why it was done. Certainly
no business man would act thus with any ono in his employ
under siruilar circumstances; ,eortainlv no business man
would take one of his employees, who was under sus-
picion, out of a lowcr and place him in a higher position
until such time as a'very satisfactory explanation had been
given of the charge made. I do not know what the
explanations were that may have been made to the hon.
Minister before he made this change, but the fact romains
that such irregularities were transacted, that he took that
servant out of his position and put him in a higher one,
while the servant was charged with that crime, if it may be
called a crime. The proceeding appears to be a very strange
one. It looks as though the Minister were compelled to
make the change, as though he were under the power of
his employee, because cortainly, in ordinary circumstances,
the natural course to be adopted towards an employee guilty
ofsuch an irregularity would be to dispense with his services.
The fact is, that in place of permitting him on probation
to occupy the position ho thon held, ho is taken out of that
position, put into a higher and more lucrative one, a
position of greater trust, and yet, under the circumstances,the
imputation with which le stood charged before the Depart-
ment is not cleared up or satisfactorily explained. This is
the reason I have for moving for all these papers. I hope
that when they come before the House I may find that
the representations which have been made are not
correct, but I am afraid, in fact I have good reason to
believe, that a very large portion of the statements, if«not
the whole, will be found to be just as I have made them.

Mr. McLEL AN. I was at a considerable loss to under-
stand why the hon, gentleman should have entered into a
discussion of this matter and should make charges
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affecting the character of an officer of my Department 1 There was another difference as to the transmission of a £40
and in the service of the Government-why ho should choque which was not paid in the way the accountant had
make the charges before ho had seen the papers directed on the other side, and it came back through the
and understood what he was saying. But.he has given the Bank of Montreal into the Finance Department, and was
explanation. He wanted if possible to get a blow at the entered upon the books as a second charge. As soon as
head of the Departmont, at the Minister, and make it appear Commander Bolton returned to Ottawa from his survey,
that the Minister had been guilty of some grave dereliction Mr. Tilton called his attention to this, and said, "On the
of duty in promotingia man against whom thero' was accounts that appear on the books, I think there is an error
this charge in regard to the payment of Staff Commander in a bill of exchange for £40, or about $200, and we will
Bolton. I beg to submit that the late accountant of the arrange it if you will look over it." Isaw Commander Bolton
Department of Marine and Fisheries was promoted months when a question arose about the differences in the accounts.
before there was any question raised as to the position of I met him and asked him if that matter in difference was
Staff Commander Bolton's salary. Staff Commander Bolton not one which might be readily settled between himself
came to this country by the direction of the Admiralty to and Mr. Tilton. He said Mr. Tilton had called his attention
engage upon that survey. His salary was fnot fixed at the to that overcharge and that error. I asked him to come in
time ho came, nor for several months after ho and take the money himself, as I did not want it to be put
entered upon his duties, and therefore, during the first in the way of a refund to the Treasury, because I would
months that ho was engaged, payments were made to him therefore lose the amount from the grant, and the grant
simply on account, and there was an understanding, I have was running small for the expenses that were incurred, and
reason to know, with Staff 'Commander B'Iton, when ho left I was anxious to save that much, at least, of the grant, and
for his work in the Georgian Bay, that certain sums should have it paid to Commander Bolton instead of being refunded
be sent to his wife in England, on account of his salary. The to the Treasury. In fact, in so far as that is concerned,
hon. gentleman says that all these choques should have been there really was no difference between the accountant and
sent direct to Staff Commander Bolton instead of being Commander Bolton.
made to bearer, as two of them were, and should ha ee Some bon. GENTLEMEN, Six o'clock.
received his endorsation. That would, perhaps, have been
the more rogular way, but it would have involved a great Mor. MITCHiELL. I hope that hon, gentlemen will have
loss of time. I have understood that Staff Commander seme consideration f r the M nister, and allow bhi to
Bolton was very auxious that, at the earliest possible explain when a very serions charge is laid against him,
moment that money could be said to be due to him, it should Hon, gentlemen ought net to nterrupt him in that way.
be sent across the water to Mrs. Bolton, who was thon Mr. McLELAN. Commander B )lton acknowledged
living in England, and had a family to maintain there. The to have roceived at the Dapartment $100 on the lst cf
Commander, in a letter, so late as the 19th of last September, November, but ho claims it vas from a choque that ho had
writing to the Department, says it would be impossible for subsequently received, and which ho had endorsed himself,
him to get choques cashed and dealt with whilst on the and therefore the dispute between the accountant and Com-
survey. I had occasion to visit that neighborhood, I think mander Bolton was as to whether that $100 was paid out
in Angust, and I found that the vessel and crew had to leave of the provious choques, or, as Commander Bolton claimed,
the work on which they were engaged and go some distance out of the choque of November. The Auditor General
in order to raise money upon choques that had been sent to roquired that $100 to account for all the choques that were
them. Under the arrangements and- the understanding charged to him to that day, and the Auditor General decided
that were had betweon the accountant and Staff Com- that in addition to the two sums amounting to $13, the dif-
mander Bolton, when ho was leaving on his survey in 1883, ference between the bills of exchange and the choques
two choques were drawn payable to bearer. The first was drawn, ho should either furnish to the Auditor General a
changed from "order" to "bearer." I want the hon. receipt for the $100 or make a refund of it. The accoun-
gentleman to understand that no change was made after the tant has paid that $100, but under protest, claiming that it
choque was made. It was made and filled up payable to was the balance of the first choques, and not as Commander
bearer, and was signed by the Deputy Minister, Mr. William Bolton states, on the choque of $300 of November. I there-
Smith, and the accountant together, and the words "to fore think that whon all the papers are brourht down, and
bearer " were initialled by Mr. Smith. That was for the the hon. gentleman has an opportunity of examining thom,
purpose of sending a bill of exchange to England, t> Mrs. ho will not speak in the same tone and manner with which
Bolton. Later, another choque of a less amount, $$00, was ho addressed the louse this evening.
treated in the same way, in the following month; but, in It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.
in the absence of Mr. Smith, who was away on depart mental
business, it was so treated by the officers of the Depart-
ment who were authorised under Order in Council to sign After Recess.
choques; and Mr. Tilton was the gentleman who initialled
"to bearer " in that case. These are the only two choques Mr. McMULLEN. When the House rose, the hon. Min-
upon which the Auditor General found any dfficulty in ister, in reply to the remark I had made asking for a
arranging the accounts of Commander Bolton. The hon. return of certain papers connected with a difficulty that
gentleman says that Mr. Tilton has been called upon to arose between Mr.Tilton and Mr. Bolton, stated that it
refund a sum of about $307. Well, the only sun that has would have been botter for me to reserve my remarks until
been refunded, that has been repaid. upon which there was the papers were before the Houîe. Now I beg to say, Mr.
an y difference of opinion between 'Commander Blton Speaker, that perhaps I would have roserved my remarks
and Mr. Tilton, is a sum of about $113. In regard to were it not for the f4ct that the papers in connection with
813 cf that, there was ne difference o? opinion. A choque the duties devolving upon this veryofficer had been ordered
was issued for $300, which was sent teo the bank to purchase by tbe House, and had not yet been brought down. On
a bil of exchange for £60. The difference betweon the the 20th March, 1884, the following rettirn was ordered,
cost of that bill of exchange and $300 still remained -sorme moved by Mr. Somerville (draut), and seconded by Mr.
$7 or $8. In another case, also, there was a difference
betweenthe cost of a bill of exchange and the amount sont Return showing all sums received by the Department of Marine and Piah-
to thef bank,'the1ttal in the two cases being this $13, which eries on account of rentai of rivera and streams ; also showing sumo paid

into the Department of Marine and Fishories on accoôunt of fines imposedthe Auditor;,sid.ad tobe refunded to Commander Boulton. for violation of the fisheries regulatiou, the retura ia each case to show
Mr. MoLzLAN.
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amounts ao received during the years 1882 and 1883, with the date
received and the names of depositors, and the dates on which such ums
were deposited to the credit of the Government.

Now, Mr. Speaker, these returns have never been brought
down to this flouse, and I know that I was justified, under
the circumstances, in making the romark I did, because if
I had not pointedly drawn the Minister's attention, per-
haps these very returns would never be brought down
that I now ask for. I hope now, that we may get both
the returns asked for last year and those I am now asking
for. The Minister also stated that ho was not aware of the
difficulties between Mr. Tilton and Mr. Bolton at the, time
that ho appointed Mr. Tilton as Deputy Minister
of Marine and Fisheries. Well, it is very singular
that he was unaware of that fact, because if I am
correctly informed, I think the hon. Minister will
find by the papers Inow ask for that the difficulty arose
some time in September, 1883-that these irregularities
actually took place in 1883. The presont deputy not hav-
ing been appointed until some time in July, 1884,1 think ho
will find, when the choques are produced, that that irregu-
larity took place in 1883. I hope when the papers come
down the flouse will have an opportunity of examiling
into the whole question and deciding whether any irregu~
larities or improprieties took place in the Department of
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries.

Mr. McLELAN. I may say, in respect of the return
ordered last year, that the Secretary of State sent to my
Department, as well as to other Departments, a list of all
the orders to which returns had not been made, and thoy are
now being prepared as rapidly as possible. I think I
brought down one or two asked for last year, and I will see
that the one now asked for is brought down as soon as pos-
sible. The hon. gentleman is entirely in error when heo
says that the Department bocame aware of this in 1883.
It was not until November, 1884, that I heard anything
about it, or that anything was known about it by the officers
of the Department. So late as September, 1884, Comman-
der Bolton wrote to the Department, asking for a state-
ment of his account, and, with the permission of the House,
I will now read his letter:

Il GEoRoIAN BAY, 17th September, 1884.
"Mr D»IR Ma. GoUanAoU.-By an inadvertence I had no copy of my

paid contingent account for August. Would you kindly let one of your
clerks give me a copy as soon as convenient, to assist me in the squar-
ing up of my accounts to the 30th of June last. I enclose you a state-
ment of moneys received and expended, from the commencement of the
surrey to the end of fiscal year, as near as I can come to it. The only
thing I am in doubt about, is my own salary. Had I known the
late accountant was not keeping a separate account of it, I would have
been more particular about what I received last autumn. Please to un-
derstand that I send this account quite privately, with a view toassist-
ing you in letting me know how I stood to the Department on 30th of
June last, for really I do not know whether the Department owes me
money or the reverse. Before 1 lef t Ottawa I tried to make it under-
stood how literally impossible it is to cash a large cheque like the one I
lately received for salary and wages for la8t month, and, ai you are
doubtless aware, have written officially for the money in future to
be sent in individual cheques, as was the case in July."

Mr. Gourdeau, I may say, was the acting accountant after
the appointment of Mr. Tilton as Deputy Minister.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course, it is quite impossible for the
House> in view of the contradictory statements, to arrive at
any conclusion as to what the state of the account may be
between Mr. Bolton and Mr. Tilton; but upon the Minister's
own statement it seems to me that an extremely grave irregu-
larity and impropriety has been committed with reference to
the management of the public moneys, an irregularity and
impropriety so grave that I am surprised the hon. Minister
should have stated it across the House without indicating
his own ontire dissent from the transaction. There is no
seeurity whatever with reference to public moneys, if they
are to be dealt with as the Minister has stated the
public moneys have been dealt with in this case. I
understand that money cannot be paid, under our law and

's8

regulations, except to the individual to whom, by the vote
of Parliament or by other authority, they are due.
I understand it to be the rale that choques or other letters
of credit, instruments of payment, shali be made to the order
of the person who is entitled to the payment, and that if
there is any difficulty in the way of the personal receipt by
that party in cashing the choque, if anybody else is to re-
ceive it, a letter of attorney, according to the practice of
the departments, is to be given in favor of some other per-
son, who may receive the money or choque and acquit the
public service of the demand. lit was so palpable that, even
with those precautions, even when you adhere to the law,
even when you arranged that thore should be some person,
if not the individual, who would be able to acquit the publie
service of the debt, it would be au improper thing that per-
sons in the public service should be that attorney; that so
long ago as 1870 an Order in Council was passed, on 25th
January in that year, providing that no officer in the Civil
Service shall, under any circumstances, be permitted to act
as attorney for the receipt of public money. That order
has remained in force ever since. So, had Mr. Tilton hld
a power of attorney from Staff Commander Bolton to
receive his salary, it would be a breach of duty by Mr.
Tilton to have accepted that power and to have received
the money, and it would have been a breach of duty on the
part of the other officers of the Departmont to have per-
mitted the choque to be payable to Mr. Tilton's order or to
have accepted his endorsement on the choque for that of
Staff Commander Bolton. It is not for me to defend the
Order in Council. It was passed when hon. gentlemen
opposite were in power. It was held unrepealed during
the period when their successors held office. Ilt has been
left unrepealed ever since. It has remained the law for four.
teen years at least. If, therefore, the hon. Minister had stated
that Mr. Tilton had a power of attorney from Staff Com-
mander Bolton to recoive money due to that gentleman
and to acquit the Department of the debt, ho would have
told us of a breach of the rules regulating the Civil Service
and of the Order in Council and a grave breach of discip-
line. Ho has told us, however, that Mr. Tilton had no
power of attorney, and that two choques made payable to
bearer instead of to order were handed over to this officer,
and one of those choques, it seems, in the absence of the
chief of the Department, was actually made out by the
Accountant ; Eo Mr. Tilton made the choques payable to
bearer in order that he (Titton) might receive the money.

Mr. McLELAN. Mr. Tilton and Mr. Goodall.

Mr. BLAKE. Whether thore was one actor and two
conspirators in this matter, I do not know or care. But for
one or two officers to make choques payable to bearer instead
of to order-although the choques are printed as payable to
order, so that the country may have that security-in order
that eue of those officers might himself receive the money,
was a breacli of discipline infinitely grosser than it would
have been had Mr. Tilton received power of attorney from
Staff Commander Bolton, and produced it as a reason why
he had power to recoive the money. That, however, would
be a breach of discipline. But what was it, according to the.
statement of the hon. Minister, when the person appointed to
sign the cheques, drew them in a form which deprived the
public of the usual security, and drew it because ho had not
authority to endorse the choque or receive the money ?
That which was done wîth regard to the two choques for
$300 might be done the following day with two choques
for $300,000; yet thore was no condemnation of the trans-
action by the hon. Minister, and the only man ho denounced
was the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen)
who has submitted this motion.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have listened with a good deal of
interest to this discussion. I have done so because the hon.
gentleman whose reputation wuas sailed by the hon. mem-
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ber for Wellington (Mr. McMullen) is an officer who was
placed in the Department by myself, a gentleman who, for
seven years and a-half, while I occupied the hon. position
of Minister of Marine and Fisheries, was my private
secretary and acoountant of the Department. During the
whole of that time I found Mr. Tilton a straightforward,
upright, honorable man. I believe him to be so still. I
have watched with intense interest, not only the
charges brought against him by the hon. member for
Wellington (Mr. MoMhullen), but the explanation of the hon.
Minister in his defence, and I have come to the conclusion
that what the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake)
has said, that there has been a looseness, a violation, per-
haps, of a regulation of the Department, may be perfectly
true. Everyone who knows Mr. Tilton is aware, if he has
a failing, it is a disposition to oblige, to conciliate and to
accommodate everyone with whom he is brought in contact.
I can understand the position of Mr. Tilton in regard to Staff
Commander Bolfon. A gentleman coming from abroad, ap-
pointed to perform a dutyon the Georgian Bay, where it was
impossible, as ho wrote, to cash cheques and transmit money
to his wife, who, with his family, is in England, for their
support, asks Mr. Tilton to do what ho did, and Mr. Tilton,
with that disposition to assist, which has characterised him,
acceded to his request. 1 have listened to the charges
brought against him. I was disgusted with the course
pursued by the hon. gentleman who brought this motion
before the House. Where the private reputation of a public
officer is assailed in a matter such as this, about a paltry
$200 between Mr. Tilton and Staff Commander Bolton,
the duty of a public man, such as the hon. member for
Wellington (Mr. McMullen), in bringing the matter before
the House, was to have laid the matter calmly and dis-
passionately before the House, not to have dilated and
discussed the merits of the case until we had the papers
before us and were able to form an opinion as to whether
the outeide charges brought against Mr. Tilton were true
or not, and hon. members had an opportunity from the
papers of aseertaining the facts. I have come to this con-
clusion, and I believe it will be found to be the cor-
rect one, that, from the letter which the Minister has
read, it appears that Staff Commander Bolton did not
know the actual state of his account, at all events
as far as public money is concerned and the
amount drawn by Mr. Tilton. The Minister states
that there is only $13 difference between the bills of
exchange drawn and the drafts placed in Mr. Tilton's bands.
I am surprised that the reputation of an honorable man like
Mr. Tilton should be assailed about a paltry matter like
this; and I take this opportunity, from my place in this
House, as one who bas known him for years, to say that
until some evidence more substantial than more outside
rumors, more scandalous attacks by rivals, perhaps, in
ofice, by persons envious of his position and jealous of his
honorable position, I cannot beieve ho is guilty. I am sur-
prised that hon. members should come forward and pre-
judge the question, and ask the flouse to prejudge it. I do
not deny that the hon. member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake) is right in saying that no public officer should act
as a party to receive money. Perhaps that matter may
have been overlooked. It was not, however, a question of
receiving, but of transmitIing money to Staff Commander
Bolton's wife and family in England, while ho was on
Georgian Bay and could not get choques cashed ;
and if, after two or three years of transactions of this kind,
a question did arise in the accounts-as they are very likely
to have arisen, Staff Commander Bolton not having an
opportunity of checking them and perhaps not being very
accurate in keeping accounts-I say it is an outrageous
thing that the character of an honorable public officer, as I
know Mr. Tilton to be, and such I believe him at this
moment to be,-I say that it is outrageous that au attempt

Ur. MzTORELL.

should be made to throw a reproach on his character-and
through him attack the Ministry, for what I can only
describe as either political or envious individual purposes.
Why is not the reputation of Mr. Deputy Smith assaled in
conjunction with him ? Mr. Smith signed one of the
choques, and signed it "bearer."

Mr. BOWELL. He changed it and initialed it.
Mr. MITCHELL. Why ? Because Mr. Tilton has been

a true supporter of the party in power, while Mr. Smith has
been a-renegade to the party in power, and therefore they
let Mr. Smith slip by, and try to drag Mr. Tilton down to
the level of the mean curs who never should have
attacked him.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the hon. gentle-
man might have remembered, when lie -lectured my hon.
friend on the impropriety of attacking the character of civil
servants, that for him to speak in the terms which he has
just used towards an old and valuable public officer like Mr.
Smith, is certainly, considering his long standing in Parlia-
ment, a grosser outrage than anything that was said by my
hon. friend with reference to Mr. Tilton.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is a new experience to me to be
lectured by the man who has vilified the Premier of this
country on every possible occasion, as the hon. gentleman
hu who has just sat down.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You will get it, if you
deserve it as he did.

Mr. MITCHELL. You will get it before I am done with
you.

Motion agreed to.

IMPORTS AND EXPORTS OF WHEAT AND FLOUR.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant) moved for :
A return showing the quantity and value of wheat and flour imported

into and exported from the Dominion, by Provinces, during the six
months ending 31st December, 1884.

He said: I ask the privilege of adding to the motion the
following:-

"Distinguishing in the importa the quantity entered for home con-
sumption, and in the exports the product of Canada.''

Mr. BOWELL. This motion is covered by one which
was made on the 6th of February, by Mr. Cameron (Middle-
sex), with the exception of the words which the hon.
gentleman now proposes to add. The motion of the hon.
member for Middlesex was for:

" A return showing the quantity of wheat, flour, corn and cornmeal
imported into and exported from the various Provinces, from the lut of
July to the 31st December, 1884."

That covers the whole of the motion with the addition of
corn and cornmeal. If that motion, which has been carried
covers, as I think it does, the hon. gentleman's motion, I
would have no objection to instructing the addition to be
made to it, showing that entered for home consumption,
and that for exportation the product of Canada.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That is the information I am
anxious to get.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am sorry that the Minister of Finance
is not bere, for when this subject was referred to last year
I called bis attention to the fact that a strong disposition
existe to have the duty taken off cornmeal, an article which
is scarcely produced in this country, and which is largely
consumed, at least by the poor people of my own county.
When I called his attention to it last Session, when we were
passing the Estimates, the Finance Minister stated then
that he could not take the duty off that year. I said, we
may hope, thon, that next year it may be taken of,
and he smiled upon me. What ho meant by that smile I
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do not know, but if ho were here I would ask him to inter.
pret that smile, and to say if ho had any intention of re-
moving the duty. I notice that a delegation of millers has
recently waited Ôn the First Minister, with a view of get-
ting an increased duty on flour, claiming that the duty
which existe on flour and wheat was relatively against
the National Policy, and against the interests of
the manufacturers of flour in this country. Now, I want to
say for one, that if the Government intend to increase this
duty, that it is just as well to take this early opportunity of
explaining what my position, with regard to the matter.
will be; for if the Government have any intention of com-
plying with-to use the words which were applied by the
hon. member for Durham (Mr. Blake), to the correspondent
of the fferald, in relation to a certain question the other day
-if they intend to comply with the impudent suggestion of
the millers, and that additional duty is to be imposed, this
House and the Government may depend upon it that there
will be a fight for it before it is put on.

Mr. BLAKE. I wish it distinctly understood that I did
not state that the proposal of the millers was an impudent
proposal-it was quite a different proposal that I charac-
terised as impudent. I wish, as far as I can, to placate the
hon. gentleman. My efforts in that direction have not
been very successful heretofore. I paid him, I think, a
very handsome compliment the other night, and gave him
a free advertisement of his enterprise, and he attacked me
very violently. I shall make another effort-I do not know
whether I shall succeed or not-and J will say of him that,
from all I have known of him these many years, I think
Mr. Tilton was an admirable man to be bis private
secretary.

Mr. MITCHELL. While I thank the hon, gentleman for
some of his compliments, I do not think hie attempt to pay
a compliment to me is very happy. I did not say that the
hon. gentleman said that the report of the millers was
an impudent attempt. I used the same language with
reference to the millers that the hon. gentleman used in
relation to the correspondent of the Herald, in connection
with a much more important imatter. As I entered this
House I heard him use the expression, "the impudent sug-
gestion of the correspondent of the Jerald; " and J applied
that expression to the attempt of the millers. I say that
tho efforts of the millers to impose a tax of $1 a bar-
rel on the flour used by the poor people of this country is
an impudent attempt to get more protection, which shall
not meet with my support. The hon. gentleman can pay
compliments if he likes. I have not received many
compliments from him during the last twelve years,
at all events since 1873 or 1874. Latterly ho lias
been disposed to pay a few compliments, for which I
am very thankful; I am thankful for amall favors. I re-
spect the hon. gentleman's great abilities and talents. I
know the hon. gentleman imagines that he is the greatest
man in this House. I dare say he is-when a lot of us are
out of it. But on my responsibility, as a representative of
the people, I have the right to act for myself, and I shall
endeavor so to conduet myself in this House as to do credit
to the people who have done me the honor to send me here
to look atter their interests.

Motion agreed to.

DIRAWBACKS ON MANUFACTURED EXPORTS.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant) moved for:
Return of aIl claims presented for drawbacks on goods manu-

factured for export (eince the date of the lait return made to this
aoue), sc win the nanesocf ail applicants, their place of business, the
articles on wl4o t h e d rawback was claimed and the amount of each
claim, distinguishing between the claims which have been allowed and
those which have been nisallowed, and those under consideration and
not yet decided, and giving the reason for such disallowance. Also,
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copies of aIl regulations made by the Department with reference to uch
claims, together with a copy of one alowed claim and the sworu
declaration thereto of each exporter.

He said: This motion asks for a return similar to what
bas been brought down during the lst few year. In pro-
vious returns a great many sheets have been taken up with
statements of refunds on tins for lobster Canning. I have
no desire to get these in detail, as I know they entail a
great deal of work, and are all similar. It would answer
my purpose if the number of claims were stated in the aggre-
gate. If it is prepared in that way, 1 think the return ean be
brought down very soon. I judge, from what I have seen
in the newspapers about interviews with the Ministaes, with
reference to claims nade by manufacturers for drawbacks,
that probably new rules have been adopted, facilitating the
handling of the matter by the Department. If so, I desire
to have copies of all those new regulations.

Mr. BOWELL. There is no date stated in the return,
and I suppose the hon. gentleman will have no objection to
have it brought up to the 1st of this month.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Whatever date will suit you
will suit me.

Mr. BOWELL. Say the lst of the month. I might add
that the return will not be encumbered this year with any
statements of the drawback on tin. As there is no duty on
tin now, there is no drawback.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Has that been the case all
the year.

Mr. BOWELL. Oh, yes; it was taken off two years ago;
but the last return contained every claim that was made
previous to the placing of tin on the free list.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Have they all been settled ?

Mr. BOWELL. I think so.

Motion agreed to.

INSPECTORS OR CLERKS OF WORKS.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, in the absence of Mr.
Mackenzie, moved for:

A statement showing the names of ail personh employed by the
Department of Public Works or other Department of the Goverunment
as inspectors or clerks of works on any building or other public work
during the years 1882-83 and 1883-84, with statement showing the
amount paid to such persons for services as such officiale, and the rate
per month or per diem to each; also, the gross amount expended by the
Government in each year on such works under the inspection of each
clerk of works; also, a statement showing the actuai profession or
calling of each such clerk of works.

Mr. POPE. The hon. the Minister of Public Works
wished to add from 1873-74.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That ought to be put in
a separate work. The result of making additions is, first, to
add largely to the expense, and next, to defer bringing down
information we want to use to a late period of the Session.

Mr. POPE. You will get it down soon.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. When ?

Mr. POPE. Very soon; not to-morrow, but very soon.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If we get it soon, I
have not the least objection, but let the hon. gentleman
make the addition.

Mr. POPE moved, in amendment, that "since 1873-74"
be added.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.
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SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAYS IN NOVA SCOTIA AND
CAPE BRETON.

Mr. Mc DOUGALL moved for

Statement of subsidies in cash and subventions, of whatever kind, on
railways in the Province of Nova Scoti% including the Island of Cape
Breton, chargeable to capital account, s=nce the date of Confederation,
whether in aid cf cortruction or acquiring of said railways, and the
number of miles located in each county.

He said: I may state, Mr. Speaker, that the information
sought by the motion which I have just tabled, refers to a
subject of great importance to the Island of Cape Breton,
and in a special manner to the people of the county which
I have the honor to represent, which is my apology for
offering a few remarks in relation to the peculiar position
occupied by the Island of Cape Breton in the railway his-
tory of Nova Scotia. Many years previous to Confederation
railway agitation was commenced by the people of Cape
Breton, and strong appeals were being made by the people
to the Parliaments of those days, but without any satisfac-
tory result. Previous to Confederation the Legislature of
Nova Scotia, however, undertook the building of several
lines of railway east and west in the Province. Those lines
have been taken by the Dominion Government, and have
been, by Acts of this Legislature, further aided and ex
tended, besides the extensions which have been aided by
Provincial subsidies and subventions. I am aware that legis.
lation took place in this House, as well as in our Provincial
Legislature at Halifax, which provided for the building of a
line of railway to the eastern seaboard of Cape Breton, but,
ao far as I am aware, Sir, not a dollar bas been expended,
and not a mile has been built in Cape Breton to this day.
We have certain lines of railway in the county which I
represent. but these lines were built by private enterprise
and without any aid from our Local Government, and I am
of the opinion that when the information which I now ask
for is placed on the Table of this House it will fail to show
that a single dollar was paid by the Dominion Legislature in
aid of those roads. Sir, while millions after millions of
money were being voted and exponded under the authority
of the Local Legislatures of Nova Scotia and this Legislature
as well, so far as I am aware not a dollar has been expended
on railways in Cape Breton. The people of Cape Breton are
a hardy and bard working people, and to that fact may be
attributed the degree of success and prosperity to which they
have attained in the prosecution of their respective avoca.
tions, and not, Sir, to -any attention which they have
received at the bands of successive Administrations, both
local and Dominion, who have been from year to year
appropriating and legislating away in other directions the
benefits accruing from their bard labor, which they were
obliged to perform while undergoing hardships and disad.
vantages which were not being endured by their fellow
people in the more favored sections of the Province. The
people of Cape Breton, Sir, are erigaged in some of the most
important industries of the Dominion. They are engaged
in agriculture, commerce and shipping, mining and fishing.
It will be necessary, Sir, that I should briefly refer to the
comparative standing of the extent to which those industries
are being prosecuted by the people of Cape Breton with that
of their fellow people on the mainland and other parts of
the Dominion, in order to show to the House the just
reasons which they have for complaint, and in justification
of an equitable participation in the railway expenditures of
the Dominion. In the year 1881 there was owned, in the8
Province of Nova Scotia:a

Horses and horned cattle.

Nova C.B.
Scotis. Island.
382,770 69,409

Near
Field Producta-

Wheat, bushel,............... 522,602 49,615
la

Mr. Poeî'.

0. B.
County.
21,382

ic7

17,395
h

Field Produts-
L'arley, bushels,.......

Oats, bushels...............

Potatoes, bushels....,..

Hay, tons...........

Home made butter, Ibs. ........

Cheese, 1bB..... .........

Nova 0.B.
Seotia. Island.

228,748 35,479

1,873,113 527,239

7,378,387 1,284,842

597,731 107,825

7,465,285 1,603,586
Near j

501,655 198,851
Near j

C.B.
County.

11,223

150,020

453,815

26,208

447,202
ic

25,000

With regard to our commercial and shipping industry,
I might say, Sir, that owing to our long season of closed
navigation, which extends from the month of December
until the lst (and some years nearly the end) of May, we
have six months of comparative idleness; but, Sir, I propose
to show to the flouse the extent of our shipping, as com-

ared with some of the principal shipping ports of the
.Province, as an evidence that our people engaged in that
industry suffer for want of a railway. le harbor of Syd.
ney, I may say, is the principal harbor frequented by ship-
ping during the period of open navigation. The ship-
ping which entered that barbor durirg the year 1884,
according to the report of the harbor commissioners, for
that year was:

1ss4-steamers,..........-392
Sails.......... ,215

Total............ 1,607

sl83-Harboroqf Sgdrey, C. B.9
Steamers......... 395
sails............... 1,091

Total...... 1,486
1883-Pictou-open 7 months.

No. of steamers and vessels......1,540.
1883-Hatifax-open 12 montha.

Steamers and sailing vessels.... 775.

Tonnage..........275,977
é ........... 193,212

Total....... 469,189

Co.-open about 7 months.
Tonnage..........253,199

.........
164,694

Total.........417,893

(See Rep. Bar. Com.)
Total tonnage....217,634

(See Rep. Har. Cou..)
Total tonnage......301,103

Yessels and SYDNEY RARBOR BfIPPING.

Steamers. 1879. 1880. 1881. 1882.
No 1,160 1,173 1,017 1,100
Tons... 245,220 297,990 405,082 455,492

if Parliament had done as mach for the improvement of
commercial facilities in the harbor of Sydney as it did in
the harbor of Halifax, by building their railways, wharves,
elevators, docks, is it not proper to assume that the
commercial standing of Cape Breton would' to-day be double
what it is ? Referring to the harbor of Pictou, although
closed by ice during about the same time as the harbor of
Sydney, in view of the fact that by reason of the railway
from Halifax east having that as one of its terminal points,
being the only means of communication between Prince
Edward Island and Nova Scotia and the Dominion, I may
say it is hardly credible that with all those
advantages over Sydney that the tonnage of
Sydney exceeds it, in the year 1883, by 200,634 tone, and
its tonnage for the same year exceeds Halifax by 116,190.
Now, Mr. Speaker, with regard to the fishing. Imay be told,
Sir, that the fishing industry has no bearing on this railway
subject, but it has a very important bearing on the subject
of railway extension into Cape Breton. The fishermen of
Cape Breton, particularly in Cape Breton, in Inverness and
Victoria suffer many hardships,the mostof their shores being
surrounded with ice during five or six months of the year,
and having no outlot by land. They are, in consequence, com-
pelled to secure their supplies in many cases, for the spring
fishing, six months in advance, otherwise the best part of
the fishing season may be over before they can secure them
and get in readiness to commence their fishing after the
opening of navigation. In addition to this, they are com.
pelled to send their fish to market earlier in the season,
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and when the market is glutted and pricds low, for two
reasons: that they are compelled to do it in order to be able
to meet the obligations incurred in getting their supplies
the previous year, and because, if they do not ship before
winter sets in, they will not be able to ship for six or seven
months more. The fisheries of the Dominion, in the year
1883, were estimated as follows:-

1883.
9. Scotia. $7,689,374 75
N. B .......... 3,185,674 88
Quebec......... 2,l38,997 12
P. E.I......... 1,272,467 93
B. 0............ 1,644,645 42
Ontaro... 1,027,032 88

Total Dom..$16,958,192 98

0. B. Co..... $233,739 40
Inv ............ 530,323 50
Rich............ 352,933 90
Vic............ 159,168 40

Total 0. B..$1,176,215 20

Thus it will be seen that the Island of Cape Breton in that
year possessed one-fourteenth the fisheries of the Dominion.
flow much better would the condition -of this class
of our people be if they were in a position to get
their supplies whenever they wanted them, and not five
or six months before, and if they could send the products
of their labor into the markets of the world whenever
the prices would be most encouraging. But, Sir, with-
out a railway they cannot better their condition.
I will no«% refer to the coal industry, which is not by any
means the least in importance among the industries in
which our people are engaged. I may say, Sir, that this
industry suffers more injustice in the Island of Cape Breton,
owing to the absence of railway facilities and the manner
in which successive Governments have dealt with the rail.
ways of Nova Seotia, than any other industry. Through
this industry the people of Cape Breton, and I might say in
this particular, the people of the county I represent, have
contributed more revenue to the Provincial 'T'reasury than
Nova Scotia proper and more than the proportion accord-
ing to population, to tho Dominion Treasury. Notwith-
standing the fact that the building of railways in Nova
Scotia proper, by both the Local Legislature and Dominion,
not only encouraged the successful working of those mines
but created a market for about one-half the present output
of coal, between the quantity consumed by those railways
and the opening of markets which could not be reached by
them without a railway, and which could not be reached by
the people of Cape Breton. I will take the amount of
revenue paid by the Island of Cape Breton, as compared
with Nova Scotia, for a period of years before the existence
of those raiiways, and since, which are as follows, during
the period from beginning of 1864 to 1868:-

Total revenue
of N.B. from

coal.
1864to68. $284,561 73
1869 to73.. 312,137 92
1874to 78.. 310,787-29
1879 toSa.. 381,36 93

0. B. Is-
land pro-
portion.

$182,657 07
173,409 90
147,702 19
185,938 90

N. S. pro-
per pro-
portion.

$ 91,904 56
138,728 *2
163,085 10
195,426 03

Difference Difference
in favor of ln favor of

C. B. N.S.prop'r
$80,752 41 ..... ........

34,681 78 ...............
............... 15,382 91
...... ........ 9,487 13

Thus it will be seen that Cape Breton, in twenty
years, paid into the Provincial Treasury more revenue
by about $190,000 than Nova Scotia counties. In
consequence of having railway facilities the mining
managers of Nova Scotia have an unfair advantage over
those ->f Cape Breton, inasmuch as that during the winter
seasons, whena8s a general rale, they make their contracts
for the supply of coal at the various points, in this instance
the people of Nova Scotia can safely calculate the cost of
placing their coal at any point, knowing the railway charges,
while the people of Cape Breton, who are obliged to ship all
by water, have to depend on an uncertain state of freight
charges. Besides that, the Nova Scotians can work the
mines during the whole year, while the Cape Breton mines
are thrown into idleness for about six or seven months of
the year. It can be seen, by a statement in the Provincial
Engineer's Report, for Nova Scotia, that the building and

existence of those railways into the coal fields of Nova
Scotia have not only given increased activity to those col.
lieries, but that the railways in themselves have created a
permanent market for large quantities of coal from the
Nova Scotia mines. The coal supplied from the different
mines in Nova Scotia to the Intercolonial Railway, in 1880,
were as follows-

For Intercolonial use.
Tons.

New Glasgow........................ 95,8
Stellarton ......... . .................................. 125,373
Spring Hill................................................. 36,725
M accan......................................................... 892
Albion ..................... ,....., ............ 7,320
Dunmore .................................................. 13,240
Nappan.... ................... 20

278,655

Now the total sales for the colleries supplying this coal for
that year was

Ton@.
Plotou... ... ..... 434,922
Onmberland.........................134,671

569,593
One-half of which the Intercolonial Railway consumed.
Thus, the Government build the railways to carry their coal.
provide the cars in which it is carried, and take the coal in
the end and pay them the price for it at the expense of tho
people of Cape Breton, as well as those of any other part of
the Dominion, while our Cape Breton people have to build
their railways, harbors, piers, cars, &c., without any aid
and get no Government patronage in coal sales.

CO" SBLES BY cons, 1883.
Cumberland. Pictou.

lst quarter, lst May to 31st Nov. 49,198 78,565
2and " it April to30th June 58,644 116,756
3rd " IstJulyto30thSept. 55,213 156,602
4th " lut Oct. to 31st Dec. 59,292 109,886

Total tous........222,347 461,809
461,809

Total Cumberland and Pictou... 684,156

0. Breton. Totals.
14,231 114994

149,753 325.153
287,098 498,913
161,532 331,463

612,614 1,297,523

These were the coal shipments by quarters of the year.
Now, Sir, these facts go to show, that by reason of these
mines having railways running te their pits, they are in a
position to work their mines to nearly as good advantage in
the winter months as in the summer months, while the
people of the Island of Cape Breton, who work in the mines,
are idle, and have to maintain their equipment, their staff
of officers, a large number of horses to work their mines,
and feed them for nothing, during six months of the year.
Moreover, they are obliged to contribute their quota to.
wards the extension of railways in other parts of the Pro-
vince, while they do not participate themselves in the bene.
fits to the extent of one single dollar. That is the position
in the Island of Cape Breton, as compared with the rest of
Nova Scotia, in regard to railway facilities, and I hope that
the necessity which compelled me to call attention to the
matter at this early stage of my parliamentary career will
not exist after the rising of this Legislature at the present
Session. I hope the Administration will come before the
House with some policy which wlll provide for the exten.
sion of the Intercolonial Railway systei into the Island of
Cape Breton at a very early day. I hold that if they under.
took the extension of that railway into the Island, the ex.
penditure will be one which will be met by an additional
revenue from the Island that will place the Dominion
Treasury, within not manyyears, in the position in which it
was before a dollar was spent or contributed towards that
extension. This is what I have to say with regard to this
question, and in conclusion I have to apologiqe to the ouse
for taking up so much of its time, and to you., Mr. Speaker,
as a new member, for I«have proba.bly iravelled ontaide of
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the latitude to which I was entitled in connection with m
motion.

Motion agreed to.

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE AT PORT ROWAN.

Mr. JACKSON moved for:
Copies of aIl correspondence between the Government and the cap-

tain of the life-saving service at Port Rowan, Province of Ontaria, no
already brought down.
He said: During last Session I called the attention of the
Minister of Marine to the inefficiency of the life-saving
service at Port Rowan. At that time I submitted that the
service was deficient in everything except in a second or
third-class boat; the sailors were not provided with life-
preservers, life-jackets-they had no lines or mortars of
any kind, and these are all very important articles for such
a service. In answer to my motion, the hon. gentleman
stated as follows :-

"I am aware that the boat at that station does not possess ail the
improvements of the life-boats of the present day. I have, bowever,
had two of the most approved life-boats made in Buffalo, and I bave
specifications of those made, and they are now ready. I intend to have
a number of life-boats of the most approved vattern in use manufactured
as early as possible; and if the hon. gentleman's statement is correct,
that that is the most exposed position in the west, we shall place one of
the improved life-boats at that station."

At that time I made the statement that that was one of the
most exposed stations on the chain of lakes, and in proof of
that statement I would refer to the loss of life and property
which takes place there. There is no official record ,kept
in regard to these losses, so far as I can find, except for the
ton years between 1858 and 1868. A report was made for
that period and the losses of property amounted to over a
quarter million dollars while some twenty-seven lives were
lost. Since that time there have been no statistics kept, so far
as I know, but I am aware that in the fall of 1883 there were
five large vessels lost and eight valuable lives. Again, in
1884, a Canadian propellor, called the Fortune, was lost,
though I am happy to say that no lives were sacrificed.
The life-saving crew did noble work on that occasion in
saving the lives of tho people upon the propeller though
they labored under the disadvantage of having very ineffici-
ent boats. A few days before the Session opened I called
at Port Rowan and saw the captain of the life-saving ser-
vice there, and be told me that they had not been supplied
with anything during the last year, and the service
was in a deplorable condition, not even proper oars
for the service. He also told me that the men
employed there by the Government, including the captain
himself, had not been paid their wages. I think that con-
sidering the amount of money that is paid by this Govern.
ment for other purposes, it is too bad that men depending
on their daily wages for the support of themselves and their
families should not be paid the money whicb is due them.
I hope the Minister will not allow this notice to pas with-
out effect, but that he will take early stops to see that these
poor men are paid. They were compelled to sell their time
at a loss of 25 or 30 per cent., in order to maintain their
families. Since last Session my attention has been called
to a life-boat which is built in the United States, and I saw
a statement that the Americans are using a boat called
Capt. Dobbins' self-righting and self-baling boat, which is
said to be of a very superior character. At the time the
statement was made, eleven of those boats had been in the
service and all Lad given excellent satisfaction. Now, I
hope the hon. Minister will see Lis way clear to supply that
service with one of those new styles of boats on the opeuing
of navigation, and that before another fall the service will
be placed in an efficient state.

Mr. McLELA.N. The papers will be brought down as
rapidly as possible. I am surprised to hear from the hon.
gentleman that the men who were engaged in the service

Mr. McDouuALL.

at Port Rowan, during the past year, have not yet received
their pay. I will make enquiry into that matter. In ail
cases, as soon as the captain in charge of the station makes
bis return of the service performed for the period, the
cheques are immediatelyforwarded. I may sayfurther, that
on the specifications prepared last season of the Dobbins
life-boats, I called for tenders for twelve of them, and six
were ordered for construction in Ontario and six in the east.

t As it is a new work for the boat-builders, some delay oc-
curred, and we were not able to get the boats in.time for
last fall's service; but I had enquiries made a few weeeks ago
as to the condition of the work, and I am assured that the
boats will be ready for the spring service. They are of the
pattern the hon. gentleman describes-solf-righting and self-
baling. We have procured two of them from the United
States, and they are very excellent boats and give great
satisfaction.

Mr. JACKSON. Will the hon. gentleman see that these
men are paid ?

Mr. MoLELAN. I will make enquiries to see why they
have not been paid. If the returns have been sent in by
the captain, I will see that thoy are paid at once.

Motion agreed to,

CAPE TRAVERSE BRANCH-PAYMENT OF
LABOREIRS.

Mr. HACKETT moved for:
Copies of all petitions, letters and other correspondence between the

Government and any other parties relating to the payment of wages due
the laborers enployed on the construction of the Cape Traverse brauch
of the Prince Edward Island Railway.

He said: I desire to state that, in the spring of 1883, I
think, the Government called for tenders for the construc-
tion of the Cape Traverse branch of the Prince Edward
Island Railway. Messrs. Gray & Wheaton, contractors, of
New Brunswick, were the lowest tenderers, and were
awarded the contract. In prosecuting the work that
season, it appears that they took over with them some
men from New Brunswick, who were called sub-contractors,
who were supposed to have taken contracts under the
contractors and gone on with the work. A number
of people on the Island were employed in the work of con-
struction. Matters proceeded very favorably for a while,
but towards the close of the season a few of the sub-contrac-
tors left between two days, and a number of the laborers were
left unpaid. Now, Sir, the question was asked last Session
whether any provision had been made in the contract
whereby the laborers would be protected in regard to their
wages, or whether the Government would see that justice
was done to them; and Sir Charles Tapper replied as
follows:-

i There is a clause in the contract as follows :-
I'If the contractors fail at any time in paying the salaries or wges of

any person employed by them upon or in respect of the said works, or
ary of them, and any part of such salary be one month in arrear, or if
there be due to any such perion one month's wages or salary, the
engineer may notify the contractors to pay such salary or wages, and
if two days elapse and the ane be not paid in fulilup to the date of
payment, or to such other date as may be accordance with the terme
of employent of suchprson, then er Mjestydmnay psy te such parson
salary or vagés f rom any date te any date, and te any amount which
may be payable, and may charge the same to the contractors, and the
contractora covenant witi Her Majesty to repay at once and any and
évery aura aopaid.'

"It is th intention of the Government to do anything in their power
under this clause to protect the laborers."
I regret that nothing has been done to protect the
laborers, or to see that their wages have been paid under
this clause of the contract. I believe some negotiations were -
entered into to effect a compromise between the laborers and
the contractors. I think those negotiations were successful
to some extent; but a great many claims are still unpaid,
and the laborers, in their endeavors to secure their rights,
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entered actions against the contractors. In some cases
judgments have been obtained against the contractors in
the Island courts, but when the parties proceeded to enforce
judgment, no property could be found in the Province, the
contractors having left the Province. The matter, therofore,
now romains in the hands of the Government, and I hope
the Government, in accordance with the statement of Sir
Charles Tupper, will see that justice is done to the laborers,
and that when they consider it necessary to place in contracts
a clause of this kind, they will see the necessity of carrying
it into effect, by securing the payment of the laborers
engaged on this branch. Most of those people depend on
their labor to provide for themselves and their families, and
it bas been a great hardship to them, so far, to be kept out
of their just rights. When the papers come down, I hope
it will be found that some action has been taken by the
Government towards having them paid.

Mr. POPE. We have heard no complaints about the
laborers not being paid ; but all the papers will be brought
down.

Mr. DAVIES. I may say to the Acting Minister that
towards the close of last Sessiqn I asked the Minister of
Railways whether the contract for the construction of that
branch contained a clause allowing the Department to pay
the laborers in case the contractors failed to pay them, and
Sir Charles Tupper informed me that the contract did con-
tain such a clause, and that ho would take measures to see
it carried out. I was fully under the impression, after that
official statement, that the laborers would be paid. I would
ask the hon. Minister to look at that contract, and I think
ho will find that Sir Charles Tupper was right.

Mr. POPE. I am told that Mr. Archibald, before ho paid
the contractors, insisted that the laborers should be paid;
whether that is true or not I do not know, but that is the
rumor. It is very possible that they have not been paid
without our knowing anything about it. We have heard
no complaints. However, the matter will be looked into.

Mr. DAVIES. Complaints were made last Session, and
it was on those complaints that I called the attention of the
Minister of Railways to the matter, and ho then promised
to attend to it.

Motion agreed to.

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY.

Mr. MITCHELL moved:

For a copy of the document or instrument containing the assurance
received by the Government, on or about the 17th day of April last,
from the Grand Trunk Railway Company, referred to by the Right
Honourable Sir John A. Macdonald on that day in his place in this
fHouse, to the effect that the Grand Trunk Railway Oompany would
set aside £1,000,000 sterling for the purpose of double-tracking the
line of the Grand Trunk Railway between Montreal and Toronto.

Also, a copy of the report of the denial of the said assurance,
and of the statements alleged to have beau made in respect of it,
by 8ir Hanry Tyler, the president of the said company, at the meet-
ing thereof held in London, England, shortly after the said announce.
ment; and copies of all correspondence between the Government and
any official of the said company respecting the said assurance.

Ho said : It will be in the recollection of every hon.
gentleman present, that a very important discussion took
place during the last Session of Parliament upon the Bill pre-
sented by the Grand Trunk for the consideration of and pas-
sage through this House. I will not refer in detail to the
circumstances connected with that-I was going to say
nefarious-transaction, but I will say that a transaction
reflecting less credit upon the promoters of it, never
passed through this House, and it will be in the recollection
of every hon. gentleman in this House, that it became the
duty of the First Minister to put a notice on the paper to
recail the Bill, for the purpose of undoing the fraudulent
transaction comploted by.its passage through the Sonate and

its passage through this flouse. It will be recollected that it
became my duty as a public man, having taken an interest in
the matterto address a letter to the thon Minister of Railways
(Sir Charles Tupper),ain which 1 reviewed the whole transac-
tion, and it was upon that letter the action of the House.took
place which resulted in the First Minister putting a notice
on the paper to recall the Bill.' I will not go over in detail
the circumstances that transpired from day to day, lasting
some seven or eight days, in which the general manager of
the Grand Trunk Railway danced attendance around the
lobbies of this House and followed the right hon. the First
Minister, fawning upon him, for the purpose of getting out
of the difficulty. It will be in the recollection of every one
how the right hon. gentleman, who, I am sorry, is not in
his place, from day to day fenced the question as to what
was to be done in relation to that Bill, and it will be in the
recollection of every one, also,that after having been repeat-
edly called upon and having as repeatedly put off a decision
in relation to this matter, he said, in answer to me, on the
17th of April, last Session-but I will read both question
and reply:

"1Mr. MITCHELL. Before the Orders of the Day are called, I wish to
state that we were promised the matter of the Grand Trank Company
would be proceeled with to-day, and I should like ti know what the
right hou. gentleman proposes to do in relation to it.

"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That item will be dropped. The
Government have received assurance fro-n the Grand Trunk Railway
Company that they will set aside, out of the money, £1,000,ooo sterling
to be applied to no other purpose than the placing of a double track
between Montreal and Toronto."

Now, Sir, within a verv short time after that statement was
made by the right hon, gentleman, I findon the 25th of April
of the samo year, a report of a meeting of the Grand Trunk
Railway Company, held in London. The report is too long to
occupy the attention oftheflouse by reading all the sourrility
it contains, applied by the people who control that company
to the people of Canada, to the country of Canada, as a local-
ity for railway enterprise;to the Parliament of Canada and the
Government of Canada. The statements contained in that
report are most scandalous as applied to an independent
Parliament such as this. I will not occupy the time of the
House in reading them, but will confine myself to the object
of the motion I have in view, and to find who the Ananias
is in this transaction, for there is one, and a big one, Eome-
where. Sir Henry Tyler said, in reply to a jacknal of the
Grand Trunk Railway, by the name of Mr. William Abbott:

" I may mention that the triends of the CanadianPacific have been try.
ing to do us further harm, whilst Mir. Hickson has been endeavoring
to reduce the wages to a proper level-not to an inordinate low rate,
but to a proper and fair level. Our antagonists have been stirring up
strife amongst our men by articles in the newspapers, and by other
means, to try and get them not to accept the reduction. (Cries of
'sha-ue.') Mr. Abbott also asked about an alleged liability of a million
of pounds for doubling the line. We have incurred no liability for
doubling the line whatever. We are not going to ask you for any money
for that purpose at pre3ent, and the only statement which has been made
for which there is color is this: that when the Grand Trunk Act of 188t
was before Parliament, there was a question of recommitting it because
the Lower House did not agree to the amendments of the Ssnate."

That is the way they put it. If they said the House agreed
to recommit it because the legislation was stolon from the
Sonate by misrepresentation, it would have been nearer tho
truth.

" And in order to get it through this Session, Mr. Hickson said he
would have no objection if one million was reserved for the object of
doubling the line between Toronto and Montreal. That seems tobe
the state of affairs, according to a cble message we have received.
I have now only to put the resolution."

And so on. My object in bringing this resolution before the
flouse is to call the attention of this House to the scandalous
statements which these people make, the scandalous mis.
representations which they have made. The louse will
perhaps like to hoar some of them. I will give them some
tit-bits from the report ;
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"<Some persons have made the suggestion, and with a full view of
the law of libel facing me, I would ask how many of the members o
the Dominion Goverument who voted for the £6,000,000 when the
Canadian Pacifie were interested in the syndicate."
And so on:

" We have been asked to do the bidding of the canadian Parlia-
ment, but I wonder if it is worth while to speak about suoh a veaal and
corrupt place as it seems to be."

The report of these men's speeches abounds in suoh state-
ments and slanders upon the Parliament of Canada. I do
not, however, propose to deal with the slanderous state-
ments of these mon who have vilified Canada persistently,
who have slandered the country, the Government and Par-
liament, and who have attempted to destroy the credit and
the enterprises of our country; but what I want to find
out now is this: who told the truth in this inatter ? Did
Sir John, when he said that he had £1,000,000 stg. put
aside bv the Grand Trunk Railway for the purpose of
doubling the track, under an engagement with Mr. Hick-
son ? Did he tell the truth ? I believe he did. Or, taking
the statement made by Mr. Hickson to Sir Henry Tyler,
and repeated by him to the stockholders at their annual
meeting, did they tell the truth ? I now ask this House, in
accordance with the terms of the resolution, that the cor-
respondence and agreement in relation to that transaction
be brought down in order that %ve may judge them
ourselves.

Mr. POPE. I can only say to my hon. friend that he
must be quite aware that there has been no million of
dollars set apart, that there have been no bonds sold, that
the thing remains in the position in which it was when this
House adjourned. At the same time, I sympathise with
the hon. gentleman fully in his remarks as to the observa-
tions made respecting this Parliament. I do notthink they
were creditable to these people, and I am sure every hon.-
member of this House feels 1 hat the hon. gentleman has
only done his duty in raising that question. But with res-
pect to this other matter, I was absent from the House at
the time, and as regards the assurance, I know nothing;
but I know that there is no objection to bringing down the
papers. At the same time, there cau be no money set
apart, as no bonds have been sold.

Mr. MITCHELL. The right hon. the Premier told me
personally, after the House rose that day, that he had the
document, and that he would bring it down the very next
day and show it to me. I know that there is a document,
and accept the assurance of the hon. gentleman that it will
be broghtdown.

Motion agreed to.

f reduction should come entirely out of their ocean rate,
Whether they made that clear to the Government or not, I
know not. I have had no communication with the company
or with anyone on their behalf, except that I
as well as others have received this printed docu-
ment. But I have eard, by means of intending shippers
and others, that it was not the intention of the steamship
company that the railway company should participate in
the reduction, but that the reduction should come out of the
ocean rate, leaving the through rate to the railway com-
panies the same identically as that which wa accepted on
the arrangement with the other two steamship companies.
It is important to know.exactly how that is, and it is with
that view I move for this correspondence.

Motion agreed to.

TRENT VALLEY CANAL.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:
Copies of ail correspondence, reports to Council, Orders in Council,

reports of engineers on the ground, engineers in charge, and of the
Chief Engineer, plans and estimates of cost ia connection with the pro-
posed Trent Valley canal.

He said: It will be in the recollection of members of this
flouse who were members of the former flouse that this sub-
ject has occupied to some extent the attention of Parliament,
and also the attention of a very considerable section of the
country, and that votes have been taken on account in
respect to this canal from time to time. It will also be in
the recollection of some of us, who have relations more or
less close with that particular section of the country, that,
during the general election of 1882, very strong statements
were made by gentlemen very high in authority in the
Government of the country as to the intention and determin-
ation to carry out that canal. Not much progress, however,
has been made.

Mr. POPE. A good deal.

Mr. BLAKE. Well, we will see. Not much progress
has been made. On the contrary, it seems from the report
1 hold in my hand, the appendix to the report of the Min-
ister, that new plans altogether are now proposed to be
adopted, and a new investigation is proposed to be made.
The report, at page 131 of the appendix, says:

"TRENT VALLEY CNAL.

"A continuous location survey, estimate, &c., for the direct line, as
indicated in a previous report, was completed last spring,asnd its general
results given by me to the Honorable the Minister."

Sn that soon -ln a s oan lats nri n-S the reort and enstimatso

1IEROOLONIAL AND BRAVER STEAMSHIP LINE. were completed and the results given to the Minister. I
souglit, but I sought in vain, for that estimate, plan and

Mr. BLAKE moved for: results last Session. I was told that they were not com-
Ail correspondence between the Intercolonial officials or the Govern- pleted. At what period Mr. Rubidge supposes the spring

Ail corespodoncete end I do not know very well. The statemeut is vague,
ment and the Canada Shipping Company, or the Beaver lino f steam-ta
ships, with reference to the terme for through rates of freight over the and perhaps he thought the spring did not end until after
Intercolonial. the Parliament rose. But, however that may be, it seems
Hâe said: As I understand it, the other companies which that il is pretty nearly a year ago since so much was done.
deal with the Intercolonial have arranged a through rate "This," the officer goes on t oay, ''the most direct and practicable lino
which covers all points, land and sea transport, and which cf those examined, necessarily diverged in many important instances
is divided into certain pr rtions between the railway corn- from the route originally projected by Baird, in 1835; for which reason

. . Th irepresentations were subsequently made by perons locally iterested in
panes and the steamsnip compaies. This particular the undertaking, and acquainted with the character of the country
steamship company offered a lower through rate, traversed, to the effect that a closer adherence to, and the canalisation
and the inference I should draw from their statement of ail rivers connecting the several lakes was desirable ; that, althoagh

more circuitous, such a course would, nevertholess, be mach cheaper
is that they were not permitted to carry out their offer than its adoption by the Government of the lino surveyed by m and
because the Government declined to give them the reduced would vet be sufficiently direct for alil practical purposea, regard a a
rates applicable to the other companies unless they kept u naturaf navigable.highway to the west.

ratepp yh ip p aAc di ly, in view of such representations, and of the importancethe ocoan hond that on the other hand it is attache dto tle section of the bout location for this extensive work, the
stated that the Government was under the apprehension. Minister directed that additional information in relation to the original
that they would have to share in the reduction, while theI project should forthwith be obtained, to enable me to present an esti-
oompay is said to doclare that they intended that th ate themiereloas linf the report on surveys, te b.

Mr. MIeOEELL.
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"T.he necessary additional information has, in part, been obtained

during the past eummer, but a more-minute examination of the Severn,
River, and other waters not included in the surveys for the direct line,
remains to be accomplished, and as this work eau be more satisfactorily
performed on the ice, it will be proceeded with during the winter."
Of course, I suppose this will fnot be through until the
spring, and therefore I do not expect to recoive the report
of this new survey, but for the present it is clear that opera-
tions have terminated with reference to the old survey,
and that they terminated nearly a year ago. We have the
location survey, continuous, the estimate, and so forth,
nearly a year ago, and I hope we shall, at an early day,
have these papers placed before us.

Mr. POPE. I may say that we have pushed this for-
ward as fast as we could conveniently. The hon. gentle-
man knows that we never undertake to do anything with-
out doing it in the most economical way we can, and so we
proposed to utilise the ice; but, as he appears to be so
anxious that the work shall be carried out, that will be a
stimulus to us, and I shall push it forward as rapidly as pos-
sible.

Mir. BLAKE. Don't stimulate too much.
Motion agreed to.

CANADIA N PACIFIC R-ILWAY-WEiTER N
TERUINUS.

Mr. BLAKE. When we were discussing, last Session) the
plans for the final settlement of all financial arrangements
which might be essential to the completion of the Canadian
Pa3ific lRailway, from the Atlantic, on the one side, to the
Pacifie, on the other, I ventured to state that it would be
essential, in order to carry out the grand scheme of trans-
continental traffic, and to ensure the dropping upon our
happy and favored shores of all the riches of the Orient,
that some other port than Port Moody shouild be adopted
as the Pacifie terminus of the road. The hon. gentleman,
the then Minister of Railways-L was about to say the
hon. gentleman's predecessor, but that would be premature,
for at present the hon. gentleman is Minister of only one
railway, somewhere in the oastern townships, and is only
Acting Minister of all the other railways in Canada-

Mr. POPE. I will send you a pass.
Mr. BLAKE. Thank you very much, but how often

does the road go? The thon Minister of Railways, I say,
rather pooh-poohed the suggestion of mine that Port Moody
was not the best terminus in the world for the finest rail-
way in the world,- which was about to control the most
magnificent traffe in the world. fHe pointed ont that cer-
tain admirals and other persons high in authority had
reported that Port Moody was the harbor beyond all others,
a sort of paradise of harbors, and so I was, metaphorically
speaking, sat upon. But, not many months afterwards, I
observed in the newspapers, which, as I have had occasion
to remark before, always tell the truth, that the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company was about to leave this paradise
of harbors and seek Coal Harbor or English Bay, the two
points which I had suggeeted as affording the probable ter-
minus. I see that the vice-president and the chief engineer
or manager of the railway have been to British Columbia,
have surveyed the line, have decided to give up Port
Moody, have decided upon another terminus, and that ex-
tensive works are proposed, with the view of carrying ont
that plan. It will be interesting for us to understand how
far the work which has been accomplished by the Govern-
ment is to be utilised in this direction. I believe there is a
question as to the procise point on the hne which has been
contracted by the Government,where the road is to diverge to
the new terminus. It will also be important to know
what the ceest is to be for the projected addition to the Can-
adian Pacifie Railway. I therefore beg to move:
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For a plan of the proposed route or routes of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, from Port IMoody, or the neighborhood thereof, to Engliah Bay
or Coal Harbor, showing tbe point at which the, route chosen diverges
from the main line, and the distance thereof from the present terminuS
at Port Moody ; also an estimate of the cost of constructing the pro-
posed Une to the new Pacifie terminus, and of the cost uf the terminal
accommodations there.

Mr. POPE. There is no objection to the motion.
Government have not changed their mind, and if this road
is to be extended, it is a private enterprise, conducted by
the people themsolves. As to the cost, I know no more
about it than the hon. gentleman. No plan has been sub-
mitted to us. We still adhere to the terminus we had for-
merly selected, as suggested by Sir Charles Tupper.

Mr. BLAKE. Oh! oh 1
Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-THE NORTH
AMERICAN CONTRACTING COMPANY.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:
1. A statement of the present position of the debt of $600,000 due lat

Session by the North American Contracting Company, to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, with information as to whether the same has been
settled, and if so, when and upon what terms; and if unsettled, what
steps have been taken or are being taken to procure a settlement ; aiso,
a statement of the present position of a aum of about $600,000 invested
by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company in stock of the Canada
North-West Land Company, with a statement of its value, at thi>
average price for the month of January, 1885.

2. Also, plan and statement showing the grades and currps on the
line of the Canadian Pacifie Railway as far as constructed, inclnding
all the Government sections, but exclusive of the line constructed by the
company from the foot of the Rocky Mountains to Kamloops.

3. Also, a copy of the prospectus, advertisement and other papers in
connection with the recent proposal for the issue of bond@ of the On-
tario and Quebec Railway Company, guaranteed by the Canadian Pacifie
Bailway Company, with a statement of the amount sold, and the aver-
age rate.

4. Also, an estimate of the cost of the Canadian Pacifie Railway be-
tween Osllander and Port Arthur, divided under the usual heads of
sub-divisions in railway construction, with separate estimate for equip.
ment.

5. Also, a like estimate, in similar form, of the cost ofthe construction
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway between Cal gary and the summit of
the Rocky Mountains, and from the summit of the Rocky Mountains to
the junction with the Government section, each separately, with a
statement of the items in which a saving of $4,000,000 upon the estim-
ate of last Session is calculated by the officers of the company.

6. Also, a statement of the expenditure by the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way Company on any acconat, ercept the construction and equipment
of the contracted line between Callander aud Port Arthur, and between
Sekirk and Kamloops.

Mr. POPE. I can say to the hon. gentleman, we will
bring down all the information we can get. I cannot agree
to give him all that information; we probably could not get
it for the next two years if I did, it would take so long to get
itready. Still, we will biing it down as soon as we can.

Motion agreel to.

OXFORD AND NEW GLASGOW RAILWAY, N.S.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:

Copies of all correspondence, Orders in Council, contracte and other
papers in connection with the projected railway between Oxford and
New Glasgow, in Nova Scotia, or in relation to any companies. or indi-
viduals negotiating for the construction of any part of the projected
Short Lme, within the bounds of the Province of Nova Scotia ; and par-
ticularly an instrument signed by Sir Charles Tupper, then Minister of
Railways, about 9th May, 1884, whereby he, as representing the Crown,
entered into certain engagements with Norvin Green, president of the
Montreal and European Short Line Company, or with that company;
and aIl orders or arrangementse cancelling the said agreement, and of
the evidence as-to the ability of the company on which said agree-
ment was made ; and of al orders and authorities under which the Oxford
Branch Railway was completed,or money thereon expended out of the le-
tercolonial appropriation, and of al agreements in connection with such
expenditure; and of ail statetuents, representations and letters made by,
or on behalf of contractors, companies, railway companies, construction
companies, laborers, merchants or others, who have been concerned
in the work, and of aIl reports made to any Department, or to Couneil,
upon any of the above subjects.
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He said: Some time ago, when it was proposed by the
Minister of Railways to aid the project called "The Short
Line Company," I felt it my duty to enquire of him whether
he had such information as would enable him to say to us that
the company was in a position to carry out the work. In
the year 1883, I think it was, the hon. Minister gave us
very strong assurances upon that point. Hle said, amongst
other things:

" I have taken great pains to ascertain the financial standing and
p>sition of this company, and I think that I am in a position to state
that whatever work they will engage in they will carry through."

Well, we granted a subsidy, and the contract was let and
some work was done. In the prosecution of that work,
somehow or other, this same North American Contracting
Company that I have just been enquiring about in another
connection, got mixed up with it in some way. They
contracted to do the work, and they advanced a cer-
tain sum upon it-it seems, from some papers I read
in the House a while ago, some couple of hundred
thousand dollars. Then, just as in the case with their
larger contract for the Canadian Pacifie Railway, it was
not convenient to advance any more money and they
stopped ; and the sub-contractors were not paid, the store-
keepers were not paid, the laborers were not paid,
and then there was a general state of discomfort,
and trouble, and loss, and vexation to those who
had been connected with that work locally, apart from
the trouble that belonged to the localities from the non-
prosecution of the work. Last year the hona gentleman
brought forward another project. I called his attention to
the failures of his former assurances. I called his atten-
tion to those facts to which I have just now briefly referred,
and the Minister of Railways told me that it was all
right, that the trouble was that this company had been
engaged upon too small an affair. If they had a bigger
railway to build, ho said, they would have gone through
with it ; though I do not see that thoir having a larger
work would be a guarantee that it would be carried
through, because, either large or small, the result seems to
be the same. But that was what the Minister said, that
the enterprise was too smalli; and he proposed to enlarge
the enterprise by a proposition which he submitted to
the House, and which he said wonld ensure its successful
completion. So once again the Minister displayed the
art of showing the botter side of everything, and no doubt
when it becomes the duty of the hon. gentleman to whom
I am now looking to fulfil his part, he will emulate him.

Mr. POPE. I will try.
Mr. BLAKE. The Minister proved once again that the

Long Line Short Line Company was all right, whatever
the troubles of the Short Line Company might have been,
and the House granted the subsidy over again. It seems
we have been doing a little bit of work in connection with
the road. We have built a ballast siding, but which was
really part of the grand scheme at Oxford. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Pope) shakes his head, but as it forme part
of the grand scheme, .it was included in the contract ort
arrangement male with the cempany, and it was to be soldc
to them at cost as part of the sobeme.c

Mr. POPE. I never heard of it before.i
Mr. BLAKE. That shows the inconvenience of notb

having a real genuine Minister of Railways. If there was a
real Minister who was responsible for the duties of the office
he would doubtless have known about this matter, thoughI
the hon. gentleman does not.

Mr. POPE. Are you quite sure about the point ?
Mr. BLAKE. I am quite sure. I will give the proof. If

the hon, gentleman will turn to the Publie Accounts and n
look at the Intercolonial open account he will find a refer- h
once to the Oxford siding, that it is to be part of the Short i

Mr. BLAKE.
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Line Railway. But he las not read them, bocause ho is
not really Minister of Railways, and it is not his business to
look at or to be acquainted with the accounts relating to
this Department. There seems to have followed a lack of
performance in this respect as in the other. I tind, in the
report of the Acting Minister, a reference to this enterprise.
fe saye:

1' ,gotreal and European Short Line Railway Company (formerly the
Great American and European Short Line Railway Oompany.')-(&ee

No. 4, p. 24.).-In 1882 a subuidy was voted by Parhament to the extent
of $224,O0, for the construction of a line about seventy miles long, be-
tween Oxford, about thirty miles east of Amherst, and New Glasgow,

"Under date the 28th July, 1882, a contract was entered into with the
above named company for the building of this road, the work to be
completed by the lst of January, 1884.

''The company commenced work and continued operations until the
autumn of 1883, when work was suspended, and bas not since been
resumed. The contract, accordingly, became null and void. As the
aubsidy was to.be paid upon the completion of each ten-mile section,anl
as noone section wa completed, no portion of the subsidy bas been
paid."

That is all that is stated in the report. Another contract
was signed at a later date, and under the new arrangement
between the Montreai and European Short Line Railway
Company and Her Majesty, represented by Sir Charles
Tupper, as Minister of Railways, for the execution of the
larger project. I am creditably informed and believe that
such a contract was executed. The Acting Minister shakes
his head ; but once again,since ho did not know what is in the
Public Accounts, ho bas not accurately acquainted himself
with the fact, and the officials have not told him what tran-
spired before ho took charge of the Department. If he will
enquire he will find that on or about 8th May,1884, a contract
was made between the Queen, represented by Sir Charles
Tupper, Minister of Railways, and this company. What
has bocome of this contract, whether it has been nullified,
whether it was executed on conditions which have not been
carried out, I know not; but I am informed that such a
contract was executed, and I find in the Public Accounts
evidence of that fact, for I perceive that the Government
property, the Oxford siding, is to be transferred to this
company under some contract or arrangement, and I know
of none except the one to which I have referred. It is im-
portant to know what the truth is as to these transactions.
It is important to know what stops have been taen to-
wards the execution of this work. It is important to know
how far the Minister's plan, which had failed hitherto, had
really come to successful fruition, and what prospect there
is of those people in the locality, who really, as I have been
told, relied on the assurance given by the then Minister of
Railways, from his place in Parliament, as to the financial
stability and resources of the company, obtaining arrange-
ments to satisfy them for the loss which it seems too ikely
they will suffer unless something is done to put the enter-
prise on a proper footing.

Mr. POPE. I have no objection to the adoption of the
motion; but I may say to the hon. gentleman that ho is
mistaken in his statement that there ever was a second con-
tract signed by the Department. There was a proposed
contraet, bayed on the condition that these gentlemen wosld
commence the work within a certain time, but the contract
never waB to be handed over to them until they showed a
bond fide ability to build the road.

Mr. BL &KE. Was it signed ?
Mr. POPE. It was not signed by the Secretary of the

Department.
Mr. BLAKE. Was it signed.by the Minister?

Mr. POPE. It was signed by the Minister, but it was
not a completed contract. It was placed in the hands of
Mr. Pottinger, and afterwards sent to the Department,
where it lis remained ever since. It never was to ho a
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contract until certain things were done. It is true that
one condition of the contract was, at the instance of those
people, kept out of it, but the real object of the contract not
being completed until those people showed their bond
fides, was just to carry out the suggestion the hon. gentle-
man made. There has been no expenditure, either at Ox-
fard or anywhere else, except that which was of importance
to the Intercolonial Railway itself, and not dependent on
these people. I have no objection to the motion.

Motion agreed to.

RETURNS ORDERED.
List of ail the unsold [ndian lands in the township of Toronto, in the

county ot Peel.-(r. Paterson, Brant) for (Mr. Fleming).
Statement showing ail properties, islands and other lands, whether

built upon or not, belonging to the Dominion Government, and situated
within the limits of the county of Richelieu, the names of the parties
occupying the said propeities, as tenants or otherwise; the time for
which such properties are leased, the annual rent and the arrears due,
if any, on each such property, up to the 1st January, 1885.-(Mr. Massue.)

Çopy of Order in Council appointing J. H. Morgan as forestry com-
missioner; also copy of instructions accompanying same,; alao, date of
report from the said J. H. Morgan, which appeare as part of the last
report of the Minister of the Interior, and copies of any subsequent
reports and the date on which the same were received by the Depart-
ment; also, statement of any payments made to the said J. H. Morgan
subsequent to those appearing in the Public Accounts of 1884.-(Mr.
Paterson, Brant) for (Mr. Cameron, Middlesex).

1. A statement of the expenditure of the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company since the account in Mr. Stephen's letter to the Minister of
Railways and Canals, l5th Jannary, 1884, upon branch lines, specifying
each line, the expenditure thereon, the purpose thereof, and the addi-
tional mileage beyond 269 miles completed at the date of Mr. Stephen's
letter. 2. Statement of the cost of equipment of such branch lines. (a.)
At the date of said letter. (b.) Since that time. 3. Estimate for any
further cost of equipment for such branch lines, so far as completed.
4. Statement in detail of the further sums paid in respect of the exten-
sions or branches east of Callander since the date of said letter, when
they amounted to $3,203,050 5. A statement of the present condition
of the account for advances towards acquiring a lne to the seaboard
and for ather purposes, alleged to be within the charter, shown by the
said letter at $3,482,251 ; with a detail of any further payments of a like
character.-(Mr. Blake.)

Statement of the amount expended in repairing the breakwater at
Tracadie, Nova Scotia, from 3Oth June, 1881, to 31st January, 1885,
giving the names of ail persons to whom any portion of the ex-
penditure had been paid, together with the amount paid to each, and
for what; alo, copies of al correspondence relating to the same
between said dates.-(Mr. Mclsaac.)

Return of aIl certificates for liquor sold under section 99, clause 4,
second part of the Canada Temperance Act of 1878, by the physicians
of the several counties now under the said Act in Nova Scotia, giving
the names of each physician and the names of the persons to whom cer-
tificates were granted and the quantity supplied in each case, from lt
January, 1884, to lst January, 1885.-(Mr. Kirk.)

Return of ail correepondence, from let Januaryt 1884, to lt January,
1885, between W. H. Rogers, inspector of fisheries for Nova Scotia;
also, Mr. Sellon, overseer of river fisheries for Liverpool, Queen's
county, Nova Scotia; also, between John Millard, J. Newton Freeman,
S. J. R. Bill and others, and the Government or Department of Marine
and Fisheries, in reference to a breach of the sawdust law by putting
mill rubbish and shingle shavings into the Mersey River; showing also,
what fines have been imposed and how many collected ; if not coliected,
whether remitted.-(Mr. Forbes.)

Return showing ail sume of money paid and the dates of payment to
A. F. Wood and J. A. Wilkinson, or either of them, from the 1st day
of January, 1879, to the lt day of January, 1885. The work done or
services rendered as valuators or otherwise during each year. Showing
the number of days, weeks or months employed and the Aumber of
valuations made on the Murray canal. The amount paid to the several
parties on the recommendation or joint recommendations of them or
either of them. The length of time the claims had been in existence.
The amount claimed and the dates of payment, and the amount paid
and the travelling and all other expenses connected therewith and paid
to the said Wood and Wilkinson, or either of them, or to any other per-
son or persone, on their or either of their accounts.-(Mr. MoMullen.)

Return sbowing the.severalsums paid, and dates of payment, made by
the Government, between the lst day of January, 1884, and the 30th
day of June, 1884, and between the lst day of July and the 31st day of
December, 1884, to the several printing and publishing companies of
this Dominion, or to editors, agents or proprietors of newspapers or
publishers of any kind, for any work done or material furnished.-(Mr.
McMullen.) i

Copies of all Orders in Council, despatches and correspondence be'
tween the Goveruments of Canada and the United Kingdom, and be-
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tween the Government of Canada end Her Majesty's ambassador at
Washington, not already brought down, relating to the subject of ex-
tradition and extradition arrangement.-(Mr. Blake.)

Copy af the report made by the engineer, since January, 1884, on the
cost of erecting breakwaters at New Harbor and Indian Harbor in the
county of Guysboro', Nova Scotia, and a'so copy of report on White
Haven boat canal.-(Mr. Kirk )

Copies of the claim of J. B. Plante, of St. Charles, Bellechaeïe, in re-
lation to certain horses which he alle ges have been killed by a train of
the Intercolonial Railway, and of which he demande the value; copies
of the order referring the said claim to the officiai arbitrators, and of
their enquiry, report and award ; of the second reference to the said
arbitrators, and of their enquiry and further report; alo, all documents
and papers relating to the matter in question.-(Mr. Landry, Mont-
magny) for (Mr. Amyot.)

Capies of al correspondence and agreements between the Government
and the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, on the subject of immigra-
tion to Manitoba and the North-West, together with a statement show-
ing the amount expended by the company in promoting euch immigra-
tion, giving amoaunts paid, with dates, to whom paid, and nature of
service rendered; also, estimate of the company of number of persons
from foreiga countries who have actually settled there in each year
since date of charter.-(Mr. Paterson, Brant.)

Return showing the number of islande leased in the River St. Law.
rence, the names of such islands, the party or parties to whom leased,
and the yearly rental payable for each of the said islands respectively.-
(Mr. Wood, Brockville.)

Statements of the amount paid by the Government to Messrs. George
and Andrew Holland, or any other persons, for services as official
repor'ers of the Senate, or for short-hand work of any kind outside of
Parliamentary reporting, since 1st January, 1882.-(Mr. Auger.)

Copies of all papers connected with the sale of the Dundas and
Waterloo macadamized road by the Government, on the 15th day of
March, 1884, including previous applications by any municipality or
private parties for the purchase or other acquisition of the road, the
conditions under which the road was offered for sale ; statement in de-
tail of the expenses incurred in connection with the sale, to whom sold,
the amount realised and the amount and dates of thA payments made by
the purchaser, and the balance, if any, remaining unpaid at the date of
this order.-(Mr. Patersoa, Brant) for (Mr. Bain, Wentworth).

Mr. POPE moved the adjournment of the House.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 10:30 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THURSDAY, 19th February, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 45) respecting the representation of the Terri-
tories in the House of Commons.- (Mr. Cameron, Huron.)

Bill (No. 47) for the more effectual prevention of cruelty
to animals.-(Mr. Charlton.)

BILLS OF EXCHANGE AND PROMISSORY NOTES.

Mr. GIGAULT. (Translation). Asked leave to introduce
Bill (No. 46), further to amend the law relating to bills of
exchange and promissory notes.

Some hon. MEMBER3. Explain.

Mr. GIGAULT. (Translation). The present law pro-
vides that in order to make a protest valid, a bill of ex-
change or a promissory note must be presented at the office
of the bank or at the place 'where it is made payable. If
such office or indicated place of payment do not exist when
the note becomes due, the law does not state what ought to
be done. The object of the Bill which I beg leave to intro-
duce is to declare that the presentation of the bill of ex-
change or promissory note will not be necessary whenever
such office or place of payment shall have ceased to exist
when the bill or note becomes due. It also provides that
the notary or justice of the peace by whom the protest

1885.



COMMONS DEBATES FEBRUARY

shall be made shall make a declaration to the effect that
after due enquiry he has been unable to find the office or
place at which the bill of exchange or promissory note was
made payable.

Motion agreed, to and Bill read the first time.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-PORT MOODY
AND SAVONA FERRY SECTION.

Mr. HOMER asked, Has the Government granted to
A. Onderdonk an extension of time for the completion of
the contract on the Canadian Pacific Railway, between Port
Moody and Savona Ferry? If not, is it the intention of the
Government to grant A. Onderdonk an extension of time
for the completion of his contract between Port Moody and
Savona Ferry?

Mr. CARON. In the absence of the Minister of Rail-
ways, I have the honor to state that no extension has been
asked by Mr. Onderdonk, and no extension has been
granted.

DUTY ONFLOUR AND CORNMEAL.

Mr. FORBES asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment during the present Session of Parliament to increase
the rate of duty upon imported flour or cornmeal in accord-
ance with the request of the Millers' Association of Ontario?
If so, will the duty on ceal be increased aliso ?

Sir LEONARD TILL EY. The intentions of the Govern-
ment on this subject will be communicated to the House
when the Budget is brought down.

ALLAN STEAMSHIP COMPANY.

Mr. FORBES asked, Have the Government received
from the Allan Steamship Company, or from the estate of
the late Sir Hugh All«n, the amount due, or claimed by the
Department of Marine and Fisheries, for services;rendered
by the Government steamship Newfield, in aiding the
wrecked Allan steamship Moravian in 1881? If not, is it
the intention of the Government to take steps to recover
such amount ?

Mr. McLELAN. The amount settled upon between the
Allan Steamship Company and the Government has been
paid. There was some little delay as to the amount that
should be paid, in consequence of there being no principle
adepted as to the allowance that Government steamers
should receive for aid to private skips. I made enquiry of
the British Government and the United States Government
as to the practice followed there, we followed something
like the same practice, and the account was settled.

AID TO EMERSON, MANITOBA.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) asked, Has any demand been
recently made by the town of Emerson, Manitoba, for
financial or other aid ? If so, what is the nature and extent
of the demand? fHas the Government assented to the same
in w bole or in part, or bas any action been taken in the
premises ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Application has been made
by-the town of Emerson, and the Government are at this
moment considering it, and will probably arrive at a
decision in a few days. We have not arrived at a decision
yet.

EASTERN EXTEÑSION RAILWAY, N.S.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness) asked, What were the
earnings and the working expenses of the Eastern Exten-
sion Railway from New Glasgow to Port Mulgrave, Nova
Scotia, for each month of the calendar year 1884 ?

Mr. GIGAULT.

Mr. CARON. If the hon. gentleman would move for a
return of the papers instead of putting it in the shape of
a question, ihe papers will be brought down and the infor-
mation given.

EMPLOYMENT OF JOHN MOODY.

Mr. LISTER asked, Is John Moody employed in any
way in the Fishery Department of the Government? If so,
in what capacity, when was lie appointed, what is his salary,
and what are his duties ?

Mr. McLELAN. John B. Moody is employed as fishery
overseer under the Fishery Department. He was appointed
in 1880. is salary is $50 per annum. His duties consist
in enforcing the Fishery Act and regulations on the north
shore of the Sydenham River from its junction at Wallace-
burg to its source.

WHEAT AND FLOUR DUTIES.

Mr. BERGERON asked, Whether the Government in-
tend to make alterations in the tariff as respects wheat and
flour?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The answerl gave to my hon.
friend opposite (Mr. Forbes) must be the answer I give to
the hon. gentleman who asks this question.

SETTLERS IN THE MARITIME PROVINCES.

Mr. GILLMOR asked, low many of the immigrants
who arrived in this country from the lst January, 1884, to
the 31st December, from Europe,-have settled permanently
in each of the Maritime Provinces ?

Mr. CARON, On behalf of the Minister of Agriculture,
I beg to state, that, from the reports of the agents of the
Department of Agriculture, the following immigrants
entered the Maritime Provinces:-Nova Scotia, 1,436; New
Brunswick, 235; Prince Edward Island, 2; making alto-
gether, 1,673.

POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS.

Mr. STAIRS asked, When does the Government intend
to open the Post Offie Savings Banks in the Maritime
Provinces ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The Postmaster-General is
now opening Post Office Savings Banks in the Maritime
Provinces.

STATION AT ELGIN S PATION, COUNTY OF L'ISLET.

Mr. CASGRAIN askod, la it the intention of the
Government to erect a station for the accommodation of
passengers and for freight at Elgin Station, County of
L'Islet, on the Intercolonial Railway ?

Mr. CARON. It is not the intention of the Government
to bauild a station for freight at Elgin Station, County of
L'Islet.

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT ST. STEPHEN, N. B.

Mr. GILLMOR asked, Whether the building of the
Custom House and Post Office at St. Stephen, N. B., has yet
been commenced, on which 415,000 was voted previous to
the last general election of 1882; if not, when does -the
Government intend to commence those buildings?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The lot has been purchased
and paid for, and tenders will shortly be asked for.
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NORTH-WEST CENSUS.

Mr. FARROW asked, Infaking the census in Mani-
toba and the North-West, is there to be a column to ascer-
tain the last place of residence of settlers, previous to their
going to the North-West to settle ?

Mr. CARON. It is the intention of the Government to
add the column which the hon. gentleman has requested to
be added to the census to be taken in Manitoba.

REPORT OF THE PRINTING COMMITTEE.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). With the permission of the

House, I would like to move the adoption of the second
report of the Committee of both Houses on the printing of
Parliament. I suppose it ought properly to have been
moved when the motions were called, but 1 did not happen
to be in my place, and if the House will permit me I will
move it now. I may say that'the report mentions the
printing of certain documents; and in addition to that,
theée is a clause which continues the gratuity granted last
year to the assistant clerk in the Stationery Office, to the
new incumbent in the office, Mr. Clark. The position is
one requiring technical knowledge, and the gentleman
appointed to the office is a first-class proof-reader, and an
exceedingly good man for that position. The Committee
thought that the gratuity given last year of S400, might be
continued to the present incumbent.

Mr. BLAKE. I must ask the hon. gentleman not to put
that motion withont notice. I have no objection to the
recommendation.of the report as concerns the printing,
but as a general rule any motion which proposes to make a
charge on the service of the House ought to be preceded by
notice.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Of course, if the hon. gentle-
man objects that is a good reason for delaying the motion ;
but the report has been in the Votes and Proceedings for
the last three days.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes, but I am pointing out that by our
custom, when it is intended to move the adoption of a report
involving a charge, we have had notice given,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I take the opportunity,
with the permission of the House, of calling the attention of
the members of the Printing Committee to the desirability
of causing to be printed snob returns as those I have moved
for recently with respect to the receipts and expenditures
chargeable to the Consolidated Fund. I noticed they were
omitted last year. Now those are of some value. They
contain a good deal of information which it is sometimes
necessary to look back to in order to refresh one's memory.
There is no economy in delay because they might have to
be'mQved for again. They would only occupy half a page,
and jidging from what I have seen of our Sessional Papers
I must say there are a great many other pages occupied
with matter of much less importance. I direct the atten-
tion of the hon. member for Cardwell (Ur. White) and of the
ether members of the Printing Committee to t4at point. I
would also like to know whether any progress bas been
made in printing the reports of the Factory Commissioners.
1Ihese have been brought down in manuscript, but they are
rùther voluniinous, and I think if the Minister could have
caused them to be printed a littie in advance it would have
been a great convenience to the House.

BirLEONARD TILLEY. They were only finished the
day before I laid them on the Table of the House.

Sir -RICRARD CARTWRIGHT. Tbey will be printed
"promptly, I hope.

Mr. WRITE (Cardwell). I have no doubt that the
repors maight b. printed in the Sessional Papers with the
approbation of the committee. The committee had not
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met when the reports of the commissioners were laid on the
Table; and I declined to take the responsibility of ordering
their printing, as the chairman of the committee of the
other House did, without the acquiescence of the committee
itself.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. i would just mention
to the hon. member for Cardwell, that similar reports have
been printed in former Sessional Papers, but the practice
has not been uniform.

Mr. PATERSON (South Brant). I desire to remark to
the chairman of the Printing Committee with reference to
the report of the commissioners that it is stated in the
Order iv Council appointing them, that the information was
sought for for the purpose of enabling us to take legislative
action thereupon. It is probable they will be used hy the
Finance.Minister in making his statement, and the hon.
gentleman will see how necessary it is that members of the
IIouse should have the report of these commissioners in
print before that debate comes on. I would like to ask
him if lie thinks it could be rapidly accomçlished.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). If it is the desire of the House
that it should be printed, we can give orders immediately
to have it printed.

Mr. BLAKE. This document was heralded some months
ago by the Finance Minister as an important document, and
I dare say we shall hear a good deal about it, and it ougbt
to be printed in full.

LIFE SAVING CREW AT PORT ROWAN.

Mr. McLELAN. A few days ago the hon. member for
South Norfolk (Mr. Jackson) enquired of me respecting the
payment of the life-saving crew at Port Rowan. I find upon
enquiry that the detailed account qn the services of the
crew was not received at the office until the 8th of February.
It was im'nediately taken up, and the cheques have been
despatched to each of the crew engaged in the service.

THE BUDGET.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I would like to call the attention of the
Finance Minister to the fact that to-day completes the third
week since we were summoned. We have been summoned
two or three weeks later than usual, and#he hon. gentle-
man may see from the questions put to him by various mem-
bers of the House, that the public are getting very anxious
to hear what h lias to say about the financial condition of
the country. I think it would be a great convenience
to ail if the Minister were able to tell us within a day
or two when lie thinks he can make his financial statement.
Until we get that he is aware the actual business of the Ses-
sion cannot make any very rapid progress. I have no doubt
that on this, as on other occasions, considerable discussion
must arise, and it would beof interest to all on both sides
if the hon. Minister could give us some indication when he
will bring down the Estimates and when ho will make his
statement.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I am not in a position to
state the day that we will be able to lay the Estimates on
the Table of the House or to make the financial statement.
I should hope that we might be able to do so to-morrow
week. As next Saturday is at the disposal of the Govern-
ment I may be in a position to make the statement on Friday
of next week; I am afraid I will not be able to make it
on Tuesday.

Sir R[CHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose I may
aesume it will not be earlier.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; I think not.
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HOLES IN ICE ON FREQUENTED WATERS.

House resolved itself into committee on Bill (No. 22) to
amend the criminal law and to declare it a misdemeanor to
leave unguarded and exposed holes cut in the ice on navi-
gable or frequented watere.-(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton.)

(In the Committee.)

Mr. IVES. I move that after the word "justice " in the
first section, the words "or district magistrate " be added.
In the Province of Quebec district magistrates would be
the officers before whom cases of this kind would naturally
be tried. I also move that after the word "city " the
words "judicial district or county" be added. Our divi-
sions .with respect to justices of the peace or magistrates
are divided into judicial districts rather than into counties,

Amendments agreed to.
Mr. HALL. I beg to move that the following be inserted

as section 2 of the Bill:-
The owner, manager or superintendent of any abandoned or unused

mine or quarry or property upon or in which any excavation in search
of minesdor quarries has been or shal hereafter be made of a sufficient
area and depth to endanger human life, who shall leave the smre
unguarded and unenclosed by a guard or fence of sufficient height and
strength to prevent any person from accidentally riding, driving, walk-
ing or falling therein, shall be guilty of a miedemeanor, and shall be
liable to be punisbed by fine or imprisonment or both, before any justice
of the peace having jurisdiction in the locality in which said mine or
quarry is situate.

This is almost identical with the English law in that
respect, except that I have added "quarry " to the word
mine.

Motion agreed to.

Mr. HALL.
section 3:

I beg to move that the following be

If within ten days after conviction for one of the offences referred to
in the first and second clauses of this Act, a suitable fence is not con-
structed around said exposed opening, to conform to the provisions of
this Act, the person or persons liable for such omission may be again
complained of and convicted for said offence, and the plea of a former
conviction therefor shall not avail to him or them as a relief from said
complaints and conviction.

Mr. MACDONALD (King's, P.E.I.) I think there are very
serious objections to this Bill from a Prince Edward Island
standpoint. We are accustomed to catting ice in our rivers
and taking ont manure for agricultural purposes, and if the
people who aç& engaged in that occupation are required to
fonce in all the holes they make it will prove a very great
hardship. I do not know of any accident having happened
for lack of proper precaution boing taken to fonce in holes
made for that purpose. According to this Bill, all persons
digging and cutting holes in the ice will be required to
fonce in the holes they make, and this, I repeat, will prove
a great hardship. Thore are certain other parts of the
country where ice is cut for packing purposes, and the
people engaged in the work will also be affected by a law
of this kind. I think due care should not be taken that such a
measure as that should become a hardship instead of a bene-
fit to the general public.

Mr. DAVIES. The Bill is one that looks reasonable, and
I am loath to give it my opposition, but the remarks of my
colleague prove that as regards our Province at least, in the
creeks and bays of which the farmers are accustomed to
keep holes in the ice open for the digging of mussels, it
might work a hardship, and besides that it would hardly
be necessary as thse holes are guarded by putting up trees
around them, and I never heard of an accident occurring.
It is impossible that they could be protected in the manner
provided by the Bill, because horses are used for a space of
20 or 30 feet from the holes, and to inclose these openings
and the spaces which the horses occupy would prevent the
farmers engaging in that work at all. As I remarked

Sir LEoNARD TILLEY.

before, the Bill looks so reasonable on its face that one does
not like to object to it, but in its practical application I fear
that it would either be evaded altogether, or if attempted
to be enforced it will act very hardly. There never have
been any accidents that I have heard of by leaving these
openings unprotected; on the contrary, as the farmers
erect a barrier of brush around them they are not on the
direct line of travel and therefore accidents could hardly
occur. The Bill may apply very well to the bay at Hamil-
ton from which city the promoter comes, but I do not
think it should apply to our Province.

Mr. MITCHELL. I should think that if this measure
becomes law it will completely put a stop to the immense
winter fisheries in my own county, and I suppose there are
not less than 700 or 800 holes in the ice in the main river
in that county. That industry gives employment to many
hundreds of people constantly, and if the Bill becomes law
it will practically preclude the fishermen from carrying on
their business. Now I have seen the effects-in relation to
that Province-of the winter fisheries of our country for a
great many years, and I believe I may safely say that not
within my memory bas it ever occurred that these fishing
holes proved dangerous to human life. Such a thing may
occur, as accidents occur to individuals travelling by rail,
but they are the ordinary casualties which cannot be
avoided on any ordinary highway of the country, but if
this Bill passes requiring that a fence of a certain
height should be placed around the holes, there being
hundreds of them in the river, it will practically put a stop
to that branch of the business. I think the mover of the
Bill should hesitate before lie forces us into that position.
We have found no practical difficulty from the present
state of protection, or the local requirements in relation to
the protection of these fishing holes, and the universal
custom in the principal river in my county-the second
largest river in the Province-is one which amply ensures
this protection. I may here siate, before I point out the
custom on that river, that I doubt whether this Parliament
has any right to deal with a matter of this kind. It
appears to me to be a matter of purely municipal regula-
tion, to be dealt with, if at all, by the municipal councils or
the Local Parliaments, and not to be brought in bore, where
I claim we have nothing to do with it. The custom in our
Province-the law in the Province of New Brunswick is,
that the municipal councils have power, under a pro-
vincial Statute, to make regulations in relation to
fishing holes or other openings made in the rivera for the
purpose of carrying on business, and the regulation
which is required by the municipal corporation in
Northumberland County is this: That every fishing hole
shall be indicated by placing green bushes around
it. They cut two or three spruce bushes, 7 or 8 feet high,
and they place them at the holes as an indication, a warning,
a sign post to the public, and that is all the protection
which is required, and all the protection they have had
within my memory at all ovents. Now there are some 700
or 800 or more fishermen at work in my county, and in
other coubties the same state of things exists, and if the3e
men have to fonce up these holes on the different rivera it
will greatly embarrass them in the operation of their fiahing,
and will create much trouble and expense. If the hon.
gentleman desires any protection in relation to his locality
et him confine it to the Province of Ontario, or the harbor
>f Hamilton, or wherever else it may be required; but do
not let him by a law of this kind, applying all over the
Dominion, embarrass existing regulations and lead to dis-
turbance and dissatisfaction amongst the industrious fisher-
non in our country. We do not require such a protection,-
and in my opinion the Bill would be adetriment to the pro-
ecution of business and should not be allowed to pass. I
>elieve the section of which I speak is already passed by
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the committee, but I shall take the earliest opportunity at
the proper stage to move that it be referred back for recon-
sideration.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). I believe that the people of
that portion of the Province of Ontario from which I come
would not wish this Bill to become law. A few years ago
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company tried the experi-
ment of running a ferry across the St. Lawrence between
Brockville and Morristown. It was attended with a great
deal of expense, but it has proved successful after the out-
lay of a great deal of money and enterprise on the part of
the company. Now it seems to me that if the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company are to continue to run that boat
through the winter, when they have to break holes in the ice
as they have to do, leaving large apertures exposed, it will
bring them under the operation of this clause, which would
be not only a great injustice to the company but would
altogether prohibit the only means of communication we
now have between the State of New York, or I may say the
United States, and that portion of Ontario. For that reason
I cannot support this provision of the Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. The observations whieh have fallen from
several hon. members sufficiently show that the Govern-
ment has not acted with discretion in permitting this Bill
to take the stage of Committee of the Whole, without having
previously sifted it in a Select Committee, according to the
customary mode of dealing with legislation affecting the
criminal law introduced by private members. We have
seen from tbe statements made by the hon. gentleman who
last spoke and others who come from different parts of the
country, that a measure of this kind should have been referred
to a committee whose members could consult with their
fellow members from their different Provinces, as to the
peculiar local circumstances, and would e scertain whether
it was possible so to mould the legislation as to make it at
once uniform and just to all. I think therefore it would be
a very convenient course that the committee should rise and
report progress, and instead of the measure being further
prosecuted in Committee of the Whole at this stage, the
order for its reference should be discharged and a reference
to a Select Committee composed of members from the dif-
ferent Provinces take its place, and after that it could go
through Committee of the Whole. With reference to the
remarks of the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell) there is a great deal of force in them,-not as I
judge in a constitutional view, but as a question of policy. We
can make almost anything a crime or a matter of criminal law
here. The hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
has for several years endeavored to make that which is now
a matter of civil right in the Provinces, a crime; and so
with this matter-we may draw it within our jurisdiction.
But in a matter of this kind, particularly where there are
different interests and necessities in different parts of
the country, it may be impolitic to bring it within the
scope of the criminal law, because there is no doubt that the
Local Legislatures would have power to pass laws prohibit-
ing the cutting of these holes without sufficient protection,
and providing for the punishment of the breach of such
laws by fine or imprisonment. There is ample power in
the Local Legislatures to do all that may be necessary in
order to protect individuals of the locality without resorting
to this Parliament at all. Although therefore we have the
power to make this a crime, it may be a question whether
it is expedient to make it a crime, as municipal provision
has been made in some of the Provinces, and may
be made in others, and the conditions may be se various as
to make it difficult to make an equitable change in the
criminal law.

Mr. CARON. The discussion on this Billihas brought
out some suggestions from hon. members which I think
should be considered before the Bill is proceeded with any

further; and, especially as the hon. gentleman who has
introduced the Bill happens not to be in his seat at present,
I think the Committee should rise, report progress, and ask
leave to sit again. So far as the principle of the Bill itself
is concerned, the protection of the lives of people who have
to drive over rivers, and who are exposed to considerable
danger, especially at night. from the carelessness of people
who for one purpose or another eut holes in the ice, I
believe the principle in itself is a good principle. However,
several hon. members from the Maritime Provinces have
pointed out objections to the Bill which to my mind deserve
more consideration than has been given to them, and I
would move that the committee now rise, report progress,
and ask leave to sit again. When the louse again comes
to consider the Bill, the hon. gentleman who has introduced
it may be present, and may be willing to accept some of
the suggestions which have been made. If my memory
serves me rightly, this Bill was last Session referred to a
Select Committee.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). No, the year before.
Mr. WATSON. As reference has been made to the

Eastern Provinces, I hope the Western Provinces will not
be forgotten. A great number of men are employed every
winter fishing on Lake Manitoba and Lake Winnipeg, and
if it were made a criminal offence to eut holes in the ice, a
great hardship would be caused to the people.

Mr. IVES. I do not think it would be necessary to com-
sider Manitoba, because it is understood that the settlers are
all going to Dakota.

Mr. HALL. Having taken charge of this Blil, in the
absence of the mover, I desire to say a word. It is unfortu-
nate that the objections which have been raised against it
were not made at the second reading, The bon. member for
Hamilton (Mr. Robertson) went away under the impression
that the principle of the Bill was accepted by the Fiouse.
It has been before the House two Sessions. In the first
Session, it was referred to a committee which had charge of
other Bills of a similar character, and by some accident it
did not again reach the louse. The hon. member for Nor-
thumberland (Mr. Mitchell) will see that there is a
difficulty in the way of leaving the question to local legisla-
tion, because it concerns the criminal law. I believe, more-
over, that the practical difficulty which led the hon. mem-
ber for Hamilton to bring it before this House was that it
applies to rivers which form the boundaries between muni-
cipalities. There can be no objection, howiver, to referring
the matter to a committee, and I second the motion made
to that effect.

Mr. MITCHELL. If the hon. gentleman will consent to
limit the Bill to rivers which forn the boundaries of muni-
cipalities, I would have no objection to it.

Mr. HALL. I think it would be better to refer it to the
committee, and then all the objections could be considered.

Mr. BLAKE. It would not do to say that what is no
crime in one river is a crime in another.

Committee rose and reported progress.

SUPREME COURT.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny) (Translation) moved that
Bill (No. 3) to limit the appellate jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court, be now read the second time. He said : In
moving the second reading of this Bill to limit the appel-
late jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, 1 think it is my
duty to say a few words to justify the legislation I now
propose. I do not intend to make a historical sketch of
past legislation on this matter, nor do I wish to point out to
the Hlouse and to the country wherein such legislation
affects, in most of its details at least, the position of the
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Province to which I belong, and the laws which were passed
in that Province. It will be remombered thatthe Supreme
Court Act was introduced in 1875. It was introduced by
one of those who are now occupying the position of judges
of that court, by the Hon. Justice Fournier, who was then
the representative of the county of Bellechasse. The
legislation of that time defines the composition of that
tribunal, and if we open the Statutes of Canada, 38th Vic.,
chap. 11, we find that section 4 says:

" fer Majesty may appoint, by letters patent, under the Great Seal of
Canada, one person, who is or who has been a judge of one of the
Superior Courts in any of the Provinces forming part of the Dominion
of Canada, or who is a barrister or advocate of at least ten years'
standing at the bar of any one of the said Provinces, to be Chief
Justice of the said court, anl five persons who are or have been respec-
tively judgos of the said Superior Courts, or who are barristers or ad-
vocates ofat least ten years' standing at the bar of one of the said
Provinces, to be puisne judges of the said court, two of whom at least
shall be taken from among the judges of the Superior Court or Court
of Queen's Bench, or the barristers or advocates of the Province of
Quebec ; and vacanoies in any of the said offices shall, from time to
time, be filled in like manner."

As will be seen by the above provision of the law, the Pro-
vince of Qaebec was only entitled to two judges out of the
six which were to form this tribunal. As to the jurisdic-
tion of the court itself, it is established by section 17 of the
same Act which as:

''Subject to the limitations and provisions hereinafter made, an appeal
shal lie to the Supreme Court from all final judgments of the highest
court of final resort, whether such a court be a court of appeal or of
original jurisdiction, now or hereafter established in any Province of
Canada, in cases in which the court of original jurisdiction is a Supe-
rior Court: Provided that no appeal shall be allowed from anyjudg-
ment rendered in the Province of Quebee, in any case wherein the sum
or value of the matter in disputa does not amount to $ 1,000; and the
right to appeal in civil cases, given by this Act, shall be understood to
be given in such cases oaly as are mentione in this section, except
exchequer cases and cases of mandamu, habeas crpus or mu-&icipal by-
laws, as hereinafter-provided."

That legislation gave to the court its composition \nd its
jurisdiction. To-day we are asking for legisiation to do
away with these inconveniences, for the reason that the
composition of the court offers no guarantee to the Province
of Quebec in particular, and the same complaint has been
made by several other Provinces, as I shali prove in a few
moments. This is due to the composition of the court it-
self, and also to the jurisdic.ion which is given to it. The
source of the grievances which are complained of to day is
fcund in the exorcise of that jurisdiction by the persons
who are members of the Supreme Court. In the first place,
Mr. Speaker, as I said a moment ago, the Supreme Court
only contains two judges from the Province of Quebec, and
from this point of view we considcr that the constitution of
that court is defective.

Mr. GEOFFRION (lranslation).
ail from the Province of Quebec?

Why not take them

Mr. LANDRY (hfontmagny). (Translation.) I am asked,
Mr. Speaker, why we should not take thcm all from the
Province of Quebec ? You will see, Mr. Speaker, that if he
only listens to my argument the hon. member who has just
interrupted me will find an answer to his question. If the
several judges of whom- the Supreme Court is composed
were all conversant with our laws, if they were familiar
with all the laws of the Province ot Quebec, with
the French laws and civil laws; if before that
court lawyers from any one of the Provinces had
f ull liberty to plead either in French or in
English, I could well understand that one of tho great ob-
jections aaint that court would be deprived of its strength,
but under the present circumstances that court is closed to
lawyers of the Province of Quebec, who are unable to plead
in French before it, for the good reason that they are not
sure that they will be understood by several of the judges.
This complaint has been formulated long ago. Every year
it has been made here, within these walls ; it has been dis-

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny).

cussed in the press of the country, it has been uttered
among the people of the Provinces. People are complain-
ing that the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court is an in-
fringement on the rights of the Provinces, on provinoial
legislation. In order to show what is public opinion on
that point, I could not do any better than to quote textually
the words which have been uttered, under various circuin-
stances, on the floor of this House, respecting the composi.
tion of that court. In 1881 the hon. member for Laval,
(Mr. Ouimet) speaking on this question said:

" These judges for Ontario never learned or practised our Qitebec lawi,
in respect of which they are to decide any cases brought before them. It
is absurd to expect that those judges can, by merely opening our civil
code or any of our French books-some of them do not understand or
read French-cau understand our law. I therefore say the constitution
of the court is vicions and absurd. I will vote for its maintenance if
properly remedied."

An hon. member from another county (Mr. MacCuaig),
who was a representative of the county of Prince Edward
in 1880, stated as follows :-

'' The opinion entertained by the majority of the inhabitants of the
county I represent, is this: We have a Supreme Court composed of six
men, two from Ontaro, two from Quebec, and two from the Maritime
Provinces. As I understand the matter, the two judges from Ontario
are not at all familiar with the laws of Quebec, while the two judges
from the Maritime Provinces are not familiar with the laws of eith-r
Ontario nor Quebec. Now, in Ontario, we have an Appeal Court com-
posed of four judges of high legal attainments, and well qualified to
decide finally upon most every case that comes before them. But a case
taken from our Court of Appeal, presided over by four judges of Ontario,
may be taken te the Supreme Court, and their judgment overruoed by
four judges lfrom Quebec and the Mïritime Provinces, net at aIl familiar
with our laws. This is not a all calculated te create any confidence in
the decisions of the Supreme Ciurt. I am told that in the Province of
Quebec the Court of Appeal is ecmposed of five judges, and they are
certainly entirely better qualified to decide, according to the laws of the
Province, than the four judges of the Supreme Uourt eau be, who core
from the other Provinces."

The bon. member for Halton (Mr. McDaugall) also ex-
pressed hi mself as follows at that time:-

''It does seem, on the face of it, rather absurd to appeal from 4te judg-
ments of a court of five judges, especially upon questions arising ont of
the civil laws peculiar te the Province of Quebec, toa court of six judges,
only two of whom have any real knowledge or acquaintennnce with the
principles of those laws. It seems m>re absurd still, when an appeal is
taken from the judgments of courts in Ontario, that in this court,
although the two supreme Court judges from Ontario may concur, that
their judgment should be overborne by the opinions of the judges from
the other Provinces, who are net familiar with the laws of Ontario."

The Government themselves, I think, were of the same
opinion as to the composition of the tribunal of the Supreme
Court, and the hon. Minister of Public Works then uttered
the following words, on the importance of wh'ch I beg to
call the attention of the flouse:-

" I desire te be careful as te what I say, net only because I am speak-
ing as a member of Parliament. but because of my position as Minister
of the Crown. I de not charge these judges with dereliction of duty
which is charged against them outside, because I have no evidence of
it. I wish te show, however, that the complaint made by the hon.
member for Montmagny does net come from him alone, but is felt
throughout the whole Province of Quebec, that the judgments of that
court are net really rendered by the whole þench, but are the result of
the deliberations of the two judges from that Province. This is nufortu-
nate,and dihope the natter will be considered, in order that the evil
may be remedied."

The hon. member for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins) also
expressed, in the mon th of April, 1879, the following opinion
on the matter:-

"Ilt would be easy far the ouse te understand the cause of thia dis-
like when it was borne in mmd that whilst no one could ait as a judge
in the Superior Court or in the Court of Queen's dench, in the Province
of Quebec, without having first followed a course of law and practised
as a lawyer during at least ten years for this tribunal of last resort, and
which was called upon te.confirm or reverse the decisions of Quebee
Jud ges, four out of t he air judges were chosen from the other Provinces,
without being previously obliged te study the civil laws of the Pro-
vince of Quebec."
The hon. member for Jacques Cartier, who introduced, a
few years ago, a Bill altogether similar to that which I am
now presenting myself, addressing himself to the Speaker
of this Hlouse, said:-
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"But we ail know that the Province of Quebec occupies a very excep-
twme position, as fat as lier system of local jurisprudence is concerned.
We dil koo* that it i the only ProtiOee whieh is governed by the
principlès of the civil law, as amended in old France, while ail the
other Provinces are governed by the principles of English common
law. Let us look at the personel of the six judges composing the
,upreme Court. Four of them are judges of the English common law,
arid only two of them are conversant with the principles of the civil law,
which rule the Province of-Quebec; only three know the French lan-
guage, in which aIl or nearly al our laws are written, and so one-half of
the coort can not even learu our laws. I ask, is it possible that, under
thèse creumstances, the people of that Province can be satisfied to see
tbe decisions of their Superior Court. presided over by a judge generally
of long experience, revised, as they are often, by the Court of Review,
composed of three judges, and finally examined by the Court of Appeal,
composéd of firejudges, every one of them being lawyers of several
years' standing, and familiar with the principles of our own peculiar
systein of jurisprudence. I say, is it to be expected that the people of
Quebec Would be satisfied to see this Supreme Court, where only two
judges are supposed to know anything of our 1>)cal laws and customs,
reverse the decisions of all these courts?

Such are, Mr. Speaker, the opinions which have be ex-
pressed since the Supreme Court exists. These opinions or
fears have been felt by another hon. member who was
my predecessor as representative of the county of
Montmagny. In 1875, Mr. Taschereau, now one of the
judges of the Supreme Court, expressed fears, whieh were
about identical to theee, by addressing the House in the fol-
lowing words:-

"sA regarded their civil cases, he humbly thought that the people of
their Province were quite satisfied with the different degrees of jurisdic-
tion now existing in Quebec. It was a well known fact that their court
of last resort, the Court of Queen's Bench, was now so composed as to
inspire full confidence and respect. Of the decisions of this high and
eulightened tribunal the Bill proposes that an appeal will be to the
Supreme Court in ail cases where the amount or value of the thing de-
manded shall exceed $1,000 currency. Weil, how would these cases be
dispoeed of? Qut of six judges who would compose the Supreme Court,
he did not expect that their own Province would be represented by
more than two judges, and OUT own population, the French Canadian
elenient, by more than uone judge, perhaps. Without alluding for the
present to the intairness of this proportion, if it was adopted, and with-
out insisting now on the fact that their population was about one-fourth
of the population of the whole Daminion, h would content himself with
laying down this proposition : one of two things. Ether the two judges
from Quebec would, in fact, control the whole court in the decision of
civil cases coming from Lower Canada, and in that case the authority
of their Court of Queen's Bench, composed of five judges, would be
superseded by that of two jndges, who could not be possibly more com-
petent than the members of their Court of Appeals, and might possibly
be inferior to them. And, moreever, in that case, the two judges from
Quebec might differ one from the other, and then the decision of the
case would rest altogether with the other members of the court, un-
familiar with their laws and customs. Or, in the other supposition, the
entire court will presume to hear and judge their civil cases, and then
their two judges, aithough agreeing together, might find themselves in
a minority, and the, they should fiud, perhaps, the deciîion Of all their
Lowêr Canada courts, of aIl their Lower Canada judges, reversed by
judges of other Pruvinces. The truth, the exact truti of this proposi-
tion, could not be denied, and the danger to which he drew their at-
tention was too apparent and too imminent to be overlooked."

Such were, in the past, Mr. Speaker, the fears entertained
when the Supreme Court was established. Now the ex-
perience of the past bas not, lu the least, dispelled the
hostile feeling against the constitution and composition of
that court, which has been manifested mostly in the Province
of Quebec. This hostility was not limited to that Province,
for "the Province of Ontario and the Maritime Provinces
also had in this flouse representatives who were not afraid
to stand up and state how very small was their confidence
in the composition of that tribunal. I do not speak here of
the different judges who compose that court. Let it be
well understood that the personality of the judges is
completely out of question. Until now we have had no
reason to complain against such or such a judge in particu-
lar, but I am speaking of the composition of the court from
a purely theoretical point of view. The hostility whichis
now found to exist bas been created by the composition of
the court itself. In the month of February, 1880, the then
Minister of Justice, theb on. member for Pictou (Mr. Mc-
Donald) thus expressed himself :

"Ky hon. friend says that In the Province of Quebec the court is un-
popular. Now I regret that extremely, but I quite understand that it
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arises from causes entirely beyond our control. Perhapo it is a natured
feeling that the members of the bar from that Province and the people
of that Province should rot entertain so strong a feeling of eonâ&ence
in the decisions of this court., on questions of law arising under a system
of jurisprudence different from that of other Provinces, and in which they
are only represented by two jadges."

At that time, Mr. Speaker, even the Minister of Justice,
one of the menmbers of the Government, was not afraid to
acknowledge, on the floor of this House, that the causes of
discontent which were complained of by the Province of
Quebec were just causes of discontent; he gave expression
to that idea by making, himself, the complaints which I am
now making to day, against the composition of the tribunal
of the Supreme Court. But we have still better than that,
Mr. Speaker, and the hon. leader of the Gaveru ment openly
expressed the following opinion:-

"But that some dissatisfaction exists, I cannot ignore, and I am sure
that the greatest amount of dissatisfaction arises from the Province of
Quebec. That is easily to be understood, wtien yon consider that the
courts in the Province of Quebec are composed ofjudges learned lu the
special law of Lower Canada, and specially fitted to Adjudicate on all
questions under that law ; and the feeling is, that they have more confi-
dence in the judgments of the ordinary Superior Courts than the Court
of Appeal from the judgments of these courts.* The court here is princi-
pally composed of judges who have been educated under the systo
based onthe laws of England, and the majority of these judges are not
specially trained in the system of law which form the basis of Lower
Canada jurisprudence. Of the six judges, only t*o a;e from Lower
Canada. We do not know what mode is adopted by the judges among
themselves, in discussing theirjudgments, or inwhat mode they approach
the examination of the cases submitted to them, but it is atleged that
the judges coming from the other Provinces leave, very much, to the two
J'îdges coming from Quebec, the appeals from that Province.
Hnce it is argued that to these two judges is left substantially the decis-
ions of the cases from Quebec. It is felt that the decisions of the courts
below have greater weight than the opinion of the two jndges, who may
reverse the judgmeuts of the courts below. The consideration of th-#
diffihulty is not a new one to any memnber of the last Parliament. The
difficulties connected with establishing a court satisfactory to the
Province of Quebec was one of the great reasons that made me hesitate
so long in presenting a measure for the establishment of the Supreme
Court, which I twice submitted to the Parliament of Canada, and that
hesitation induced me to postpone pressing the measure while I held
the office of Minister of Justice. But we now have it, and I think we
ought to try and make the best of it as a Dominion court.'

Thus it will be seon, Mr. Speaker, that the leader of the
present Grovernment himself fully concurred in the nature
of the complaints which we were formulating thon and
which we are still formulating to-day. And the hon.
Minister of Publie Works, in the speech I have quoted a
moment ago, in his speech made in the month of February,
1881, again dealt with this question, and said:

" The hon. member for Montmagny reinarked that inany of the cases
from the Province of Quebec are believed to be decided by two judges
only, whom we must understand to be the two judges from that Prov-
ince. Of course we have no legal evidence ofasuch being the case, but
we cannot close our eyes to the fact that there is a conviction in the
Province of Quebec that in the large majority of cases it is so. How
that conviction lias arisen I cagnot say; but it is another reason why
the court is unpopular in that Provir.ce. I do not say that it is a very
popular court in the other Provincesg; on the contrary, 1think that in
many of the provinces the sanme feeling exisa towards it."

Nothing is easier, Mr. Speaker, than to prove this senti-
ment; nothing is easier than to prove that the' opinion
expressed by the hon. Minister of Publie Works is an
opinion based on statements which have been made in this
House, In order to establish that point, ail I have to do is
to quote those statements, and the fi-st name I come across
is that of the hon. member for*South Lanark (Mr. Haggart)
who thus spoke in the month of February, 1879:

e The hon. gentleman who introduced thia Bill only spke the feelings
of a great portion of the people of utario in explaining ir. There waa
a strong feeling in the community against the multiplying of the courts
and it was being expressed in almost every portion of the country.
The Supreme Cou t was regarded sa entirely useless, while at tue
same time a great cost to Uanada."

The hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) ex-
pressed himself li the following terms:-

"The ion. gentleman who introduced this 3ill had done nothing
more than express, in its introduction, the feeling which wMà enter.
tained, not merely in the Province of Ontario bt still mose largely
in the Province of Quebec, with respect to the necessity for ils
abolition,"
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The hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) held the fol-
lowing opinion on the Supreme Court:-

" He failed to hear any observations of the hon. gentleman for East
Northumberland casting reflections on the Supreme Court, but had he
gone that far, he would not have gonie further than publie opinion would
have justified. No other court was so unpopular to-day, particularly
in Ontario. They had a perfect right to discuss this question lu Parlia-
ment.',

The hon. member for North York (Mr. Strange) expressed
the following opinion in 1881:-

" The question was put tome whether, in the event of this question
comin gbefore the House, I would apply myself to words favoring a re-
peal of th e Supreme Court Act. I took the ground that we have in
Ontariota Court of Appeal to which auy tases from the inferioracourts
might be referred, and that in my opinion- an unprofessional one, of
course-so far as that Province was concerned, the Supreme Court was
unnecessary, and therefore, that I should have no hesitation in voting
for its.repeal."

Now, Mr. Speaker, if you wish to hear the expression of
public sentiment in the Maritime Provinces, all you have to
do is to refer to the Ransard of 1880, and you will see that
the hon.member for Lunenburg thus gave expression to
his opinion:

"With aIl due deference to the remarks of our right hon. friend the
leader of the Government, in opposition to the Bill now before the
House, for the repeal of the Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act, I feel
bound, in justice to the county and Province I have the honor to repre-
sent, to support my hon. friend from East Northumberland (Mr. Keeler)
and endorse the sentiments by him expressed."

The constitution of this court has created, as I have just
said, a feeling of hostility, existing not only in the Province
of Quebec, but also in the Province of Ontario and in the
Maritime Provinces. If we refer to the speech made in
1880 by the right bon. leader of the Government himself,
we find the following statement, which, I think, does not
show a great deal of confidence in the composition of that
court. The hon. leader of the Government thus expressed
himself:

" I must admit that I do not think there is any advantage to be
gained in shutting one's eyes to the fact that the court, by some acci-
dent or misfortune, bas not obtained that confidence which such a
tribunal ought to have succeeded in obtaining. What may be the
cause of this, it is bootless just now to discus."

The hon. member for Niagara (Mr. Plumb) who is no more
a member of this House, did not wish to leave us without
having also his word to say on the subject. He said:

" I have listened with attention to the argumenta of both parties.
There are certainly reasons for discontent against the court."

And the hon. member for North Victoria (Ur. Cameron)
uttered the following words:-

" It is perfectly true that the court has been objected to as not giving
satisfaction to some people in Ontario. There have been some com-
plainte, but I think the general foundation of the complainte has rather
been delay in giving judgment, which may be remedied. In some cases
the jndgment has not given satisfaction. We think that, perhaps, to
some extent, the Supreme Court bas been a little too ready to overrqle
the decisions of the judges in Ontario, especially those in the Court of
Chancery. But, for my part, I feel the necessity of the court, and regret
that there should be aay fauts or defects in the manner in which jus-
tice i8 administered there.'

And the hon. member for South Huron (Ur. Cameron), in
answer to the hon. member for North Victoria, quoted the
following words, which the hon. member for North Victoria
had said on a previous occasion :-

" The public and the profession are very little satiefied with the con-
stitution of the court. It is absolutely necessary that this constitution
should be modified and strengthened.'

And, Mr. Speaker, not only was there a sentiment of hos
tility expressed against the Supreme Court, not only was it
shown to the public that there was a lack of confidence in
that institution, but people even went further, and charges
were brought against it. I find the following words in a
speech made on the 10th of February, 1881, by the hon.
Minister of Public Works:-

" I do not agree with those members who beieve that the Supreme
Court is all we should expect it to be. Far from it. if I am not mis-

M. LANDRY (MontmagDy).

taken, to-day, perhaps at this moment, judgment is being rendered in
that court in a case which has been standing for months. Delave such
as this are one of the reasons why that court-we muet say it, because
it is in the mouths of the people-has not become a popular court."

The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) thus expresscd
himself:

" Judgment is being given atthis moment apd, so :ar as we can learn,
there scarcely appears to be any agreement among the judges in rela-
tion to it. We are going to have some four or five judgments. All of
the judges are presumed to be very eminent in their learning ; on this
subject no two of them entirely agree with each other; the effect of such
disagreement in opinion will be to destroy very largely the confidence
of the public in this court."

Mr. Speaker, when all these questions had been brought be-
fore the Government, when, year after year, the several
members of the House had given vent to their complaints
and had echoed publie sentiment as it existed, not only in
the Province of Quebec but also in the various Provinces
forming parts of the Dominion of Canada, the Government
adopted a certain fine of policy and gave us promises.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.
Mr. LANDRY. (Translation.) I shall not undertake to

read all the promises which have been made.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
1fr. LANDRY (Translation.) I shall point out a few.

In 1880 the hon. Prime Minister said this :
" We ought te face the question, however, and enquire into the cause

of the dissatisfaction which is se prevalent. It seeme te me there must
be a remedy. There must be some means of meeting the objections
which experience has verified. The Government desires te press this
seriously te that extent."

And a little further on, the hon. Prime Minister ad-led:
" The Government desire te address themeelves earnestly te this mat-

ter, and te make a full and exhaustive enquiry into the best means te
remove the objections and into the best means of making the couit, in
every sense, efficient and satisfactory. If the House will be satisfied
with a statement of this kind and will net wipe out of existence this
court, I think the country will be satisfied, and that this Parliament
will be able te remove the objections which have been taken possession
of the public mind and make it a satisfactory and efficiently working
court.,'

This promise, Mr. Speaker, was not clear enough, at
least if we are to judge by the following remarks made on
the 26th of February, 1880, by the hon. Minister of Public
Works, who then said:-

"I do net wish te prolong the debate, but I desire that the position
of the Government in relation te that question should be well under-
stood. I fear that when my hon. friend the Prime Minister explained
the views of the administration, his voice was net etrong enough te be
heard throughont the House. I would say, therefore, that it is the in-
tention of the Government, during the recess, te examine the question,
with special reference te the Province of Quebec, se as te ascertain
what steps must be taken in order te meet the objections which have
been raised and the inconveniences resulting from the working of this
court."

And further on:

" When there is an appeal from the courts of the Province of Quebee
te the Supreme Court, we find ourselves in this position : that often a
judgment rendered by a large majority of the Court of Queen's Bench
may be reversed by the Supreme Court; that je to say, that a judgment
may be rendered by four or five judges of the Court of Appeal of the
Province of Quebec, and yet that judgment may be appealed te the Su-
preme Court, and there reversed by tvo judges called from the Province
ofQuebec. Two-thirds of the judges of the Supreme Court do net un-
derstand the laws of the Proviace of Quebec. and they are, therefore,
liable te arr inu cases coming before the court from that Province Now,
Mr. Speaker, it was te those inconveniences the hon. Prime Minister re-
ferred, when he stated that the Government would make it their busi-
ness, during recesse, te endeavor te find a remedy. The House must
understand that, when the Government take that position and make go
solemn a promise, it l their intention te meet the objections which
have been raised, and te come down next Session with a measure cal-
culated te meet the just complaints of hon. members from the Province
of Quebee, and te remove the grievances enumerated by them this
evening."

Mr. Speaker, this was said in 1880. In 1881, three years
ago, we find the following statement made by the hon.
Minister of Public Works:-
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" The hon. member for Montreal East (Mr. Coursol) has alluded to the

promise made laqt year by the First Minister, and I think confirmed in
as strong language afterwards by me at a later period of the debate
on this question. I regret the right hon. gentiemn is fnot in his
place, because I am sure he would say that any promise he made
or authorised his colleagues to make would be fuifilled. We have not
been in the habit of making promises to Parliament and not ful-
filling them,"

A few days later-we were then voting supplies-in the
month of March, 1881, the hon. member for Hochelaga
(Mr. Desjardins), on the occasion of the voting of a certain
sum of money for the Supreme Court, asked if the change,
promised by the Government in order to satisfy public
opinion, was to be made soon, and this question brought
out the following answer from the hon. Minister of Public
Works:-

"The Prime Minister will, no doubt, answer this qusstion within a cer-
tain time, and I have no doubt that his answer will satisfy my hon.
friend and the Parliament."

In fact, Mr. Speaker, some time afterwards the question
was again raised, and the Prime Minister gave the follow-
ing answer:-

" It ie quite true that the Government are liable to the charge of not
carrying out what they promised to do that is, to investigate this sub-
ject and te endeavor to remove the dificulties or the objections that are
raised, chiefly, if not altogether, in the Province of Quebec. I am not
one who would at all minimise the difficultit s of the question. I showed
that when I was Minister of Justice in a former Government, on two
occasions I brought in a Supreme Court Bill, but after the measures
were laid on the Table for discussion, the objections raised against it
from the Province of Quebec, the extreme difficulty of constituting a
tribunal that would meet the case of Quebec, which has a separate
system of law and organisation, and added to that, the difficulty
arising from difference of language-these difficulties were se great that
they deterred me and tne Government of which I was a member from
legislative action on the matter. The succeeding Government introduced
the present measure and carried it into effect. Almost immediately
after there came from Quebec a murmur of dissatisfaction."

And further on he added:
" So far we have been able to come to any solution that would be

satisfactory te the bar of Lower Canada. We must however, addrese
ourselves te that subject, and I will again state te my hon. friend that
during the recess the Government will take the question into its
serions consideration, and if they do not, after giving it their best con-
sideration, individually and collectivel, work out a satisfactory solu-
tion, Goverument will be prepared to form a Commission, in which the
bar of Lower Canada will be strongly represented, te see if a satisfactory
solution cannot be arrived at."

And again:
"If the Supreme Court is te be maiLtained a solution must be found

to remeve the dissatisfaction which exista, at all events, among the
Franco-Canadians of Lower Canada."

Well, Mr. Speaker, during the next Session the Govern-
ment brought down a measure; it was mentioned in the
Speech from the Throne, and I find that on the 10th of
February, 1882, the hon. membor for Beauharnois (Mr.
Bergeron) in moving the Address in answer to the Speech
from the Throne, alluded to the legislation promised by the
Government. He said:

'' That we learn with much interest that several other measures of
importance will be submitted te us and that among them will be Bis
for the winding up of insolvent banks, insurance companies and trad-
ing c>rporations, for the consolidation and amendment of the laws
respecting the Dominion lands, for the amendment of the Acts relating
to the Supreme Court of Canada, and BilIs relating to the tenure of
office of the judges of county courts."

The Session passed by, Mr. Speaker, and the Bill was never
brought before the House of Commons. Nevertheless, a
Bill was moved in the Senate by the hon. Minister of
Justice. As far as I can remember, that Bill provided for
the appointment of assessors. It was intended to appoint
the Chief Justice and the other judges of the Court of
Queen's Bench, of the Province of Quebec, the Chief Justice
and five puisne judges of the Saperior Court of that same
Province, as assessors to the Supreme Court of Qanada.
And the Bill provided that the names of these twelve
assessors should be registered on a rotation list, so as to form
six divisions of two members each. Then each case brought
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before the Supreme Court was to be pleaded before the
judges of that court, assisted by two of these assessors, who
were to receive a sum of $300 for each sitting of the court
which they would have attended. As I said before,
this Bill originated in the Senate, where it died, and
we never saw it in the louse of Commons. In
order to do away with the inconveniences already
mentioned, it seems to me that two means could be adopted:
there is the complete abolition of the Supreme COcurt, or the
limitation of its powers. The hon. member for Northum-
berland (Mr. Keeler), who has been carried away by death,
while in the exeroise of his duties in this House, introduced,
on the 21st of April, 1879, a Bill to repeal the Acts respect-
ing the Exchequer and Supreme Court. This Bill, which
was the first of its kind, provided for the complete aboli-
tion of the Supreme Court. It was lost, and during the
next Session, in the month of February, 1880, the same
member again introduced the Bill; it wàs read the first
time, and when it came to the second reading an amend-
ment was moved by the ion. member for West Durham
(Mr. Blake), asking that the Bill be postponed to six months
thence, and a vote of 148 was given in favor of the amend-
ment, ard of 29 in favor of the Bill; that is to say, there
was a majority of 119 in favor of the amendment. During
the next Session the hon. member for Northumberland
again introduced the same Bill, but death overtook him
before the Bill was called for second reading. With the
permission of the House I was substituted for Mr. Keeler,
and I moved the second reading of the Bill to abolish the
Supreme Court. The majority was adverse to us, but it
was reduced from 119, which it was the preceding year, to
49, on the motion proposing the six months' hoist. The
next year, in 1881, the hon. member for Jacques Cartier
(Mr. Girouard), introduced a Bill similar to that which we
are now discussing, to limit the jnrisdiction of the Supreme
Court. It was read the first time, and there was a debate on
the motion for second reading, but the vote was never taken.
It is that same Bill which is now on the Table. This Bill
does not ask for the abolition of the Supreme Court; we do
not ask that, because in a previous Parliament the opinion
of hon. members has been repeatedly consulted, and public
opinion seems to be adverse to the abolition of that court,
but we ask that its jurisdiction be limited ; we ask that the
court be not called upon to decide upon wholly civil mat-
ters which crop out in the Province of Quebec, and in all
the Provinces at large. The first clause of the Bill reads as
follows:-

"The appellate jurisdiction of the SupremeCourtof Canada is abolished
in all cases where the matterin dispute relates to property and civil
rights in any of the Provinces, and generally as to matters of a merely
local or private nature, and coming within the exelusive jurisdiction of
the Legislature of any of the said Provinces, according to the meaning
of the 'British North America Act, 1867,' and the Acts amending the
same."

The Act of British North America, 1867, contains sect.ion 92,
which is as follows:-

" In each Province the Legislature may exclusively make laws in re-
lation to matters coming within the classes of subjects next hereinafter
enumerated, that is to say : property and civil righte in the Province ;
the administration of justice in the Province, including the constitu-
tion, maintenance and organisation of provincial courts, both of civil
and criminal jurisdiction and including procedure in civil matters in
those courts, and generally all matters of a merely local or private
nature in the Province."

Well, Mr. Speaker, all cases arising from such Provincial
legislation would be, by the Bill now before the House,
taken away from the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme
Court. The second clause of the present Bill reads as fol-
lows:

" This Act shall not apply to cases decided by the Exchequer Court of
Canada, nor to cases where the matter in dispute affects the constitu-
tionality or validity of any Act or statute of any one of the said Provin-
cial Legislatures, which cases shall continue to be subject to appeal to
the said Supreme Court, as now is or hereafter shall be provided for."
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Finally, the third clause of the present Bill enacts the fol-
lowing provision :-

" This Act shall not apply to appeals already instituted or pend-
ing before the said Supreme Cou-t."

Such i, in a few words, the I gislation I now propose, and I
propose it in the hope that it will meet one of the greatest
difficulties which, at the present time, are throwing such
discredit on the Supreme Court, which is not the fault of
i he judges, but of the composition of that court. The Gov-
ernment have already pledge i themselves to find the pro-
per means of overcoming the difficulty, but until to-day it
appers that the problem bas been too difficult to solve, or
that the Government have been too busy to pay a little
attention to this question. At ail events, for one reason
or another, the remedy which bas been promised has
not been applied. I think that under the present circum-
stances, the Government will not make any opposition
to the measure I now propose ; or that if they do, it
will te only in case they will be prepared to intro-
duce a better measure, and then I will be most happy to
withdraw my Bill in favor of the Government measure.
This legislation-and I will conclude with these words-
bas been promised by the Government not only to do away
with the grievances which are complained of, but it has
been asked for, and is now, by the people of the Province of
Quebec. As provincial autonomy is still occupying pub.
lic attention, I believe it would be good policy to take away
from the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court laws which
were enacted by the Province of Quebec, and, as one of my
bon. friends beside me truly remarks, laws which that court
does not understand. Therefore, I move the second reading
of the Bill.

Mr. TUPPER. This is a matter which deserves the
serions consideration of ail the members of this Parliament.
I regret exe eingly that my knowledge of the language of
the mover of this Bill is so imperfect that I was unable to
follow him throughout his argument, but I judge from the
Bill itself that the hon. gentleman seeks for au expression
of want of confidence on the part of this House to a very
r eat extent, at any rate, in the Supreme Court of Canada.
arm very glad teobe able to say that I do not believe, from

the general expressiors of opinion we have heard, both iin
this liouse and out of it, that the hon, gentleman is war-
ranted in drawing the inference that theie is a want of
confidence in the Supreme Court among the people of this
country. The subject to which the hon. gentleman has
addressed himself, and concerning which he bas cited so
many quotations, bas been before this Parliament and before
the people of this country for some time, and I do not think
that the hon. gentleman bas a right to conclude from any
past discussions that there is a deire on the part of
the people of Canada to limit the jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court to the extent proposed in this Bill. So
far as the Province of Nova Scotia is concerned, I think
I am safe in saying that there is almost a unanimity of
opinion on the part of the business people of' that Pro-
vince, who have had any experience in the matter, in favor
ofthat institution, and I believe the same general opinion
exists in the other Maritime Provinces as well. There may
be perhaps a greater desire in the Maritime Provinces than
in the others to retain the Supreme Court, from the fact
that we have not in those Provinces se many tribunals as
there are in the Province of Quebec and in the larger Pro-
vince of Ontario. The people of the Maritime Provincesi
are in general of the opinion that suits involving importantJ
questions concerning the rights of property and civil rights1
should have all the advantage to be derived from theiri
thorough discussion. I say, therefore, that the Supreme1
Court of Canada is favorably regarded by us on the ground1
that it enables questions raised in a suit to be thoroughlyi
and satisfactorily discussed before being finally adjudicated1

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny).

upon. Our opinion in Nova Scotia is attributable to a
certain extent, to the limited number of tribunals there ;
and it is no reflection, I take it, on the Supreme Court of Nova
Scotia, that the opinion of the Province of Nova Scotia, is
due in large measure to this fact that we have only one
court, so to speak, in that Province in which those questions
I have mentioned are discussed before reaching the Supreme
Court. The decisions of the Supreme Court of Nova Scotia are
often reversed by the Supreme Court of Canada; in the latter
the judges have the advantage of a double argument, so to
speak, that is not only have they the advantage of the decision
of the Supreme Court of Nova Scotia from which the appeal
is taken, but also the advantage of fresh argument on the
part of gentlemen who have already argued the question in
the court below. laving every reason to feel satisfied with
the results of our past experience, it would be, I believe,
most unwise, so far as the Maritime Provinces are con-
cerned, to either abolish the court or impair its efficiency and
injure its usefulness by frequent discussions of this kind.
The hon. gentleman who bas charge of this Bill, ought,I
take it, to deal very gingerly with a question of so much
importance, because if that institution is to remain, as
judging from expressions of opinion in this House on pre-
vious occasions, it undoubtedly will, it is of the greatest
importance that it should have the confidence of the whole
country; and that confidence cannot be entirely retained if
frequent attacks are made upon it, especially by gentlemen
holding the responsible position of members of this House.
I therefore regard the frequent discussion of.this matter as
unfortunate from every standpoint, even from the standpoint
of those gentlemen who eeek to limit its jurisdiction. While
I am on my feet I do not think it will be irregular or out
of order to mention that while our experience in Nova
Scotia bas been a satisfactory one with regard to this court,
there is one defect, not reflecting particularly upon
the judges of that institution but to a certain extent upon
its subordinate officers and perhaps upon the Government
of the day, which requires prompt remedy, aLd that is the
long delay in the publication of the decisions given from
time to time affecting property and civil rights in the
different Provinces. While the Supreme Court of itself
is of great advantage to the community, it is a most im-
portant consideration that whatever it decides, that
whenever it reverses or confirms the decisions of an in-
ferior court, that whenever final adjudication does occur, the
inferior court and the parties concerned in the matter and
the bar of the Province should be made aware at once, not
only of the fact that the decision of the court below has
been reversed or sustained, but also of the reasons upon
which such decision is based. To a great extent, up to this
time, this duty bas been neglected. The cases are not re-
ported and publisbed as- readily as they might be or ought
to be ; oftentimes years elapsed before a decision solemnly
given in this city regarding the rights of parties thousands
of miles away are made known to the public, many of the
decisions are not publisbed at all, and apparently sosne of
them not yet published will never be published, judging
from the long delay that bas occurred in their publication.
I speak on the subject of this Bill from the very opposite
standpoint of my hon. friend (Mr. Landry). He seeks to
limit its jurisdiction ; ho seeks, according to my view,
to impair its usefulness; ho seeks, so far as regards the
Province from which I come, to injure it, to minimise the
advantages we now derive fro*n it. He attacks the institu-
tion, I defend it. I seek to make it even more generally
known and understood than it bas been hitherto; I seek to
have the decisions more readily made known so that they
may be understood with as little delay as possible by all
the parties concerned, and thus prevent, as much as possible,
litigation which serves no useful purpose; for I. believe
many suits are brought which would not be prosecuted, if
the reasons on which many of the decisions of the Supreme
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Court arp based were at once published. I do not appre-
bond that this motion will be carried, but although one of
the junior bar in my own Province I felt that I could not
allow this occasion to pass without giving my evidence as
to the satisfactory experience we have had in the Lower
Provinces in regard to this Supreme Court.

Mfr. GIROUARD. I rise merely to state the reason why
I did not present the Bill which the hon. member for Mont-
magny bas brought to the notice of this House. Since the
discussion which took place in this flouse in 1881, Ibelieve,
when I presented a similar Bill, the bar of the Province of
Quebec, at least of that section ofit, the district of Montreal,
from which I come, passed a resolution I believe by a rather
large majority approving of the present constitution of the
Supreme Court. For that reason, and that reason alone, I
abandoned the Bill and allowed it to pass into the hands of
the hon. member for Montmagny. However, the reasons I.
had for not presenting the Bill have not changed. They
are the same to-day as they were then, and I shall, therefore,
vote for the second reading of the Bill.

Mr. BBATY. I always feel a repugmance to motions iwhich
I find made in this House with a view of unsettling or
changing the established institutions which we have under
the Confederation Act. We have not had these institutions
long enough in force to find ont thoir true value, and in
regard to the Supreme Court I do not know that, with
ten years' experience, any large or any serious com-
plaints have come from any of the Provinces with refei once
to its action or its jurisdiction. The effect of motions of
this character in relation to this court or to the institutions
which we have under the Confederation Act have this
result, they unsettle things generally, and when they come
to a question of a court of this character, they necessarily
unsettle the rights we have in the laws of the country. It
makes matters appear unstable, it makes them appear un-
certain as to the laws in respect to property or to civil
rights which we enjoy. If I understood the hon. member
who made the motion correctly, the chief points ho made
were the want of knowledge of the judges of the court of
the laws especially of the Province of Quebec, and the fact
that the Province of Quebec, having only two representatives
in that court, would necessarily not have that influence on the
general decisions which it ought to have. I think, that being
the line of argument, as I understand it-I am not
sure that it is correct, but I think those points were made
by the hon. gentleman-they are not strong enough to lead
us to vote for this Bill and abolish that court. If there was
a good reason at all for the establishment of that court, I
think it would lead us in the direction of assimilating the
laws as far as practicable ; but, if a matter solely affecting
property anid civil rights comes before that tribunal, it must
be deocided according to the laws of the Province and not
upon any general opinion which the court might entertain.
It is the law of the Province that prevails in reference to
these-»matters. The point the hon. gentleman makes is
that the other judges, who come from Provinces other than
that from which the appeal comes, may not be familiar with
the Iw, and may not decide the case correctly. If it were
a more matter of practice, a more matter of procedure in the
courts, that argument might have sorne force ; but, as it
necessrily relatea to principles of law, I think any judge
who bas attained the position of Judge of the Supreme Court
muet be capable of understanding the points presented to
the court, and of deciding the cases upon the law of the Pro-
vince to which it ,belongs. There is no other roason which I
oan lnd why that part of the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court
reating te prQperty and civil rights should be abolished, and
ià seme te me that every Province should have the right of
coeung to the highest court in the country, as it ought to
have, ig all cases of an important character, the right to
go to England for the purpose of having a decision on mat-

ters purely of law. The case may be one affecting the
whole Dominion, and under those circumstances the law
should be decided by the highest tribunal, and should have
the sarction of the highest authority in the land. As to
the direction which legislation or judicial decisions should
take, I think the principle would be to assimilate the laws as
far as practicable. The criminal laws, the commercial laws,
the property law and all laws of that character, and the
moral law, as my hon. fiiend bore says, should be assimi-
lated, but of course it is impossible to assimilate the laws of
the different Provinces without legislation. Why should a
man be obliged, if he goes, for instance, to Manitoba, leaving
Ontario, perhaps, to learn a different law to that which he
knows in regard to property and its rights ? Why should
ho have to do the same thing if ho goos to the Pro-
vince of Quebec, or if ho goes to British Columbia
why should he be put in this predicament? Yet such
may be the case in different Provinces, and under
these circumstances the getting a decision, and it may
be a common d.ecision, of the provincial law from the
Supreme Court gives it the highest sanction and enables all
persons to Iknow what they possess and what they are
entitled to. The chief point that I wish to make is that it
is premature, I will not go so far as to say that it is prema-
ture to di- cuss the question, but to change the relation of
the Supreme Court to the Provinces in regard to those
matters which appertain to provincial rights or the rights
of property or what are termed civil rights. Therefore, I
would oppose the legislation proposed in this Bill. and I
will certainly vote against it at the present time. Whother
changes may come, whether the conduct of the court may
be such, or the exercise of their jurisdiction may be sucb,
as to demand some action to be taken must be left to the
future; but so far as I know no complaints of a serious
character, certainly none of a general character,
have come up from any Province as to the action
of the court in regard to civil rights and provincial laws.
There may have been some quasi-political questions that
have created som,o excitement, but they may be said now
to be settled, and beyond that in the matter of property
and civil rights there have been no such questions. I shall
oppose the Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. I should have thought some hon. genth-
man on the Ministerial benches-notably the Minister of
Public Works and the First Minister-would have risen to
explain to my hon. friend from Montmagny (Mr. Landry)
those quotations which, at great longth and with grea t force,
ho repeated to the flouse. The flouse bas been made
aware by the hon. gentleman of the discussions which have
taken place on the subject, not merely the views of indivi-
dual merbers of Parliament, which are of less moment per-
haps, as to whother the court is popular or unpopular, as to
whether it is a proper subject for abalition or repeal or not,
but also the attitude of the Goverument on the question.
We know that propositions were advanced, first by the hon.
gentleman from Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard), and afteo-
wards by my hon. friend from Montmagny (Mr. Landry),
in the sense of the project of law before us, and we know
that they were met by the hon. gentlemen on the Ministerial
benches with the statement that there was a difficulty, that
there was a grievance, that there was a wrong which rc-
quired to be redressed, which was difficult of solution
but which it was their duty 'o solve. It was not to be
solved in the sense of this Bill, but some different
solution was to be reached. They promised solemnly, both
the First Minister and the Minister of Public Works,
speaking for himself, and the First Minister confirming it,
that they would address themselves to the task and
would endeavor to meet the difficulty. A recess
elapsed and they were reminded of those promises,
and they acknowledged them, and stated that they had
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found the difficulty greater than ever they had contem-
plated, great though they thought it to be. But they pro-
mised once more to address themselves to the subject in the
next recess, and, if they could not by their own intellects
devise an appropriate remedy, tbey said they would ap.
point a commission, on which members of the bar or dis-
tinguisbed jurists of the different Provinces, and especially
of ihe Province of Quebec, should be asked to sit, and they
should be set to solve the question which the Administra-
tion had found itself unable to solve. The next recess also
passed, and the commission was not, so far as we know,
appointed, because the Administration decided that the task
was not beyond their own political capacity ; they decided
that they themselves could meet and grapple with the diffi-
culty, and, as my hon. friend from Montmagny bas nar-
rated, they brought forward the fruits of their labors.
The result of their incubation was presented in the
Upper Chamber. There it .was born, and there it died.
It never came efore this House at all. The Minister of
Justice proposed it, but he abandoned his poor orphan and
it perished in the cold; and I have not since that time heard
of any fresh attempt on the part of Ministers to redress a
grievance and cure a defect by them stated to be grave, to
be serious, to require legislative action, and which they had
promised twice this House, very solemnly, they would
address themselves to sucessfully. On the second occasion
the hon. gentleman spoke with a just confidence with refer-
ence to his past record. He said: The House knows we
are making a solemn promise, and when we are making a
solemn promise that promise will be performed. But
this is the way it bas been performed. 1, myself,
on that occasion came to the rescue of hon. gentle-
men opposite. When the hon. member for Mont-
magny (Mr. Landry) was pressing his Bill and hon.
gentlemen opposite were inviting him to delay action, I
pointed out that the Government had pledged themselves to
press the measure through this Session and that, therefore, if
he had confidence in the Government-which I had not but
which he professed to have-and if lie hadconfidence that the
Government would in the future fulfil their pledges,
we would have an opportunity of dealing with
their measure in this House, and in this House
he could propose his. own as an alternative measure.
The bon. member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry) who
had been persuaded by the dulcet toues of the hon. gentle-
man opposite, yielded to the persuasion of this side of the
House; he desisted from prosecuting bis measure on my
suggestion that his doing so was an obvions indication of
palpable want of confidence in the assurance and promises
of my bon. friend opposite. He felt he could say no more
and'e sat down. He and I both expected-one of ns having
no confidence, and the other having great confidence, in
the Government-we both expected that we would have an
opportunity of sitting upon this egg of the bon. gentlemen
opposite and seeing what we could hatch out of it. But the
hon. gentlemen would not bring their egg down here to be
batched by this House, and the resuit is such as I have
stated. Well, now, under these circumstances, when the
hon, gentleman, with commendable patience, considering
those calamities -which bis unhappy Province, according
to bis own accounts, bas been for so many years suffering,
by reason of these unredressed grievances, by reason of this
great and serious difficulty, when I say, the hon. gentleman
was silent for this long time, and cornes at last with a
repetition of the same Bill, and presents to the hon. gentle-
men opposite these promises-I will not say made to be
broken, but made and broken-these promises made and
broken and repeated and broken still, I should have thought,
I say, that at the last moment, after my bon. friend had
resumed bis seat, the hon.gentlemen opposite, whose solemn
pledges, made in the face of Parliament, had been brought
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to their attention by one of their warmest supporters,
would have given some explanation of the case and some
statement of the course they intended to pursue with refer-
ence to his measure and with reference to the court of
which it is the subject. I think we have a right to know
whether the Government is still of opinion that the consti-
tution of the Supreme Court is defective. Obviously their
view was that an alteration should be made, not as to the
powers of the court, but as to the composition of the court.
That is where they thought the difficulty lay, and it was to
that they attempted to apply a remedy. But we do not
know now, after these statements, what their present view
is, whether they think there is stili a difficulty with refer-
ence to the composition of the court, and whether, if they
think there is a difficulty, they think it is a difficulty
which is capable of remedy; whether, having abandoned
the attempt to remedy it, if they think there is that diffi-
culty, they think the only course is to adopt the view of
their supporter from Montmagny and to agree to this Bill.
I hope, Sir, that at an early stage, as early a stage as is
possible, of this debate, these questions will be answered.
For my own part, Sir, I may say that I believe on
theoretie grounds a view very close to that of the
hon. member for Montmagny (5fr. Landry) is the proper
view. I have always believed that the judicial and the
legislative power ought to be co-ordinate, and that the same
authority which makes, ought to interpret, the law. That
has always been my view, and I have expressed it not
unfrequently here as the proper thereotical constitution,
and applying that to a federal constitution you would reach
the conclusion tbat if the Local Legislature has exclusive
jurisdiction over what the law shall be upon some particular
topic, that Local Legislature ought also to have exclusive
jurisdiction over the creation of the tribunals which are to
interpret those laws. There is another question, that of
uniformity, suggested for the hon. member for Toronto (5fr.
Beaty). We know not on the floor of Parliament, that I
am aware of, but the public knows, what the hon. member's
views are. He is a legisiative unionist; and it bas been
made pretty well to appear in his observations to-night.
He thinks there ought to be legislative union. -fHe thinks
the law as to property and civil rights ought to be the
same all over the Dominion, and if the same all over the
Dominion, it ought to be made here and ought to
be interpreted by a jidicial authority created and
under the authority of this Legislature, of course.
-But that is not the general sentiment. The hon. member
for Toronto will find himself, when he makes a proposition
of that kind, without very much support in this House. But
dealing with the constitution as it is, as a federal constitu-
tion, whether more or less perfect, it seems to me to be per-
fectly clear that, theoretically, if you are framing a federal
constitution the same legislative jurisdiction which makes
the law ought to create the functionaries who are to inter-
pret it; so that if your local judges go wrong, it is your
Local Legislatures that can correct them. If they say :
Now, we interpret this law to mean so and so, and if
theoretically, the Legislature finds that it is contrary to
their meaning and intention in passing the law, they can
alter the law, and make it clear, and tbey thus correct the
views of the judges who then interpret the law according to
what the ~Legislature intended the judicial interpretation
should be. Now these two powers have not an appeal to
the Supreme Court, but to the Privy Council for the cor-
rection of an erroneous judgment. Of course, I do not speak
of a retroactive law, but I speak of a settlement of the
law for the future upon the basis upon which the people's
representatives think it ought to be settled; and I say such
a settlement must take place in the Local Legislature, and
therefore whatever errors of judgment may take place on
the part of the local judges, will affect only individual and
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isolated cases, and can be cured as to their causes for all
future time by the legislative action of the Local Parlia-
ment.

Mr. BEATY. Can it not be done now just as well as if it
belonged to the Local Legislature ?

Mr. BLAKE. Certainly it can, but where is your as-
similation ? The hon. gentleman was talking of it beiLg
necessary to assimilate the law as to property and civil
rights; he was saying a short time ago that the laws as to
property and civil rights ought to be the same for Ontario,
Quebec and Manitoba. How can they be, as long as the
legislation as to property and civil rights is vested in the
different Provinces ? There may be divergence and there
may be assimilation, but it must be voluntary divergence
and voluntary assimilation. Now that is the theoretical view,
but we largely depart from it, in our circumstances, in two
respects. First, as to the apppointment of the judges of the
Superior Courts. We have provided under the Constitutional
Act that the judges of the Superior Courts, though those courts
are created by the Local Legislatures, shall be appointed
by the federal authority; and here there is an infringe-
ment, in my opinion, practically, upon the spirit of the
federal constitution. My belielf is that the judges>
who are to interpret the local laws ought to be under
the appointment of the local executive, just as the
courts are confessedly under the authority of the Local
Legislatures. But there is something still further, and it is
that change which, 1 may say, almost practically reflects
my own judgment as to what ought to be done with the hon.
gentleman's measure. The ultimate appeal in all these
questions, whether they be questions federal or local, and
therefore the appeal in this very class of questions to which
the hon. gentleman is adverting, is not, under our present
constitution, as I have said it ought to be, with the authority
which makes the law. The judicial and the legislative
authorities are not co-ordinate, for the ultimate appeal is to
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council; and our local
as well as federal questions are subject in appeal to a judicial
body created by another Legislature than ours, and entirely
beyond our control.

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

After Recess.
Mr. BLAKE. I was observing that whatever the theory

might be, the practical result, as our constitution has been
framed, and with respect to our extra judicial relations was,
that while we' have an appeal to an authority altogether
beyond our own bounds, it did not seem to me, when the
hon. the First Minister proposed, as ho did on two occa-
sions, a Supreme Court Bill, and when subsequently Mr
Fournier proposed a Supreme Court Bill under the Adminis-
tration of the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie),
that so long as that condition of affairs existed under which
matters, which were within the exclusive province, so far
as legislation was concerned, of the Provincial Logisiatures,
were yet for their judicial exposition subject to an appeal to
the Privy Council, it would be other than pedantry to
object as a questi )n of policy to there being an appeal within
our own bounds. And so long as that condition of things
to which I refer continues, I cannot reach any other con-
clusion than this: that however desirable it may be that the
judicial and legislative authority stiould be co-ordinate,
however desirable it may be that Local Legislatures
should have power to settle finally by their own means and
their own tribunals the interpretation -of their own laws,
so long as so different a condition of affairs exist as that
which I have depicted, I did not see that it would be other
than pedantry to object on that score to Supreme Court
juriadiotion in those respects. The jurisdiction given to the
Supreme'Court of Appeal in these matters is one within our

own control, is one capable of being modified by us, capable
of being abrogated by us, and when we please. If we deem
it to be unsatisfactory, we can repeal the law. If we deem
the working of the court and its composition to be unsatis-
factory we can amend the law, and there is obviously
convenience in giving an appeal too -if an appeal there ii
to be beyond local bounds-within our own territory tojudges
made, not indeed by provincial authorities, but yet by
Canadian authorities over the appeal to the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council, The members from the
Maritime Provinces have on varions occasions spoken in
the same strain a3 that in which the hon. member for
Pictou (Mir. Tupper) just spoke. No doubt they feel the
importance of this appeal, and that it means more
to them than to the men who come from the
larger Provinces which have already within their
jurisdiction Appellate Courts. They are able in the Province
of Quebec .and in the Province of Ontario to point to
those Qpportunities of appeal and of having more than one
decision, to which the hon. member for Pictou pointed as
an important part of the machinery of the administration
of justice in grave cases; and, therefore with them the
necessity is not so great as it is in Provinces which up to
this time have had, and are likely so far as I can judge, to
continue to have, only one first and final court within their
own bounds. It is to them a matter of great convenience;
it was to them a great practical improvement in the admin.
istration of justice that there should be this appeal.
Another reason which animated me in assenting to that
part of the proposals of the hon. the Firat Minister and of
Mr. Fournier, was, that, deeming it important that there
should be a Supreme Court, I felt it was impossible practi-
cally to constitute a Supreme Court unless this jurisdiction
were given, because there would be so little work for the
court to do if you did not give it this jurisdiction; you
could not defend the cost of the machinery before the public
unless that amount of work were given it to do. It does
not appear to me that if the Supreme Court had been con-
stituted without those appeals from questions of civil
rights, it would have lasted up to this time, because
I believe the attack directed against it would have
been one against the institution costing $60,000 or
870,000 and hearing six or seven cases a year, and
the general public would have felt it to be a very strong
argument; because we know the argument as to the cost of
the court with even the very large business that is done
compared with that under the circumstances to which I
have alluded, was a very strong argument, and it was pressed
very forcibly in the Province of Quebec as in some of the
other Provinces, and it was pressed in Nova Scotia too by
a namesake and relative of the hon. member for Picton (Mr.
Tupper), who very much condemned the Administration of
Mr. Mackenzie for imposing on the country a cost which, I
think, with a large and liberal measure, he estimated at
$100,000 a year for the creation of a Supreme Court. If the
real figures had been appealed to, with the smaller amount
of business to which I have alluded, I am quite convinced
that the argument would have been very much more em-
phatic and the results very much more serious than they
were. So it has happened, as Lsay, that I felt myself bound
to sustain that portion of the proposition of the hon. gen-
tlemen opposite which involved the giving of this
jurisdiction, and that portion of the proposition
engrafted also in the Bill which became an Act
under the Administration of the hon. member for
East York. At tbat time it was a question among
jurista and members of Parliament whether there
was power under the Confederation Act to confer this juris-
diction, whether it gave power to the Parliament of Canada,
to deal with other classes of cases than those touched on by
the hon. gentleman's Bill. [1quite agree that there is some-
thing to be said in favor of that view, but the balance of the

1885. 159



COMMONS DEBATES. FEBRUARY 19,

argument was in favor of the opposite view, that we had
jurisdiction and that it was a question Qf policy. And that
question seems to be pretty weil practicallly settled now,
because we have had the court in vogue for several years.
A very large number of appeals in this class of cases, appeals
to the ultimate court of appeal, the Judicial Comrittee of the
Privy Council, have been taken, and the question bas never
been raised, or if raised it has been decided adversely to
those who thought that the Parliament of Canada had no
power to create a court with this particular jurisdiction.
The power being at this day conceded, the question is one
of policy, and it is not one of policy as to creation but
as te maintenance; and se long as we remain
with an appeal court outside- our own country and
not subject to our control at all, dealing with
questions of property and civil rights, matters of exclusive
provincial jurisdiction, so long I romain of the opinion that
we ought to sustain the jurisdiction wa have givin to the
Sapreme Court in those particulars. If the court be not
properly composed so as to give confidence, reasonable con-
fidence, to all the Provinces, that is another an' distinct
question to be settled on other and distinct grounds. It is
a question not to be settled by the hon. gentleman's Bill,
but teobe settled by hon. gentlemen opposite as they have
promised, but as hitherto they have failed te settle it.

Mr. MACMASTER. I am very glad, and I am sure the
House is very glad, to find the conclusion at which the leader
of the Opposition bas arrived, is that the jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court as it at present exists should be maintained.
It did not appear to be a conclusion that would be reachel
by the hon. gentleman's reasoning before Rccess, because the
inference, if there was no direct statement, te be drawn from
the argument which we had the pleasure of hearing was,
that something in the nature of the proposition of the hon.
member for Montmagny (Mir. Landry) should be adopted.
But that evidently was from the theoretical point of
view. Now when we have the matured opinions of the
leader of the Opposition, based on experience of the noces-
sities of the country, we find that his conclusion is
that it is best te let well enough alone. The proposition
involved in the Bill is one of a very serious character.
The hon. gentleman proposes practically te, take away
from the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court everything
that falls within the legislative p >wer of the Provinces,
because when we take questions of civil rigzhts and property,
and everything of a private nature in the Provinces, out
of the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, we are praetically
taking everything that falls within the legislative jurisdic-
tion of the Provinces. The effect will be in the first place
to take away nine-tenths of the subject matters which now
come up for determination before the Supreme Court,
to reduce the business <f the court to a minimum, and te
probably bring about the result which the hon. gentleman
called attention to, viz.: that if the court had beern left
with this limited jurisdiction from the outset it would
not have lasted nore than eight or ton years. The effect
of the passing of this Bill would be really te castrate the
court and lead in the end to its abolition. Now, Mr. Speaker,
what are the real objections to the court? The hin.
leader of the Opposition has waived any objections which
he raised at ihe outset. He then stated that in his
opinion, froin a theoretical point of view, it would be best
that the Legislatures which pass the laws should appoint
the judges who are to interpret them. Well, in order te
carry out that idea we would require a change in the
constitution, so it is probably best te deal with the
constitution as we have it. I do not quite agree with
the leader of the Opposition that the position taken by the'
hon. member for Toronto (Mr. Beaty) was altogether an
unreasonable one. That hon. gentleman expressed his
preference for the assimilation of the civil laws of the
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different Provinces. Well, there is a provision in our con-
stitution for assimilating our laws-an express clause in
the Confederation Act that the laws of the English speaking
Provinces, the laws of all the Provinces except Quebec, may
be assimilated by an Act of this Parliament, provided that
the assent of the several Provinces is obtained thereto ; so
this projeot of the hon. member for Toronto (Mr. Beaty),
with the single exception of its application to the Pro-
vince of Quebec, may not he so distant as some hon.
gentlemen may think. Now what are the objections to
the court raised by my hon. friend from Montmagny (Mr.
Landry), and we must admit that he as brought to the
consideration of this question a great deal of industry and a
great deal of ingenuity. I am not one of those who say
that the question of the existence of the court should notbe
discussed in Parliament. If the court cannot stand
discussion, let it fali. The hon. member for Montmagny
(Mir. Landry) pointed ont two or three objections.
Firat, he says there are only two judges from the Pro-
vince of Quebeo-only two judges who understand the
civil laws of that Province, and that they have to sit
in banc with four judges from the other Provinces, familiar
only with English coamon law, and therefore that the
influence-of the judges from Quebec is liable to be ove -
borne. On the face of it there is a great deal in that
objection. But we must remember that in the Privy
Council of England, which has been thoroughly satisfactory
to the Province of Quebec, so much so that in no part of the
Dominion has there been a greater expression of satisfaction
with the deci:ions of that tribunal, the Dominion has rot a
single judge familar with the laws peculiar to Quebec.

An hon. MEUBER. Hear, hear.
Mr. MACIASTER. When I say familiar, I mean that

i hey have not been trained in that law; they are not experi-
enced in it, though they may have become familiar with it
by study, but so may the judges in the Supreme Court,
familiar with the common law, likewise bocome familiar with
the civil law of the Province of Quebec, especially when
they are in constant contact with tue judges and aavocates
from that Province. While referring to the Privy Council,
it might be worthy of the consideration of the Prime Mir-
ister and the leader of the Opposition whether distinguished
Canadian jurists should not find their way to the Privy
Council, just as Indiaù and Australian lawyers have found
their way to p'aces on that bench. Sir Richard Coach was,
I think, an Indian judge, and I think Sir Arthur Hobhouse
is an Australian.

Mr. BLAKE. Sir Lawrence Peacock was an Indian
judge.

Mr. MACMASTEL1. I have no doubt.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. Sir Erskine Perry was.

Mr. MACMASTER. I am not aware of any distinguished
member of the Canadian bar, in the present generation at
least, having been transferred to the Privy Council, and I
do not know that that august body would be mach injured
by the transforence there of such eminent legal gentlemen
as the leader of the Opposition and the leader of the Gov-
ernment, thouglh it is generally understood that the latter
gentleman is not to leave this scene until he departs for a
higher and a botter one. Another objection raised by the
hon. member for Montmangy was that the lawyers of
French origin from the Province of Quebec, pleading ttieir
cases and speaking in their own tongues, h to speak to
jiidges some of whom were not familiar with the language of
the pleaders. On the face of it there is something in that
objection; but it is creditable to the judges of the Supreme
Court who are not born and bred in the Province of Quebe 3
(for instance Mr. Justice Strong) that they are nQt merely
familiar with the French language, but very familiar with
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the French civil law. Again, I do not think this objection is ing of judgments, they are so unable to overtake the.
a serious one. Advocates who appear before the Supreme business that at the present time there are nearly
Court bench file their printed books and arguments, and 1,000 appeals in arrear on the roll of that court. These I
these can be examined carefully by the judges; and again it understand to be the main objections of the hon. gentleman,
must be said to the credit of the members of the legal pro- and I think in the manner I suggestthough the suggestion
fession of French origin in the Province ofQuebec that they should not originate with me, those objections might be
address our courts with a grace, an elegance, and skill in removed. I would merely reiterate the argument 0f my
the English language that put men of British origin to hon. friend from Toronto (Mr. Beaty), who said that it
shame when they attempt to speak the French language. would be most unfair to the court, a most unwise and
The other difficulties to which the hon. gentleman called injudicious thing, after it had had an existence of only ten
attention were more in the nature of fears expressed by way years as a general court of appeal for the whole of Canada, to
of anticipation, but I venture to say that those fears have abolish it without giving it a fair and full trial. When the
never been realized. I am not aware of-and I am tolerably hon. member has made out a fair case, showing that his
familiar with the decisions of the court-and I cannot point Province has suffered or that its civil law bas been trampled
to any case in which, as a lawyer, I can say that the upon, then there will be a sufficient sense of justice in this
civil law of the Province of Quebec has been over- flouse to remedy that injustice. I would merely call your
ruled by the English judges, and I do not think that any attention, Mr. Speaker, to the opinions of a man who was
other hon. member in the House can point to such a case. supposed to have, and no doubt had, the interests of this
Until the decisions of the court are impugned and it is country at heart, and whom hon. gentlemen opposite followed
pointed out and made clear to Parliament that they as loyally as Mussulman followed Mohammed-I refer to the
have not been equal to their functions, and have not inter- late Hon. George Brown, who in his speech on Confedera-
preted the law correctly, we should not make a retro. tion, after discussing the details, said:
gade movement by repealing a measure which the leader t I say that, taking the scheme as a whole, it bas my cordial, enthu.
of the Opposition and lis friends, with the aid of those siastic support, without hesitation or reservation."
on this side, put on the Statute-Book for the purpose of secur- It is under that constitution that this court has been estab-
ing a general court of appeal for this country. I regret liahed and maintained. The late Hon. George Brown,
that the leader of the Opposition did not express his speaking on the very matter which is now under discussion
confidence in the court. I think it would have been well, on the integrity of the constitution and the necessity of
not only in the interest of the court, but in the interest of preserving our institutions in such a way as to conserve, not
the protession and the public, that that learned and hon. only the present, but the future interests of the people,
gentleman should have expressed his confidence in this said:
court of appeal. He expressed some little doubt in the
early portion of lis remarks with regard to the system, but "By placing the appointment of the judges in the hands of the General

Government, and the establishiment of a (Jentral Court of Appeal, wethese were gradually wafted away at the close of his speech. haveesecured unifornity of justice over the whole land."
But I greatly regret that he did not express confidence in the
court itself, although I have no doubt that if he had expressed Now, Mr. Speaker, I think wo should hesitate, at this early
lis opinion he as thorough confidence in the court. As far stage in our progress as a Confederation and in the history
as I can ascertain, not merely from my own experience in of this court, in interfering with the constitution or the
the Supreme Court of Canada, but from the experience of powers of a court which has worked with success up to
advocates from the Province of Quebec, a feeling of perfect this time, and for which the late Hon. George Brown, as well
satisfaction is entertained by them with regard to its as the leader of the present Government, held out such fair
decisions. I would not say that there is entire satisfaction promise.
with its constitution. That perhaps might be improved; Mr. CURRAN. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to detain
but as to the manner in which the judges receive the advo- this House at any great length on the subject now under
cates of the Province of Quebec and the attentive hearing our consideration ; but, as bèlonging to the Province which
they get, I have bard expressions of satisfaction without is more particularly to be affected by the measure proposed,
number. Now, as to the constitution of the court. I desire to say a very few words. As regards the original
Where there is smoke there is fire; and there may constitution of the court, I may say I was one of those
be some reason-though I do not see any evidence of who felt that it was premature to establish such a tribunal
it-that the ground which the hon. member for Mont- at the time the measure for that purpose was brought
magny (Mr. Landry) takes, that two judges familiar before Parliament. There was throughout the whole Pro-
with the civil law of Quebec are not sufficient vince of Quebec a very strong popular opinion against the
in order to secure satisfaction in that Pro'ýince. measure, and J may further say there was an equally strong
The Province of Quebec has a system of law peculiar to opinion amongst the members of the legal profession, that
itself, and it may be that to secure greater satisfaction there cases coming before this court for adjudication from the
should be a reconstitution of the court. I do not know that Province of Quebec could not receive that consideration to
we should do an unwise thing or be misappropriating the which they were entitled ; and at that time I fully con-
money necessary, if we made some additions to the mem- curred in all that has fallen from the hon. member for Mont.
bership of the Supreme Court-if we provided for the magny (Mr. Landry), to-day. However, the Government
appointment of an extra judge for the Province of Ontario of the day thought proper to constitute the court, and it
and an extra judge for the Province of Quebec. The peo- las been working for a certain number of years. Under these
ple of Quebec would then be sure of always baving three circumstances, I am under the impression that in bringing
judges from that Province sitting for the trial of their cases, forward a measure of this kind, the hon. gentleman
and it would be practically impossible to reverse the deci- who is fathering this Bill should have come before this
sions of the Court of Appeals of the Province of Quebec if the House armed with something more than bis own ipse dixit.
three judges from that Province were for maintaining them. He should have come here fortified with representations
Perhaps eight judges might seom a very large number for from the various sections of the bar of Lower Canada, show-
the Supreme Court bench. But our circumstances are ing that the members of our bar, through their duly con-
rather exceptional, and we must temper the breeze to the stituted authorities, felt aggrieved at the manner in which
shorn lamb. I believe there are nine or ton judges in the the legal business from that Province was being conducted.
Supreme Court of the United States; and yet, although the Now, we have no such representations before thishonorable
whole number is not required to sit at the render. House. My hon. friend in bringing forward his mQtion
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to-day has not insisted that any such ideas prevail, and we expressed by those who have spoken to-day as to the neces"
have the statement of the hon. member for Jacques Cartier sity of maintaining our institutions, of allowing those insti-
(Mr. Girouard) that the only section of the bar of Lower tutions to take root in the hearts of the people, and certainly
Canada that has at all expressed itself, the bar of the dis- if we go on, day by day, altering and amending, we shall
trict of Montreal, has pronounced against any interference not be proceeding in the proper spirit, or in a way likely to
with the present constitution of the court. Now, in view of endear those institutions to the people at large. In con-
the fact that more than one-haf of the whole business of cluding, I will say that whilst on the wbole 1 have never
our courts in the Province of Quebec is transacted in the heard any complaint with regard to thIe judgments of the
District of Montreal, I think the action of the learned gentle- Supreme Court; yet, from very high quarters indeed, 1 have
men composing that section of the bar may well lead us to received a complaint which, as will be seen by a motion
believe that the working of the Supreme Court is giving that is now on the Order paper for certain returns,
pretty general satisfaction. No doubt, at first view, when we I am endeavoring to investigate-a complaint with regard,
consider that there are only two members of that court ap- not to the judgments of the Supreme Court, but to the very
pointed from the Province ofQueboc,it must strike us that the great delay that occurs between the argument of a case and
representation from that Province is hardly strong enough. the rendering of a final judgment. We know that many
Yet it appears to me that the remedy suggested by the complaints are made that our judges in the Province of
hon. member for Glengarry (Mr. Macmaster) would Lot for Quebec do not decide cases in a great many instances on
one moment relieve us from anyof the difficulties underwhich the spot, cases which perhaps might be so decided, that from
we may be supposed to labor. Appointing an additional time to time the délibérés are almost interminable; and,
jidge from the Province of Quebec would give us threejudges if my information be correct, and I hope it is not, it would
in the Supreme Court, but we should still have three mem- soem that to a certain extent this practice of long délibérés is
bers of the Supreme Court over-riding the judgments of crceping into the Supreme Court causing months and monthe
perhaps five members of the Court of Queen's Bench in the to elapse, in many cases, before judgments are rendered. In
Province of Quebec, and thus the difflculty suggested by my view of all these facts, considering especially that the court
hon. friend from Montmagny would still remain. But my as now constitutod is likely to give satisfaction, taking into
reason for opposing this Bill, under the present circum- consideration that we have two of our own judges on it, and
stances, is this, that the personel of the Supreme Court that it comprises other judges who have had many years'
at present gives pretty general satisfaction and a sure guar- experience in the administration of our laws, I feel on this
antee that our provincial matters will be properly adminis- occasion compelled to give my vote against the measure pro-
tered. Under the statutes of old Canada, as well as under our posed by the hon. member for Montmagny, although under
present statutes, ton years' practice at the bar was considered other circumstances I might perhaps be disposed to vote
sufficient to render a lawyer competent to be appointed to the differently.
bonch, that is he could not be appointed unless lie had pre-
viously ten years' practice. That was the term fixed at the Mr. DAVIES. I think it is unfortunate that Bills of
expiration of which a gentleman might be elevated to the this kind, having for their object the attacking ef the consti-
bencb. Now, if we look at the personel of the Supreme tution and jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, should be
Court, as it stands te-day, we find that whilst we have our annually brought forward, because they are apt to give rise,
two members from the Province of Quebec ther, three of in the popular mind, to the impressions that this court is
the original members who were appointed, I think, in 1877, not discharging its duties fairly, and that a strong public
still occupy seats in that court. Now, it strikes me that if opinion exists calling for its reconstruction. It must be
after a practice of ton years at the bar, a lawyer is considered evident, from the vast preponderance of opinion of hon.
competent to become a judge, gentlemen possessing the members in the House, that the opinion of the bars in
eminent qualifications of those who have been raised to the several Provinces is in favor of the court continuing as
the bench of the Supreme Court ought, after having sat for it is. It is quite evident the court has given great satisfac-
eight years upon that bench, after having had our laws tion to the majority of the Provinces, and if we accept the
expounded before them and studied those laws, not only on statements of the two gentlemen who have just spoken, the
their own accountbut in conjunction with their distinguished hon. member for Glengarry (Mr. Macmaster) and the ion.
colleagues from the lower Canadian bar,to be at least, as com- mem ber for Montreal Centre (Mr.Curran), two distinguished
petent to administer our provincial laws, as any person who members of the Montreal bar, even the bar of the Province
may have practised ton years at the bar ofour own Province. of Quebec, the majority at any rate, seems to be well satis.
Itherefore consider, in view of the fact that we have no out- fled with the constitution of the Supreme Court. The hon.
cry against the decisions of this court and no complaints member for Montreal Centre expressed the opinion that its
that I see in connection with its judgments; in view of the constitution at the time it was constituted was inopportune.
fact that in hardly a single case have the opinions of tho two I do not agro with him. Speaking as a member of the bar
members of the Lower Canadian section on that bench been fron one of the snaller Provinces, I have no hesitation in
overridden by those of their brother judges in cases in- saying that the Supreme Court bas beeu a very great benefit
volving questions of Quebec law, we have a very to the Province of Prince Edward Island ; by ail the Mari-
fair reason to suppose that this court, as now constituted, time Provinces it is looked upon with the highest respect,
has given and is likely to give general satisfaction. and its deciEions reccived with the greatest satisfaction. I
I see with pleasure that a class of men is now springing up eau give an instance in point to show why the maintenance
who wil be available in the future to occupy scats on this of that court is strongly desired by the Province from which
bench. If yon look at the bar of the Province of Quebec I cone. When the Supreme Court was first instituted a
you will find there more than one gentleman who has gradu- very important Bill had passed in our Province, an Act
ated at the bar of the Province of Ontario; if you look at expropriating lands in that colony. A court of commission
the bar of Ontario you will find there a number of gentle- had been appointod, which had sat for two years and had
men who are barristers of the Province of Quebec, and if taken an immense amount of evidence, which had made
you go to the Province of Manitoba, you will find there large awards to the amount of over a million of dollars, and
numbers of legal gentlemen, barristers both of Quebec and after the awards had been made and a question with which
Ontario, and no doubt from the other Provinces as well. that colony for nearly a century had been agitated
Under all these circumstanees, I feel it to be very injudicious finally settied in the manner provided by that Act, the
on our part Vo interfere with the court as now constituted. Supreme Court of the Province came forward and in a hasty
I Srta have great pleasure in re-echoing the sentiments I judgment set aside the whole of the awards, The work 4f
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half a century which had culminated in the compulsory Shortly after, as it la known, the Confederation was per.
land Act were destroyed, the question was relegated to the fected, the question of the establishment of a Supreme
position it had occupied a quarter of a century before, and Court was, of course, under consideration by the Govern-
we were on the eve of another agitation, accompanied by ment of which I was thon a member, and a measure Was
all the evils that follow agrarian agitations. The Supreme prepared and subnitted to Pariament, but Lt neyer cul.
Court of Canada had juast then been established; we took an minated in an Act. Then, after the Uovernment of Mr.
appeal to it at once; the judgment of our Provincial Supreme Mackenzie succeeded, they, following the same une of pollcy
Court was reversed, the awards were all maintained in es the previous Government, introduced the Supreme Court
their entirety, and the land question of that colony, to the Bil, which became the Iaw of the land. The hon. gentle-
great benefit of that colony, was settled finally and forever. man, the leader of the Opposition, says that theoretical1y
Since that time we have had the opportunity of appeal!ng, lie was opposed to the Bng.
from time to time, when occasion required, to that court, Mr. BLAKE. No.
and, as I said before, the decisions of that court have given
very general sai-idaction, and I know of no Bill which would Sir JOTIN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
create more dissatisfaction in the Maritime Provinces than Mr. BLAKE. No; not opposed to the Bill.
the Bill, if it were carried, which is now before the Ilouse.
I do not think a member of the bar from one of the SirJOHN A MACDONALD. Perbaps not to the Bil,
Maritime Provinces can be found who would express his but le considered that, thereotically, under the foderal sys-
feeling or sympathy in favor of the Bill or of the principle tem, the different Provinces should have their own courts
of the Bill. If the Bill was carried, so far as the Supreme not only of original jarisdiction but of appellate jurisdic.
Court of Canada is concerned, in its relation to the Maritime tion. That was the'correct theory as he described it; but
Provinces, it would be-utterly useless. We would have our notwithstanding that theory, which I suppose obtained in
appeal, of course, to the Privy Council, but the experience lis mmd full sway as t does at this moment, lie, I think,
of the time preceding the constitution of the Supreme Court aupported the Bil. The Governuent introduced the Bill,
here shows that thatwas not an appeal in reality at all, but ho supported t, and it becarn the law of the land, and the
merely in name. Very few cases were ever carried there, and court became a court dealing fot only with constitutional
we had no intermediate court of appeal, as they have in the questions, not only with the decision of*Acts passed by this
larger Provinces of Quebec and Ontario.Ul herefore, the main- Parliament, but with ail matters connocted with property
tenarce of the Supreme Court of the Dominion, as at present and civil rights as well. I think the court bas met, as sev-
constituted, is a vital necessity for the Maritime Provinces eral gentlemen have stated, with the universal approval o?
of the Dominion,and I hope it will be long ere the constitution the Provinces, with the single exception of the Province of
of that court is tampered with. I do not wish to prolong Quebec. Well, that is an exceptional case, as las been
the debate, but I desire to call attention, not to the griev- argued. The Province of Quebec bas its own system o?
ance my hon. friend opposite referred to, namely, that the laws, and it La carried f rough the instrumentality of a
judgments are delayed in their delivery after the arguments language which La not the language of a majority of the
have taken place, but that there is a delay in the time be- courts or of the bars of the diffent Provinces of the Dom-
tween the delivery of the judgments and their publication, inion. The civil law varies in principle in a great
and I think that grievance is felt very seriously. I am told degree, and thoroughly Lu practice, from that which obtains
that the delay is in part owing to the fact that the judges Ln the other Provinces. 1 can quite uudorstand why the
have not and cannot get clerks to transcribe their judgments measuro whidh is acceptable in the other Provinces is not
and assist lhem in the copying of their judgments and other se acceptable in. the Province of Quebee. Iu ail the othor
work. They have a very great doal of wvork to do ; their Provinces the law la substantialiy the same, based on the
work is increasing yearly, and anything that would facili- common law of Erigland, with some variances of course,
tate the publication of those judgments after they are de- from the différent Provinces having separato Legisatures
livered, anything in reason, I think, should be done by the of iheir own. Yet in substance, the body of the law, the
Government. 1 think that is a grievance. Perhaps it is a corpus legis, in ail the Provinces is the same, 80 that a
small one, but it is one that is felt generally by the profes- trained lawyer in any cf the courts in any cf the Provinces,
sion, and I hope it will bo remedied. I am told by thoseLi save that f Quebec, is competent L every way te ait in
authority that it can be remedied, and remedied in one judgment in cases arising Lu anyoecf the Provinces of
way, by appointing a sufficient number of clerks-one or which, perhaps, ho is net a momber. But, Ln consequence
two clerks, or whatever number may be required-to assist of the fact that a different syatem eflaw prevaila Lu the
the judges, Ln order that their judgments may be transcribeS. Province o? Quebec, special cre was taken te protect the

aw and the administration of the lawcf that Province Lu
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. When the Suprenie the constitution cf the court, and although there are only

Court system ias adcpted as a portion of the constittion six judges, two cf thom are taken ex neceitate from the
of British America, t was Det adopted without grave con- Province of Quebec. As respect at n other four judges,
sderation by those who wore concerned Lu the original they may ail corne from one Province. They may ali be
resolutions and Lu the adoption o? the acheme whiph cul- taken from Ontarie, or from New Brunswick, or from Nova
ainated Lu the British North America Act. It was con- Scotia. Therei a ne limitation, there a Gne provision by
sidered that, following the example o? tha United States, which the different bars or benhes o thesdiffrent Prov-
there should le ene Suprome Court of Appeal, te which ail inces are te be repreented upon thc fdera Sbemnh, wih
cases , arising, at ail evont, out othe laws etB the Federal the single exception of the proviaion that two membne-r
Parliament, migbt go for adjudication. It was aterwardanf the Quebec bar or beneitinut ex tha fateorie
presse, and successfully pressed, that, as, with the excep- appoînted te asit in the federal court. Now one wouild
tien o? Ontario and Quebcc, there wore no courts o? appeal think that was a ufloient precaution. If it e s ethet
in the Provinces, thc court should not only be a court o?0, as Blas been stated, thoe thoconstitution theBill
appoal on Dominion and censtitutienalS questions relating court migt e altercd so as te Dtrergthen that portion O?
te the laws passed by the Federal Pariament, but a suprene the benc hqoad cases arising from the Province cf Qnebec.
court cf appeal, interrnediato between the courts cf oxi aIlIt is true that t i taunt thrown acrs te floor by the hon.
jurisdiction and thc final court ef appeul, the Jnd icial m- gentleman opposite ias soyefoundation, that w baduinder-
nittee of the Privy Council. And Lu that respect the taken on this aide t. take Ur that subject. But Ltila a very

system varies from the systern Lu the United States. diffilet subjedt, and thcdifftculty arises from thec fact thae
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we have not been able to discover a system by which that
bench can be strengthened from the Province of Quebec
without giving a predominance to that Province on all the
cases that come before the court. If by adding additional
judges from the Province of Que bec we would give ad-
ditional weight to their decisions on cases arising from the
Province of Quqbec alone, there would be but little difflculty
-it would be simply a matter of expenses. But the louse
must remember that the judges coming from the Province
of Quebec, trained to a different law from the law of Eng-
land, trained to a different law from the common law
that prevails in all the other Provinces, and having an
equal voice upon the law with which they are not
familiar, can and do frequently take the responsibility of
giving judgment against the majority ofjudges from other
Provinces. Now, if the bench from the Province of Quebec
were strengthened still further, that objection would have
still greater force. The other Provinces would say : We
are over-ridden; our judges, trained to the common law of
England, are over-ruled by judges coming from the Pro-
vince where a different system prevails; and so the com-
plaint which now arises, perhaps very naturally, from the
Province of Quebec, would simply be transferred to the
other Provinces. They would say that the civilians, those
acquainted only with the civil law of Lower Canada, were
over-riding the common law, which obtained in all the
other Provinces. Now, I am told tbat practically, Sir-
I cannot state with personal acquaintance or examination
of the judgments of the court-but I am told that there are
few, if any, cases in which the decided opinion and deliberate
judgment of the two judges coming fron the Province of
Quebec, have been over-ruled by the other judges; but I
am told also that it is found that frequently the jadges from
the Province of Quebec have joined with the minority of
the other judges of the Supreme Court, and have over-
ruled the decis3ion of the majority of the English judges.

Some hon. MEMBERS. French domination.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It will be impossible,

Sir, it seems to me, at this stage of our existence as a
Dominion, with this court established under the circum-
stances, working for so many years, and giving satisfaction
to all the Provinces but one, to set it aside. I think, there-
fore, that my hon. friend, satisfied with bringing this ques-
tion before Parliament with the ability and perseverance
which are his characteristics, can call the attention of
Parliament to it again and again, until some mode is dis-
covered by which the constitution of the court may be so
altered as to give an additional strength to the Quebec por-
tion of it, and give additional satisfaction to the people of
Quebec without, at the same time, causing dissatisfaction
to the other Provinces.

Mr. BLAKE. You give it up ?
Mr. MILLS. Flies on the wheel.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My hon. friend says we

are flies on the wheel. Well, no; we keen pegging away, as
Lincoln said. We will not give up, we will keep pegging
away, and I have no doubt that by and bye, by some happy
inspiration-perhaps a hint from the hon. gentleman
opposite-we will be able to discover some mode of satisfying
the reasonable demands coming from the Province of Quebec .
However, Mr. Speaker, meanwhile I must vote against the
repeal of the Supreme Court Act.

Mr.. OUIMET. I do not rise to answer or to criticise
what the right hon. Premier has just said, but I have been
listening in vain to hear from him an argument justifying
the existence of that court. Suppose, for instance, there
was a law providing that a judgment rendered by one judge
in a court should be appealed from to another judge in
another court, that would be absurd; the idea is preposter-
ous. Well, I think the idea is just as absurd of having a

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

judgment that has been passed upon by five judges revised by
five other judges. I understand very well that the people
from the Maritime Provinces who have no appeal court-
desire the continuance of the Supreme Court. Now 1 may
say at once, Mr. Speaker, that I have nothing to say against
the constitution of the court, nor against the members
thereof-I have no prejudice against them. But what I say
is this : We have what we call a tribunal de première instance,
the Superior Court, presided over by one judge; then there
is an appeal from that judge to the Court of Review, con.
sisting of three other judges of the Superior Court. Now,
if we lose a case in the latter court we may go to the Court
of Queen's Bench, which is composed of five of our beet men ;
and then if we loose there, we may come to the Supreme
Court before five other judges; for, although the court
is composed of six judges, five compose a quorum, and it is
very seldom that the six judges sit at the same time-at
least, I have practised before the court occasionally,
and I nover saw but five judges on the bench. Now,
Mr. Speaker, what is the use of piling up tribunals
one upon another, more especially when the last tribunal
of appeal is composed of but the same number of
judges as sat in the preceding court of appeal? As I
said at first, the idea of appealing from the judgment
of judges in one court to the same number of judges in
another court is absurd; and, Mr. Speaker, no one feels that
more'than those poor people who are obliged to go before the
courts to maintain their rights; no one will feel that more
than a man who takes an action in the Superior Court to re-
cover a eertnin amount, and when he has judgment in bis
favor, is taken by his adversary to another court-the Court
of Review, we will suppose-and from that court to the
Queen's Bench, and thence either to the Supreme Court
here, or to the Privy Council. There is no end to litigation,
because there is no end to tribunals of appeal. Mr. Speaker,
I am not now speaking as a lawyer. It may be all very
well for us lawyers to be able to take our clients from one
court to another, always holding out to them the hope that
they will finally succeed in the next court. I say the less
tribunals of appeals we have the better for the people, and
I am speaking for the people now. I say that there is no
need of this Supreme Court. I do not say so because the
judges give bad judgments; if they gave bad judgments
then every one would say they ought to be got rid of. But
suppose they only give as good judgments as do our other
courts, they are then useless, and besides we have no
guarantec that these men are any better men than we have
in our own Province. Men are always alike, and the
theory of appealing from one judgment to another can-
not stand, except if the appeal is from one judge to
two or three judges ; that is to say, except if you
appeal from a namber of judges to a larger number of
judges. Here we have not that guarantee. If these judges
do not reverse the judgment of the court below, they are of
no use. If they do, we are told they should be blamed for
it. What, ·then, are they there for? They are of no use,
except to prolong litigation, and thereby eventually help to
ruin litigants. I lay down this as a proposition: We have
too many appeal courts. What is the remedy ? I am of
the opinion, as are many others, that the theory of the
Supreme Court is based on sound reasoning. The Supreme
Court is supposed to be the crowning of our judicature; it is
supposed to represent the supreme power, the unified
power of this Confederation. I think there is reason for its
existence; but I say it should be constituted so as not to
create an extra appellate tribunal,, but to act as a tribunal of
last resort. I would make the Supreme Court a large
court, consisting of different branches. Those different
branches should consist of the several courts of appeat in
the different Provinces who would then be incorporated in
the Supreme Court. In the Maritime Provinces they have
no appeal court, and the Supreme Court would remain their
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appeal court. The Court of Queen's Bench, in the Province
of Quebec, would be the supreme court sitting in appeal on
cases belonging to Lower Canada in the same places
as they do to-day. The Appeal Court of Ontario would
sit as a branch of the Supreme Court, and be the tribunal
of last resort for cases from that Province. When a
question of great constitutional importance would arise,
the Supreme Court, constituted as I have said, of the
judges now appointed hore-whose number might be
reduced in future, if it is too large for the require-
ments-and the judges of the provincial appeal courts,
might sit together, say fifteen judges. This would be the case
on a question of such importance as the last question laid
before the Supreme Court, namely, the constitutionality of
the McCarthy Act. Then we would obtain the opinions of
fifteen of the best men of the Dominion. Such a court might
bc productive of good results, because the great weight of the
decision of those judges might prevent the Dominion Gov-
ernment carrying the case before the Privy Council in res-
pect to a question which only concerns ourselves. I think,
with a court so constituted, the Government themselves
would be obliged to abide by its decision. Of course,
this system which I have propounded may look difficult to
work out. I should say that the Provincial Governments,
having jurisdiction as regards the constitution of the local
courts, ought to be communicated with and approached, in
order that an arrangement such as I have indicated may be
arrived at. I beg to move:

That all the words after "that" in the said motion be left out, and
that the following be inserted iustead thereof:-''There are in our
judicial system too great a number cf tribunals having an appeal juris-
diction ; that an humble Address be presented to Ris Excellenev the
Governor-General in council, praying him to communicate witfi the
several Provincial Governments, with the object of arranging a judicial
system, which will diminish the number of appeal juriadictions, whilst
guaranteeing an e 'cient administration of justice equally satiefactory
to &I.l the Provinces."

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman who last addressedi
the House on this subject spoke partly as a lawyer and,
partly as a layman, and it was the latter part of his observa-j
tions on the subject before the House which has emboldened«
me, not a lawyer, to eay a few words with respect to this Bill.à
All my sympathies have been in favor of a supreme court1
of appeal for our whole country, and I have listened with a1
great deal of attention to discover what argumenté would
be brought forward to show why a court should not exist,
and why, if it exists, it ought to bu abolished. I
confess I have not heard sufficient reasons to induce me toi
vote in favor of the Bill-to vote against the present mes- 1
sure which we have on the Statute Book. I hold as firmly 1
as the hon. member for Laval (Mr. Onimet) that too muchj
litigation is neither profitable nor wise ; but I still think3
that it will be found in the main that the litigation as to t
its amount is rather to be limited by the intelligence and(
experience of the people than by the number of courtsN
which are erected in a country. Although it is well to dis- f
courage litigation as far as possible, is it not well also-ifc
there are wrongs to be righted, and rights to b maintained, t
that it may be put in the power of those who are wronged t
or who wish to gain rights to have the widest area of re- t
dress possible, and the best ability of the country in the I
courts before whom they apply for that redress, i
I think that principle will hold quite as strongly as r
the other, Every objection which has been urged against d
the Act which we have at present on the Statute i
]Book is one which could be urged just as well t
against taking our questions from the courts in Canada c
to the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. Every t
objection which is urged against an appeal to our Supreme m
Court could equally well be urged against that; and yet i 
doubt very much if the people of this country, especially p
since Confederation, have not seen, time and time again, a
the wisdom and benefit of having that avenue open to b

them as a tribunal to which to refer those questions which
affect the Provinces differently, or affect the Provinces in
connection with the Federal Government. I think that one
of the chief objections to this court is an objection which
holds most at a time when the court is first established, and
which wears away every year that the court grows in age.
The objection, as I understand, comes frogi the fact that
certain judges of the Supreme Court are not as well versed in
certain methods of procedure and modes of law in one
Province as thejudges who come from that Province. But
is it not true that by the fact of having this court we have
all the judges of our country who are appointed to it, or
who look forward to an appointment to it, making it a
point to verse themselves in these different kinds of law,
and so get to learn what we must get to learn if we are to
have a united country-all that is to be known of the
greater and wider interests of the country, legal and
otherwise. Is it not true that year by year the
judges will become more versed ii these different
methods of law, and so this objection will gradually wear
away. As I listened to-night to the debate, I found that the
difBculty arose from one Province-and there is division of
sentiment with reference to the difficulty even in that Pro-
vince-while from all the other Provinces of the Dominion
I think it is but fair to say there is a consensus of opinion
that this appellate court is not only beneficial but neces-
sary; and I think the different Provinces, and I am certain
the Provinces down by the sea, would bu very sorry indeed
to have this court taken away as a court of appeal and be
confined to their own provincial courts merely-and that
is not making any imputation on the calibre or talents of
courts we have. Well, if all are satisfied, with the exception
of one, and if there be a difference of opinion even in that
one, it seems to me that the weight of opinion should hold,
especially in the face of the declaration of the leader of the
Government, that it is very, very difficult indeed, to hit
upon a method which shall be less onerous on one Province
while not, at the same time, becoming more onerous with
reference to the other Provinces. The hon. member for
Laval (Mr. Ouimet) said ho looked in vain for a single
argument in favor of the continnance of the court.
I think I can give him two or three; and yet, if ho
heard the arguments brought forward by those who pre-
ceded me in favor of the court, I am not sure that he
will take mine, because the arguments advanced before are
probably stronger than any I can offer. But the line of
argument I would advance is this: That it is essential to
the best righting of wrongs that the area of redress shallh be
as wide as possible; that we shall be able not merely to
go before a magistrate's court, but that we may get be-
yond, perhaps, the prejudice or the ignorance of a magis-
trate's court to the higher judicial atmosphere of the County
Court-of the Court of Appeal above-and so that if our
wrongs are not righted in the first we may feel with con-
idence that they may be righted in the second, and so
on farther. And men who feel that they have wrongs
o be righted will never be satisfied until they have power
o get, as they have now, the very best talent selected from
he whole of the country or the empire to which they belong.
believe that. Again, it is necessary as well to a butter feel.

ng with reference to the justice and security of men's
ights, not only that there shallh b the widest area of re-
ress, but that there shall be men of the best possible abil-
ty to sit in the tribunals before which they go. Now, I
hink it goes without saying that when you pick and
hoose among the celebrated and strong men at the bar or on
he bench in all the Provinces of the Dominion, you bring a
wealth of ability, and a variety of ability, and a variety of
methode of looking at different questions, which you cannot
possibly hope to gain in any single Province, and so the
bility which is ensured is greater far than it possibly could
e in any single Province. I think it gives a greater feel-
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ing of security and content in any community or in any
Province to feel that it is not bound to the courts of its
own Province, where provincial prejudices might some-
times get in, but that it can go to a court which is outside
of those prejudices, as far as possible, and get that justice
which possibly might, from some circumstance, be denied
them at home. . I think that is another reason for that
wider court. But the very fact that we have an appellate
court for the Domninion makes a botter court for each
Province. Why? Because every judgment given by a
provincial court may be brought up in review before the
larger court, and it therefore puts the provincial courts on
their mettle. If these courts were of final jurisdiction they
might perhaps get a little careless; but they will say: We
need to be very careful in looking into the matter, from
the fact that every judgment of our court may be brought
before judges from all the Provinces. This condition of
things ensures that these provincial court judges will do
their duty-they are put on their .mettle -and therefore
we get better provincial courts. I think that is an
argument which we might well consider. More than
that, and my chief reason for being in sympathy
with the Supreme Court is that it is a national
court, a bond of union for the whole country-that in
it we unite the different phases of legal talent and
ability-of race, and of creed and of Province; that the
whole Dominion brings them together, where we can look
upon them as the central fountain of judicial decision for
the whole country. So the Provinces are united by another
bond, and they are not simply divided and kept apart
amongst themselves, so far as the highest judicial decisions
are concerned. I think the benefit in that way-in having
this as a bond of groater and closer union-is one which is
not to be despised in this argument. I think, also, with
several who have spoken on this subject, that aithough it
may be within the power of this Parliament, although it
may be within the power of the politicians of the country,
to bring up any of our institutions and pass themin review,
there is danger in being continually hammering away at
what have been, for a certain time, institutions of the coun-
try, aud so creating a general feeling of uncertainty as to
whether these things wili last, whether they are sure,
whether they are settling down into really strong and
stable institutions of the country. So I am in lavor of
keeping the court. I believe it will grow better year by
year. I want it because it is a bond of union, because there
we can get the very best judicial talent in our country from
all these Provinces, and I want it most of al[ because I feel
that we need it as the culmination of the area of widest re-
dress possible in our country, and it is the place where we
can get the best judicial discussions and decisions.

Mr. AMY OT. I heard, with a certain amount of surprise,
that the hon. member who has just spoken did not find any
good reason for the Bill that has been presented. I think
it will be admitted that such a question should be discussed
without any reference to the existing judges. It would
not be fair to come before this hon. House and say that
such a judge and such another judge possessed such and
snch qualities. I am ready to admit that the present
judges are the best judges we have ever had, and that if
they were never going to die, we might consent to keep the
court as it is at present constituted. But when we come to
discuss the constitution of a court, we should do so with-
out reference to the existing judges. I understand that the
mover of the Bill does not wish to abolish the appellate
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court for any Province that
desires to keep the same. The object of the Bill, as under.
stood in the Province of Quebec, is to take away the
appellate jurisdiction of that tribunal for the Province
of Quebec; and the reasons for that are very clear and
obvions. We contend that for us, that tribunal is,

Mr. FosTa.-

in the first place, useless; secondly, that it is dangerous;
and thirdly, that it is against the spirit of the treaties.
Now, the hon. members of this House know that we,
in the Province of Quebec, have a special system of law,
entirely different from the common law or the statute
law of England, or of any of the other Provinces of the
Dominion. Will any of the hon. members of this House
tell me what interest they have in forcing us to be guided
in these matters by jadges who have not studied our laws,
who have not spent their lives in being trained to them ?
They say: We want a court of general jurisdiction; we
want unity in our law. That is all very well, Mr. Speaker;
and it has been provided for by the Confederation Act, ex-
cept in th case eof the Province of Quebec. lu that Pro-
vince our cases are first heard by four judges of the Supe-
rior Court, and afterwards by five judges of the Appeat
Court. Yet we are to be subjected, in spite of our will, to
have the dicision of those nine judges reversed by two
judges ! Where is the sense of that? How comes it that
there is more brain in two men than in our nine judges ?
And suppose the two judges should disagree, and there
should be one against one; and suppose they agree, and
there are fou- on the other side I am told that has not
occurred yet; but who is to give me a guarantee that it
wili never occur ? Who can tell me who are to be ap-
pointed judges in the future? Who will tell me that at
some future day judges may not be appointed who will be
our hatred, and who will begin a persecution against the
principles which we cherish? We must not be blinded,
but we must foresee for the future. I was surprised to
hear the hon. member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran)
ask : Where are the petitions? HRas he not been at
public meetings in the Province of Quebec for the last
ton years ? Has he not read the press ? Has he not heard
repeatedly the denunciations of the Supreme Court in that
Province ? We do not want it; we do not want the non-
sense of those men, who do not know our laws, undertaking
to judge our laws. Keep the court for the other Provinces
if you want it; appoint other judges if you like; but we
say, for us, we have been admitted by the Crown of Eng-
land, centuries ago, with all our laws and with ail the liber-
ties that we possessed before. Those rights have been
maintai ned; we have spent our blood for them, and for the
British flag too; and by the Act of Confederation we were
given the guarantee that our laws would be respected, and
tbat the judges for the Province of Quebec would be
selected from the bar of that Province. That was the guar-
antee; and is it because there ia another clause surrounded
with diffioulty in interpretation, that you will impose upon
us judges not taken f rom our bar? That is the injustice
that is imposed upon us. As my hon. friend from
Laval (Mr. Ouimet) said, we have already too many tribu-
nals. But there is another reason why we do not want this
court; not only iait useless, but it ia dangerous. It is against
the spirit of the treaty. It is against the general and well
understood principles laid down when Confederation was
brought about. In the name of the Province of Quebec,
whose sentiments have been so often expressed and are so
well known, we Bay: We have entered the Confederation
of Canada, but we have done so with the understanding
that our judges, taken from the bar of the Province of
Quebec, would rule us, would have exclusive jurisdiction,
and we do not want that formal agreement to be disre-
garded. There is the Privy Council, whose jurisdiction
is a matter inherent in the colonial system. We have
submitted to it; we were bound to do so; we have
made that sacrifice, and we will make it as long as the
people decide to remain under the British fiag. But if we
had not that tribunal, we contend that God has given
brain enough to the people of the Province of Quebec to
rule thenselves without being obliged to cross the sea and
be ruled by the infallibility of judges in England. More-
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over, the English judges have not their minds influenced by
the statutes of the other Provinces, and they are always care-
ful enougb, when a question of old French law arises, to con-
suit the experience resulting from the large practice of the
best French lawyers. But what cannot be cured must be
endured, and we have to receive the jurisdiction of the Privy
Council, for which I have the highest respect; but we are not
bound to endure the other jurisdiction here. We are en.
trusted with the care of the old laws which our forefathers
have always respected, and which we intend to give intact
to future generations. And we say to the other members of
the Confederation. Arrange your interests as you please;
have any court you wish; but for the Province of Quebec,
respect our statutes; respect the treaty; respect the Con-
federation Act; and if any of the representatives of the
Province of Quebec think that we are not rightly express-
ing here the opinion and desire of that Province, let themn
say so and take the responsibility.

Mr. LAURIER. My hon.friend from Laval (Mr. Ouimet)
stated, in the course of the argument he offered to the House,
that we are suffering from too many appeals. I do not
think the case eis as bad as he represented it. HRe stated that
there was an appeal from the judgment of the Superior
Court to the Court of iReview, and fromi the Court of Review
to the Court of Appeal. This, as he knows, is only partially
true. There may be an appeal from the judgment of the
Superior Court to the Court of Review, but if the judgment
of the Saperior Court is confirmed by the Court of Review,
there is no further appeal. It is only when the judgment
of the Superior Court is reversed by the Court of Review
that an appeal can be made to the Court of Appeal.
Now, my hon. friend stated, and that was the burden of his
speech, that having two many appeals we should suppress
the appeal from the judgment of the Court of Appeal to the
Supreme Court. My hon. friend forgets that though he may
suppress the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court he will not
make away with the right of appeal. My hon. friend knows
that at present, when there is an appeal to the Supreme
Court there is an appeal of the Privy Council, and when
there is an appeal of the Privy Council there is an appeal
to the Supreme Court, and the suitor has the choice between
the Supreme Court and the Privy Council; so that if you
should suppress the appeal to the juriediction of the Supreme
Court in purely provincial matters, the appeal to the Privy
Council will still remain and you still do not suppress
the right of appeal. We will stili remain with as many
appeals as wo now have. My hon. friend who las just
spoken (Mr. Amyot) said it was sheer nonsense that the
judgments of our Court of Appeal, composed of five judges
versed in the French law, should be reviewed by the
Supreme Court, in which there are only two judges versed
in the French law. But if that be nonsensical, is it not far
more nonsensical that an appeal should be taken to the
Privy Council, where there are no judges supposed to be
practically versed in our law ? I prefer, for my part, the
lesser to the greater nonsense if nonsense there be. It is
said that Quebec, as a whole, is opposed to the Supreme
Court. I deny that. I say that the Supreme Court bas
given, on the whole, general satisfaction to the Province of
Quebec. It is true that when the court was first established
it met with a great deal of political opposition from the
Conservative party, and when the Conservative party came
into power in 1878 they came here fully determined to
suppress it. But it is in the knowledge of every one that
their zeal rapidly diminished from year to year, until now,
when the opposition we hear is of a very meek and mild
character ; and if the court will be given another chance,
as it undoubtedly will, it will at last give such general
satisfaction that we will hear no more Of those periodical
cries raised against it. As to the amendment of the hon.
member for Laval (Mr. Ouimet), I do not think that he and
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I, coming from the Province of Quebec, ought seriously to
invite the interference of this Government with our judicial
system. For my part, I prefer to leave the judicial system
of the Province in the hands of the Provincial Legislatures,
and shall vote against the amendment.

Amendment negatived on a division.

Mr. LANDRY. (Translation.) Beforethe motion is put
to a vote, I desire to answer a few remarks which have
been made by those who took part in the debate. The
hon. members who addressed the flouse have not in the
least, so far as I can see, answered the objections which
we have made and which we maintain, against the exist-
ence of the Supreme Court as it is now constituted. It has
been stated, Mr. Speaker-and it is the only statement wo
have been able to obtain from the Governument-that the
Bill being introduced every year, it may give them a chance
to find means to do away with the objections which are
formulated against the Supreme Court. Mr. Speaker, if
that is the position taken by the Government on this ques-
tion, they may rest assured that if the House does not at
the present time approve of the principle which we now
invoke, if the House pronounces now against the measure,
such as is nôw ·proposed, at least the attention of the
Government will, ere long, be called to this question,
and they will have the advantage to decide in a final man-
ner, sooner or later. One-of the lion. members who spoke
on this subjeot pretends that if the Bill is adopted the result
will be to take away from the Supreme Court nine-tenths
of the work which is now entrusted to it. I do not think
that such an argument can be considered as a serious objec-
tion to the adoption of the Bill. If it is a disadvantage, ut
ail events it will be readily admitted that this disadvantage
is much smaller than those I have pointed out to the House.
And, if of two evils one must choose the least, no doubt
that the hon. member for Glengarry himself (Mr. Macmas-
ter) will be glad to withdraw his objection and vote in favor
of my motion. The hon. member for Glengarry has pro-
posed the appointment of an additional judge from the
Province of Quebec, and of an additional judge for the
Province of Ontario. This addition would not in the least
improve the prosent constitution of the court. This addi-
tion would not at all remedy the inconveniences which are
pointed out, and would not remedy in the least the evils
which are complained of in the Province of Quebec. The
lion. member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) has said
that I came here with my ipse dixit; that the bar of the
Province of Quebec had not made any complaint. At this
remark the hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) has
pertinently¿answered by telling him that if he had consuited
public opinion just a little, in the ten years during which
he has been in politics, he might have discovered what is
public sentiment on this point. During the elections of 1878
and the elections of 1882 we have ascertained what
was the opinion of the public on this question.
The hon. member for East Quebec (Mr. Laurier),
who has just spoken, ought to know something about
it; when, in 1877, he was appointed a member of the Gov-
ernment and when he was a candidate for re-election in the
counties of Drummond and Arthabaska, he will surely re-
member that the great cause of his defeat was the responsi-
bility which he had assumed by being a party to the estab.
lishment of the Supreme Court. The people of the Pro-
vince of Quebec have very staunch opinions on this point,
and I believe the hon. member for Montreal has, on the
present occasion, spoken more as a law) er than as a repre-
sentative of the real sentiment of the electoral divison
which he represents. The debate which has just taken
place has perfectly shown the following fact: That in some
Provinces people are in favor of the maintenance of the
Supreme Court because they have no Court of Appeal,
while in the Provincesof Quebec people are against it, pre.
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cisely because we have too many courts of appeal. The
amendment just moved by the hon. member for Laval (Mr.
Ouimet) is based on that motive. From this point of view,
Mr. Speaker, I think that this Bill, when it goes before the
committee, and perhaps at this stage of the proceedings,
might be amended so as to rally in favor of its adoption
the votes of every member from the Province of Quebec
and those of the members from all the other Provinces.
The Bill might be amended so as to applyto the Province of
Quebec only; by this means the principal objection which
I have heard against the Bill might be raised at once. One
of the hon. gentlemen who spoke on this question-and I
believe it was the hon. member for Montreal Centre-said
that we ought not tolay sacrilegious hand on the Holy Ark of
our institutions,and that his devotedness to their preservation
compelled him to vote against this Bill. Well, Mr. Speaker,
it is precisely for that reason that the present legislation is
proposed; it is for the maintenance of institutions far older
than the Supreme Court; it is forthe maintenance of our old
French laws, the continuance of which has been secured to
us by thetreaties, that this Billwas introduced; it is in order
to shield from the action of the Supreme Court the work-
ing of our old institutions; and the reason invoked by the
hon. member for Montreal Centre to pronounce against
this Bill is preciscly one of the strongest that he might
have to vote in favor of this Bill and to give it the support
of his eloquence. At all events, Mr. Speaker, the evil
exists, it has been ascertained. The Government them.
selves admits that it does exist. The greatest number of
the hon. members who are in this louse to speak on this
question cannot deny its existence. I ask the bon. mem-
bers of this flouse if they have a more efficacious remedyi
than the one I now propose, to submit it to us and to havei
it adopted, and I shall willingly withdraw this Bill. All we1
ask, in the Province of Quebec, is that the causes of discon-
tent now existing should be made to disappear. This is the
reason why the Bill is proposed, and as long as a better Bill1
is not introduced in this House, we, the members of the(
Province of Quebec, are bound to vote for this Bill, which1
will ensure to us the maintenance of our institutions and
our laws, as we shall vote to-night in favor of the principle
of this Bill, such as it is now before the House.

Mr. ROYAL. Coming from a small Province, which i
stands in pretty much the same position as the Maritime
Provinces, as regards the number of appellate courts of
jurisdiction, I do not view this question from the point off
view of the hon. gentlemen from these Provinces. I
believe this question was approached in the proper spirit by
the hon. member for King's (Mr. Foster), when he stated
that far from looking at it from a lawyer's point of view,
it should be looked at from a common sense point of view,1
from the political point of view. And in fact I shall vote forr
the second reading of this Bill, because I believe that itc
contains the fundamental principle of our constitution, thatr
is to say, the federative as opposed to the legislative uniont
principle. Now, it is wellknown that amongst the lawyers1
the greater the number of appellate jurisdiction courts the
better for them, and the worse for their clients. Well, wet
must not narrow down questions of such importance to such(
reasoning. I believe this Bill must be discnssed from a
higher point of view, from the point of view as to whether t
it contains a principle cognate of the principlev
which lies at the bottom of our constitutione
or not; whether the Canadian constitution is basedo
on the federative principles or the legislative uniono
principles; and it is only upon that question that I i
will vote for the second reading of this Bill. The tendencyd
of the ideas of some of the hon. members who oppose this b
Bill has come to light during this discussion. We havep
heard an hon. niember express his approval of the assimila- c
tion of the civil laws all over 0anada. Well, if that wore o
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to take place, I believe it would be fatal to the duration of
this Confederation. I believe our system is a federative one,
and I believe it will grow wider and stronger by the
development of the principles of legislation which are
peculiar to each Province. It is true this court was at first
composed to adjudicate upon cases coming from the various
Provinces, but every one sees that it is a standing grievance
in our politics; every Session, or nearly every Session
attempts are made to modify its constitution or to abolish
it entirely. I am not prepared to suggest a remedy to this
existing evil; I am not ready to say what should constitute
a supreme court ofCanada; in fact, the very termI "supreme
court" is not correct; our Supreme Court is not a final
court; it does not adjudicate finally upon the cases which
come before it, for we have another court always open to
appeal-the Privy Council. This fact, as well as many
others, leads me to the conviction that the Supreme Court
is not what it should be. Of course we are net called upon
te say exactly what ought te be the constitution of that
court; in fact, as an hon. member of the Opposition said,
there is such a thing as a policy of creation and
a policy of maintenance. The policy of creation
is a thing of the past, but whether the policy
of the maintenance should be followed te this extent,
that the court should be maintained as it is, I doubt
very much. In fact, from the very words of the right lon.
the leader of the Government, we are led to'suppose that
this burning question has more than once occupied the time
of the Government of this country. I believe the two ton-
dencies that have shown themselves during the most inter-
esting debate that has taken place upon this Bill, may be
summed rup thus: That there are two currents in the public
opinion or in our legislation, the federative current and the
legislative current. As far as this Bill is concerned, I shall1
vote for the second reading, because, in my mind, it is a
very good approach to what I consider the good policy of
legislation that ought te take place in connection with the
establishment of such courts as the Supreme Court-that is
to say, the federative principle.

Mr. BELLEAU. I concur entirely in the views ex.
pressed by my hon. friend who bas just taken his seat, for
the reason that the Bill now before the House is quite in
accordance with the spirit of the constitution. If there is a
principle which bas been consecrated by the British North
America Act, it is that there should exist, under the Con.
federation, two different systems of judicature, and it has
been expressed over and over again by the factors of the
Confederation that that was the intention and spirit of the
Act, and it has been consecrated by the very terms of the
Act itself. If you look at the 94th clause of the British
North America Act, you will see that the Federal Parlia.
ment has been given the power of assimilating alt the laws
concerning civil rights in all the Provinces of the Do-
minion, with the exception of the Province of Quebec ; and
the exception goes so far as that, while the Act says that the
Federal Parliament may pass a law assimilating the civil
laws of the other Provinces, and that the Provinces will have
themselves to pass a law to give effect to that passed by the
General Parliament, in the Province of Quebec the Logisla-
ture of that Province would have no right to take for itself
the effect of the general law passed by the Federal Parlia-
ment. We thus have consecrated by the constitution two
entirely different systems of judicature-one for the whole
of the Provinces, except the Province of Quebec, and the
other for the Province of Quebec. Now, I contend, that if
this principle is consecrated by the constitution, you go
directly against that principle, you go directly against the
terms and against the spirit of the constitution, when you
put those laws of the Province of Quebec which are out
of the control of the Federal Parliament under the
control of a judicial authority whieh has its source in the
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Federal Parliament. We have heard a great many reasons
given'by members from the lower Provinces and the other
Provinces outside of the Province of Quebec. They com-
plain that they have not, in their own Provinces, sufficient
judicial organisation. They say they are quite ready to
accept the Supreme Court as it is now, as a court of provin-
cial jurisdiction for them. Well, that may suit them very
well, but that certainly will not suit the Province of Que-
bec; and, if these Provinces really want that the Supreme
Court shall have a jurisdiction under their own laws, they
have a very easy way to obtain it; they have only to avail
themselves of the 94th section of the British North America
Act, and I am sure that, if it was enacted by this Parlia-
ment that the Supreme Court would have jurisdiction only
on subjects which belong to the Federal Parliament, those
Provinces would come before this Parliament, and if they
really want that court to exercise jurisdiction, would ask
this Parliament to pass a general Act assimilating the laws
of their respective Provinces. Then we would have the
whole spirit of the Act carried oui. Those Provinces would
have their laws under the control of the Federal Parliament,
and consequently under the control ani authority of the
Supreme Court. Then the Supreme Court would be, what I
always understood it ought to have been, a federal court,
having jurisdiction only on subjects which are under the
jurisdiction of the Federal Parliament. And there would
certainly be a great advantage in this. Under our complex
system there are numerous conflicts arising out of the
division of the legislative power. Those conflicts will arise
for a·great many years more, and, if the Federal court
were established, which would have jurisdiction only on sub-
jects which are under the control of the Federal Parliament,
the question of jurisdiction would arise on every question
which came before that court; and every day on which
such a question would come before that court you would
have a judgment on the jurisdiction of the court itself, and
conEequently on the jurisdiction of the Parliament which
passed the law. That would greatly help you to arrive at
a principle which would define the respective jurisdictions
of the Local Legislatures and the Federal Parliament. I
heard it said by one of the hon. members, that the effect of
passing this Bill would be to destroy altogether the exist-
ence of the Supreme Court. I think thut hon. gentleman
went too far. If we look at the number of cases which
have been brought before the Supreme Court, we may ex-
pect a time when that court wiIl not be adequate to the
work which will be brought before it. When the court was
first created, as was mentioned by the chief of the Opposi-
tion, there were hardly four or five cases each term. If you
look at the last roll of the Supreme Court, yon will see
that there were not less than forty cases to be heard. If
that increase is proporLionate for the next ton or twenty
years, there will be a time when that court will not be able
to do the work that will present itself. So, from this point
of view, I think the hon, gentleman went too far. I will
not go further than what I have just said. I am, for my
part, firmly convinced that in this question of the juris-
diction of the Supreme Court, is involved the question of
the autonomy of our Province. There have been, in this
House and outside of it, a great many speeches made on the
subject of the autonorny of our Province. One of the most
essential elements of that autonomy is our law, which
is different from the laws of the other Provinces.
Itcomes from the same source; it emanates from the cus-
torms of Our people, which are different from those of the
people of the other Provinces, and those customs form one
of the most important elements of the autonomy of our
Province; aud I am surprised to hear hon. members from
the Provinoe f Quebec express a contrary opinion. Some
hon. gentlemen who have expressed their opinion agsinst
the Bill p -etend that the court has generally given satisfç-
tion. Well, Sir. the court may have given satisfaction as it1
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is now composed, but the principle of the court is against
the spirit of our constitution and contrary to the guarantee
given to the Province of Quebec, that our code of laws
would be kept separate from the laws of the other Provinces;
and I contend that unless the Supreme Court is prevented
from over-riding our laws, they will soon be so far discredited
as to become useless. For these resons, I shall vote in
favor of the Bill of my hon. friend,

Mr. COURSOL. I would like to say a few worda before
the vote is taken on this Bill. There is no doubt, what-
ever, in my mind, that there is a growing feeling and desire,
in the Province of Quebec, that the present constitution of
the court should be changed, and its appellate jurisdiction
altered to a certain extent. But, Sir, in seeking that resuit,
and in defending the interests of the Province of Quebec, as
they have been so forcibly and so eloquently defended to.
night, we, the representatives of that. Province, mut b.e
careful not to impose upon the other Provinces our views
any more than we would allow representatives from the
other Provinces to impose their opinions upon us. I have
not heard a word to-night from any member of another
Province in favor of altering the appellate jurisdiction of
the Supreme Court as regards his own Province; and yet
we have now a Bill before us, which proposes to change
that jurisdiction for the whole Dominion. I believe that
feature of the court is obnoxious to the Province of Quebec;
but if it is to be altered in a manner satisfactory to the
people of that Province, it seems to me it must necessarily
affect the other Provinces, and herein I perceive a very
great difficulty. I am prepared to vote for the Bill, but re-
serving to myself the liberty of proposing, in committee,
such suggestions as may meet the difflculty Ihave mentioned.
I presume the hon. mover of this Bill will also be prepared
to make some further suggestions in committee, for I cannot
believe for a moment that he would propose to enforce upon
the other Provinces a court so organised as to be distasteful
to them. The hon. leader of the Opposition, in his remarks
to-night, bas expressed no desire for a change on behalf of
the Province from which he comes. He has, in his usual
eloquent manner, spoken of the constitution of the court
and of its defects, which he believes nay be remedied, but
he did not at all oppose the appellate jurisdiction of that
court. Therefore, with these reservations in favor of so
modifying the Bill as not to oppose the opinions of the
people of the other Provinces, I shall vote for the Bill, with
a view of limiting it to the Province of Quebec, if such a
limitation is possible.

House divided on Mr. Landry's (Montmagny) motion
for:

Second reading of Bill (No. 3) to limit
the Supreme Court.

Messieura
Amyot; Dugas,
Bain (Soulanges), Dupont,
Séchard, Fortin,
Belleau, Gagné,
Benoît, Gaudet,
Bergeron, Giganlt,
Blondeau, Girouard,
Beurasa, Grandbois,
cursol, .. Guilbsult,
Desaniniers (Mask'ngé),Kaulbach,
Desaaniers (St.M'rice), Landry (ontmagny),
Desjardins,

Kirs

Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain (Wentworth),
Baker (Victoria),
Barnard,
Belty,
Bell,

Messieurs
Geoffrion,
Githuor,Gonn,
Qorden,'
Guillet,
Gunn,
Hackett,

Harley,

the appellate juriadiction of

McMillan (Vaudreuil),
Montplaisir,
Onimet,
Pinsonneault,
Rinfet,
Riopel,
Royal,
Tchereau,
Tassé,
vanaise,
Wallace (York)-34.

McNei
Mille,
Mitehell,

O'Brien,
Osten,
Paint,
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Benson, Hay, Paterson (Brant),
Blake, Hesson, Platt,
Bowell, Hickey, Pope,
Bryson, Hilliard, Pruyn,
Burns, Holton, Ray,
Burpee (Sunbury), Homer, Reid,
Cameron (Huron), Innes, Robertson (Hastings),
Cameron (Middlesex), Irvine, Robertson (Shelburne),
Campbell (Renfrew), Ives, Scriver,
Carling, Jackson, Shakespeare,
Cartwright, Jamieson, Small,
Casey, Jenkins, Somerville (Brant)
Oasgrain, King, Somerville (Bruce)
Catudal, Kinney, 8pnner,
Chapleau, Kirk, Sproule,
Charlton, Kranz, Stairs,
Cimon, Landerkin, Taylor,
Cochrane, Landry (Kent), Townshend,
Colby, Langelier, Trow
Coughlin, Langevin (Sir Hector), Tyrwhitt,
Ourran, Laurier, Vail,
Davies, Lister, Wallace (Albert),
Dawson, Livingstone, Watson,
De St. Georges, Macdonald (Kings), Wells,
Dickinson, Macdonald (Sir John), White (Cardwell),
Dodd, Macmaster, White (Hastings),
Dundas, Macmillan (Middlesex), Wigle,
Edgar, McCarthy, Williams,
Fairbank, McCraney, Wilson,
Farrow, )McDougald (Pictou), Wood (Brockville),
Ferguson (Leeds &GrenMoDougall (C. Breton), Wood (Westmoreland),
Fleming, McGreevy, Woodworth,
Porbes, Mclsaac, Yeo.-125.
Poster, Memullen,

Motion negatived.
Sir JOUN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 10:35 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
FAiDvY, 20th February, 1885.

The SpiAriEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.
FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 48) respecting the Annuity and Guarantee Fund
Society of the Bank of Montreal.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

Bill (No. 49) to incorporate the Pension Fund Society of
the Bank of Montreal.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

Bill (No. 50) to incorporate the Fredericton and St. Mary's
Railway Bridge Company.-(Mr. Temple.)

Bill (No. 51) for granting certain powers to the Inter-
national Coal Company, Limited.-(Mr. Desjardins.)

Bill (No. 52) respecting the Sault Ste. Marie Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Dawson.)

Bill (No. 53) respecting La Banque du Peuple.-Mr.
Girouard.)

Bill (No. 54) to confirm the union of the Canada Congre-
gational Missionary Society, and the Congregational Union
of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.-(Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (No. 55) to authorise the Dominion Grange Mutual
Fire Insurance Association, to insure against fire the pro-
perty of the Patrons of Husbandry wheresoever situated in
Canada.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

Bill (No. 59) to incorporate the Brantford, Waterloo and
Lake Brie Railway Company.-(Mr. Paterson, Brant.)

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT OF 1883.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland), in the absence of Mr.
FosTER, moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 58) to amend
the Liquor License Act of 1883. He said: The Bill repeals
the 145th section of the Liquor License Act of last Session.
It is considered necessary, in consequence of a late decision
of the Supreme Court of New Brunswick, which, I believe,

Mr USOL,

is to the effect that this section repeals certain portions of
the Canada Temperance Act.

Mr. BLAKE. That is the section under which these
numerous prosecutions in New Brunswick became abortive,
I believe ?

Mr. WOOD. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. That is one of the advantages of the

Liquor License Act.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

CRIMINAL LAW.

Mr. OUIMET (Translation) moved for leave to indroduoe
Bill (No. 57) to amend the Criminal Law of Canada.

Some hon, MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. OUIMET. (Translation), The amendments which

are provided for in this Bill are not very important in them-
selves, but they are of such a nature as to favor the carry-
ing out of the criminal law as it exists to-day. These
amendments have been prepared at the suggestion of the
magistrate of the City of Montreal, and of the judges of
Quarter Sessions, who have found that the wording of the
Act constantly offers difficulties in the interpretation, and
especially in the application of criminal law, particularly as
regards preliminary investigations, and also as regards
courts of Quarter Sessions having summary jurisdiction for
certain offences. This Bill also provides for the definition
of certain offences which corne under chapter 32 of the crim-
inal law of 1869, giving to judges of Quarter Sessions sum-
mary jurisdiction for certain offences, and particularly
offences concerning persons keeping houses of ill-fame, gam-
bling houses and disorderly houses. Owing to the obscurity
of the law, and owing chiefly to the uncertainty of the law,
it has happened very often that convictions or commitinius
have been set aside because it was found impossible to con-
nect the law contained in this chapter with pre-existing
laws. The object of this Bill is to do away with these inoon.
veniences, and I shall give further particulars at the second
reading.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

DISORDERLY HOUSES.

Mr. OUIMET (Translation) moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 56) respecting disorderly houses.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. OUIMET. (Translation), The object of this Bill is

simply to define what must be the meaning in criminal
law of the words, "disorderly house, " and to provide for
th'e punishment of persons keeping or frequenting such
houses. The Xaison Bleue is not included in that category.

Mr. BLAKE. Is the interpretation wide enough to em-
brace this august assembly ?

Mr. SPEAKER. Order.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

PRIVILEGE-NEWSPAPER ATTACK.

Mr. ROYAL. Before proceeding with the Government
notices of motion, I beg to raise a question of privilege.
The Ottawa daily Free Preu of Monday, February 16th,
has the following paragraph:-

" On Friday last a Message came down, signed by Hie Excellency's
own hand; and it is the custom to receive this Message by all members
standing and with heads uneovered. It is read in French and English ;
but two French members-Girouard (Jacques Oartier) and Royal, drew
the distinction very .fine when they remained conspieuously seated as
the English version was read and ros as the Frech repetition wa
beguan.
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Well, Mr. Speaker, all I have to say is that this statement
is utterly untrue.

Mr. GIROUARD (Jacques Cartier). This paragraph
only came under my notice last evening, and I would also
say that it is entirely false froni beginning to end. In the
past, as in the future, I shall stand when a Message is
received from His Excellency, not only when it is read in
my own language but when it is read in English. I have
always done so in the past and shall always do so in the
future.

Mr. BLAXE. I have no doubt the statements of the hon.
gentlemen are correct, but perhaps it is not improper to
observe that I believe it would have been quite in accord
with English rules if they had remained seated during the
reading of the Message. I believe the rule in England is
that the House uncovers when a Message comes from the
Sovereign signed by herself, but that the House does not
even uncover under every circumstance when papers are
laid on the Table; and I believe the English House of
Commons does not rise upon the receipt of Messages, even
signed by the hand of the Sovereign.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is so, and I pre-
sume the reason why, from the earliest times in the Cana-
dian Parliament, members rose was this: In England the
common habit is for members to wear their hats. In the
Canadian Parliament that is not so common, and in the old
Province of Lower Canada, French politeness did not allow
members to wear their hats at all. Therefore, as a mark of
respect, and to draw a distinction between ordinary business
and a Message from the Governor General, they paid that
respect by rising which members of the English House of
Gommons pay to a Message from the Sovereign by taking
off their hats.

CENSUS IN THE NORTH-WEST.
Rouse resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 21) to

provide for the taking of the census in the Province of
anitoba, the North-West Territories and the District of

Keewatin.-(Mr. Pope.)

(In the Committee.)
On section 2,
Mr. MILLS. I desire to call the attention of the Minister

in charge to the fact that there is no limitation of the
authority given. The Minister might, under this clause,
undertake to take the census of the wandering Indian tribes
over the entire District of Keewatin, and precisely the same
thing might be said with regard to the North-West Terri-
tories. The power to take a census every five years ought
to be confined to districts set out for settlement. The census
muet be taken with some object in view. The Indian popu-
lation is not a very variable population, and there is no
object to be served politically or economically by taking a
census of that population. But there is an important object
to be served in taking a census of the civilized people who
go into districts set out for settlement. Looking at the
position of Keewatin since the boundaries of Ontario have
been defined-and we know what are the limits of that
Province and of the North-West Territory-we know that
in no part of that Territory has there been, or is there likely
to be, any population geing in for settlement for many years
to come. The hon. Minister knows that 'the Government
have not set out a single township, that there are no lands
surveyed, that there is no provision made for settlement,
and it is perfectly clear that if we are to ursue a rational
course in taking the census we must conine our enquiries
and our labors to districts that have been set out for settle-
ment and where settlers have gone. It will be necessary
to make an alteration this clause, and confer upon the
Government by ite provisions the power to take a census

in those districts where it is important a census should be
taken and not embrace an extent of country covering
3,000,000 square miles.

Mr. POPE. If there le no population, we will not, of
course, take a cousus. I do not know whether there is any
population there or not. If there is not there will be no
expenditure.

Mr. BLAKE. The difficulty about the case is this: The
hon. gentleman has now asmuch means of knowing whether
there is any population there as ho will possess in the
future.

Mr. POPE. No.
Mr. BLAKE. Yes; unless the hon, gentleman goes to

work to ascertain by sending people over the Territory to
see if there is any population there. The Department
ought to know whether such is the case or not. The Depart-
ment of the Interior could, no doubt, give all the necessary
information. What is the hon. gentleman going to do in
order to find ont whether h. will take a census or not ?

Mr. POPE. I am going to make enquiry.
Mr. BLAKE. The enquiry should have been made before

legislation was asked, and we should be told,in a general way,
in what places there is going to be a census taken. le the
hon. gentleman going to take a cousus of the Indian tribes ?

Mr. POPE. Yes; where the Indians are mixed up with
the other population.

Mr. BLAKE. Are those the half-breeds ?
Mr. POPE. Yes, half-breeds will be taoen, and Indians

in that part of the country where they are settled and be-
coming civilised.

Mr. MILLS. Does the hon. gentleman intend to go out-
side of organised districts, outside of lands surveyed and set
out for settlement ?

Mr. POPE. Yes.
Mr. MILLS. Into the Peace River District ?
Mr. POPE. If there are any settlers there, I do.
Mr. MILLS. What Territory is the hon. gentleman going

to embrace ? I can understand how a census might be taken
with a view to giving representation in this flouse, or to
ascertain what amount of money the Government might be
called upon to expend in that country. There must
be some definite object in view-some purpose to be
served in taking the cousus, but what possible object
can there be in taking the census every five years in the
Peace River District for instance, or on the the Saskatche.
wan, or on the Nelson River, or in those districts not set
out for settlement, where the country le not surveyed and
settlers are not authorised to go.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman
objects to any census being taken in those parts of the
North-West or Manitoba or Keewatin where the country is
unsurveyed.

Mr. MILLS. I did not say that.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I thought so. As to the

question of having a cousus in those parts of the country
which are not surveyed-

Mr. BLAKE. In unorganised districts.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman used

the word unsurveyed certainly. Bat there are considerable
groups of whites, half-breeds and settled Indians in parts of
the country through which the surveyors' instruments have
never gone. Then with respect to the Indian population, I
take it that the census must include those Indians or half-
breeds who are settled on their lands. There would, of
course, be no necessity for a cousus of the nomadio Indians
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under the treaties, because there is really a practical census
of those Indians. The various bands of those Indians per-
haps will be ascertained, the Census Commissioner will
report those to the census organisation or whomsoever has to
look after that part of the work. He will report in the first
place the census of the surveyed parts of the country, then
the census of all the unsurveyed districts where there are
white$, or half-breeds or other settlers. He will get from
the Indian Department the number of Indians in each band.
But, I suppose, we cannot get, and there will be no necessity
of getting, the nomadie Indians that are not included in the
treaties. There may be, and I dare say there are, a consi-
derable number of individuals in small groupe scattered
through the District of Keewatin, but the power is merely
taken by the Bill; there will be no expense gone to if we
find on enquiry at the different sources of information in the
North-West that there is no considerablo number to be
taken. But the hon. gentleman knows that the position of
a country like that alters in a summer. Take the Peace
River District, for instance, this summer. The hon. gentle-
man bas heard, no doubt, that in that region it is believed-
it is almost known, I may say-that there are immense
tracts of petroleum lands. Well, we hear of a petroleum
boom going into that country; it may take place this sum-
mer, for we know that American capitaliste have been look-
ing at that country with a desire to get possession of it and
the real or supposed wealth which is hidden in those
petroleum lands. Well, there may be a rush this summer,
and it is well that we should know it. The Bill is for the
purpose of getting in the first place as accurate a statement
of the population as possible for the political purpose of
ascertaining and dealing with the question of representation,
and in the second place for the material object of acertain-
ing the growth of the country and the various portions of
the country into which immigration next summer, for
instance, is directed, and therefore it will do no harm to
include Keewatin.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon, gentleman states that there are
a few Indians scattered about Keewatin-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, and whites, too.
Mr. BLAKE. Well, if there are a few hundreds of them

scattered in bands over a large portion of the North-West I
think great care will have teobe exercised in the question
of expense. If you go to sending a man exploring over a
territory of vast area and difficult of passage, searching ont
a few hunters or trappers or Indians, it will probably cost
more than it comes to, and the end will be of no conse-
quence, because you will not get more than three or four
thousand all over the North-West. I would not be disposed
to ignore the existence of infant white settlements even at
remote places; and when I say settlements I do not mean
isolated individuals or pioneers of settlement such as the
hon. gentleman suggests. But supposing they have any-
thing like the elements of permanence it is a matter of
interest to know that there are even the rudiments of set-
tilement iu that portion of the territory. I am therefore
quite ready to agree that a reasonable expense might be
incurred in that direction, but I think the rule will have to
be very stringently laid down with reference to that por-
tion of the country which is not settled at present, and which
is not likely to be settled soon. With reference to the
Indian bands there are ample means of ascertaining all we
want to know as to the numbers in these bands. There is
of course a political question of some importance, although
I would have supposed that might have been reached by
the same sources of information from which we get other
particulars, namely, as to the progroe the bands
are making, the progress the Indian in making in the
matter of settlement, how far he is becoming a
freeholder, how far he is becoming a settler and the head of
a family in that sense. That, however, I should have sup.

Sir JoU A. MODONALI,

posed we could as well obtain from other sources; and one
is a little alarmed when one hears that this enormous area
of territory is to be, or may be, traversed by explorers for
settlements, unless some general principle of action is laid
down, and it is shown that the object of the Government is
to get hold of the real centres of population, present or
proximate. Speaking now as to the second section, I notice
that it embraces the years of 1885 and 1886. Perhaps the
hon. gentleman will explain why ho takes the whole of next
year as well as the remaining portion of this year to take
the census. I can understand that a portion of the census
in some of the outlying parts may not perchance be com-
pleted during tho year. I do not know whother it is certain,
but it is possible that that is so. But I think it would be
very unfortunate and would deprive the census of much of
its value if the organisation were not such that the census
was taken practically contemporaneously over the country-
that is, about the same time-I do not meau the same day-
that is not the system; but that we should get an account
of what the population was in those places where there is a
considerable amount of population at the same time over
the whole North-West. As the First Minister stated a
moment ago times change in a year. One place is settled
one year, and another another year, and if you take a large
portion of the settlement in 1885 and another large portion
in 1886 you really have not a statement of the condition of
the country at any one time.

Mr. MACKENZIE. There are a few families in those
districts beyond doubt. The Hudson Bay Company have
perhaps twelve posts in Keewatin, at which there is one if
not more families. These should be counted as a matter of
course, and I would suggest to the Government that they
can easily ascertain by communication with the Hudson
Bay Company's agents the population of those places, for
they will know every individual in themz

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman is
quite correct. In taking the cousus of such out-of-the-way
places as the Hudson Bay posts all the officer will have to
do will ho to get from the proper Hudson Bay authorities
the number of families and individuals at a given place, and
those will be returned in the consus as returns from Kee-
watin, and hence the necessity of including Keewatin. In
the same way, there are a very considerable number of
whites scattered along the shores of Hudson Bay. There
is no necessity of sending a commissioner there. We can
get a missionary to mako a return of the population within
his mission, by a postal messenger, for instance. That need
not involve any expense, and we shall have the information
for the census. Although hon. gentlemen opposite have not
confidence in the Government, I can assure them that if
they knew the Minister of Agriculture as weil as I do, they
would know that hoeis the most economical of mortals.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman says it is important to
have a census of the Hudson Bay District and of the Dis-
trict of Keewatin. I can understand that it would be
important, in taking the census every ton years, to have the
numbers of the varions parts of the population ; but I have
not heard the Minister give any reason why it is necessary
to name one of the most rocky and sterile districts in the
whole Dominion, snch as what remains of the District of
Keewatin, in a Bill having the object of taking a census
every five years. lu the case of Manitoba, as weil as of the
Districts of Assiniboia, Alborta and Saskatchewan, which the
hon. gentleman bas marked out, I can understand that there
is a necessity. Those districts have definite limits, and it is
those districts in which population is going, and which
desire representation in this House. The people going into
those districts are entitled to have the census taken every
five years. When the Government proposes a Bill of this
sort, it is important for us to know within what limite they
are going to operate; but whatpomsible object ietherein going
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beyond those districts. The hon. gentleman has had a Bill
carried inte law forbidding people emigrating or settling in
the District of Keewatin or the outlying districts; and yet
he proposes to encourage settlement in these outlying dis-
tricts; and for what purpose? What is the object? If it is
the object of the Government to find places for a few scores
of individuals, we certainly have no difficulty in understand-
ing that; but if the Government propose a practical mea-
sure, with the purpose of giving information which is useful
to the Hlouse, and of enabling the House better to discharge
its duties to Manitoba and the North-West Territories, they
should confine their measure to those districts into which
settlers may go. As to the Indian population, the hon. gen-
tleman knows what it is every year, and ho does not require
a census. It is with regard to the population going into the
country, and seeking representation, and from our point of
view entitled to representation in this House, that the
census taken every ten years is not found to be sufficient.
But there is no reason whatever for taking the census in
the District of Keewatin or in those districts that lie far
beyond the limits within what the hon, gentleman has
provided that settlers may go.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With regard to the
remark made by the hon. leader of the Opposition on the
secoîjd clause, which provides for the census being taken in
1885 and 1886, I would point out that that is intended to
refer only to the fall of this year and to the spring of 1886.
The census cannot be taken in the winter, and 1886 is
inserted so as to provide for taking the census in the spring
of 1886 in those regions in which it cannot be taken next
fall. But I hope that most if not all of the work can be
done in 1885.

Mr. BLAKE. Then it is not intended to go later than the
spring of 1886?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. BLAKE. What period of the spring-I presume as

soon as the roads are open ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I presume so.
Mr. BLAKE. Because it would add to the reliability of

the whole document if the hon. gentleman would name the
latest time within which the spring work should be done,
so that it would be understood that it was to be done in the
spring of 1886, and not in the fail and winter of 1886.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What was the cost of
taking the census in Manitoba and the North-West in 1881?
If the Minister has not got it, he might just bring that in-
formation.

Mr. POPE. Yes. I can assure the lion. leader of the
Opposition that the census will be taken before next year's
crop; we might insert, before the lst of August.

Mr. BLAKE. Does the hon. gentleman not sec that lie
is likely to have the incoming settlers of the year 1886
included as to part of the country, while as to the other
part he takes the census in 188à ? There is no value in
that.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Say the lst ef July. Very
few settiers will come in before that date.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not know that. Is it the hon. gen-
tleman's intention to take all the main parts in 1885 ?

Mr. POPE. I intend to take all the main parts in 1885.
We had better say the lst of August.

Mr. MILLS. Why not name the Districts of Assiniboia,
Alberta, and Saskatchewan.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no use of doing
that.

Mr. MILLS. What is the objection ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It will increase the
expense of printing the Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. I must protest against the hon. gentle-
man's statement as to his colleague being the most economi-
cal of mortals. Ie has just proved himself to be that.

On section 3,
Mr. BLAKE. With reference to this clause I would like

to know whether the decision of the Government is, not-
withstanding whatever additions they may think it fit to
make to the tables, to preserve the tables of information
which are contained in the main census, so that we may
have an accurate ground of comparison with what bas been
taken in the census of 1881. I quite admit there may be
a reason for giving additional columns, I do not object to
additional information, but I think whatever information is
obtained which is of the same class as that obtained in the
main census ought to be obtained in the same form for the
purpose of comparison.

Mr. POPE. It is intended to adhere as far as possible
to the same headings as are contained in the old census
returns and to insert additional colums for any additional
information.

Mr. MILLS. I would like to call the attention of the
First Minister to the fact that the eastern boundary of the
District of Keewatin does not extend further eastward than
the meridian of Hunter's Island, that this district will om-
brace a very small portion of the coast of Hudson Bay,
as east of this boundary lie nearly all the Hudson Bay
posts on the shore of the bay. Those missionary stations
and posts to which the hon. member for East York (Mr.
Mackenzie) referred, and which lie between the eastern
boundary of the District of Keewatin and the shores of
Hudson Bay, will not be embraced in this census at all.

Mr. POPE. They will be taken so far as they are in
Keewatin.

Mr. MILLS. But they are not in Keewatin, and the hon.
Minister himself said it was of the utmost importance they
should be included.

On section 4,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH T. I want to propose an
addition to this section. It will be in the sense of an amend-
ment or instruction to the committee of which I gave
notice. I propose:

To add after the words, "lthe houses and other buildings therein and
their classifications, as well as dwellings inhabited, uninhabited, under
construction, and otherwise," the words, "aiso the materials of which
said dwellings are composed and the number of separate apartments in
each dwelling."

I cal] the attention of the First Minister to the desirability
of having information as to the nature of the buildings,
whether made of logs, wood, brick or stone, as the case
may be, and also as to whether they contain each one,
two or more rooms. If the hon. Minister does not object I
will propose that emendation.

Mr. POPE. Of what advantage will it be?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of very material ad-
vantage in every sense. In all the census returns taken in
Europe by nations of any pretension, the description of the
materials of which buildings are composed and also the
number of rooms in each are obtained. It is information of
the greatest possible importance, as it shows very clearly
the progress made by a country from time to time. A great
defect in the census of 1881 is that it does not give that
information. I called the attention of the hon. the First
Minister to it several times, and it is very much to be
regretted that it was not put in our former census returns.
If he wiH look at the census papers of Great Britain and

1885.



COMMONS DEBATES. FEBRUARY 20,
Ireland, ho will find this information is always included in
them. My hon. friend beside me (Mr. Blake) suggests an-
other thing which will be also desirable, though perhaps
not so desirable in the District of Keewatin as in other
places, that is the number of families resident under one
roof.

Mr. POPE. All I can say is that the hon. member has
evidently not read the census of Great Britain, for in that
consus ho will find nothing said about houses at all. He has
got hold of something else altogether. The English census
contains'exactly eight columns while ours contains 172. I
will read to the hon, gentleman the headings of the English
cousus: Name, surname, family, creed, sex, age, rank, pro-
fession or occupation, where born, condition as to marriage,
deaf, dumb or blind, etc. Now I will tell the hon. gentleman
where his mistake is. The English census is not intended to
include anything but the population, but thore are statistics
taken-there are 2,700 people continually engaged in taking
statistics in Great Britain-of this other information
as to the kind of buildings, etc. It was thought, I believe, of
great importance in Ireland that they should ascertain the
kind of buildings the people lived in. I think that is objec-
tionable in this country; I can see no possible good to come
of it. I am ready to take anything of any use, but can see
no possible necessity for taking the number of houses, the
kind of buildings, etc., the people are living in. Taking the
census of Great Britain is a small matter compared with the
taking of the census in Canada.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is not a matter of
smaall importance, it is on the contrary of great importance
that the country should know the kind of build-
ings in which the people reside, the number of
apartments, and the number of people that live under one
roof. The hon. gentleman may or not be correct as to the
statement ho makes that in England it is not comprised in
what is called the taking of the census, but the information
is obtained in England and it is at the service of the country.
The hon. gentleman doos not obtain that information here,
and I repeat it is of very considerable importance every-
where and of doubly great importance in the case of new
countries that such information should be had. There is no
one thing that shows more clearly the progress of a country
than the improvement in the quality and construction of its
buildings as shown from time to time. 0f course, as the hon.
gentleman chooses to object, I will not press the matter just
now, but will simply renew the amendment and divide the
fouse upon it when the matter comes up for concurrence.

On seotion 7.
Mr. BLAKE. This cannot pass under its present form.

The hon. gentleman's money clauses are in a subsequent
portion of the measure. Of course ho is in a position to
move those clauses, but the latter portion of this clause
" such emoluments as are laid down in the census by the
Governor in Council " must go out, because there is no
money clause for it. There is no objection to the provision
of the appointment of officers.

Mr. POPE. I do not see that.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman ought tosee it. This

section provides that the Governor in Council shall provide
census officers, commissioners, etc., and the last clause pro-
vides with " such relative powers duties and such emoluments
as are laid down in the census by the Governor in Council."
That would be an authority by the Parliament for them to
receive such emoluments as the Governor in Council shall
lay down, and it is not in order that such a proposal as that
should come here otherwise than from an initiatory com-
mittee. There has been a committce which las prescribed
certain money clauses-the 23rd, 24th and 25th clauses.
We shall reach them presently, and thon they can be intro-
duoed, They provide for money to be paid to certain per.

Sir "ICHAR» CARTWRIGET,

sons, "the several cousus commissioners and enumerators
employed in carrying this Act into effect," but they make
no provision for any other person. This clause refers to the
emoluments of "'census officers, census commissioners, and
other employés who are necessary for the taking of the
census." It is a wider clause than the 23rd, authorising the
appointment of other persons for whom the money clauses
do not provide at all, and therefore it would not be covered
by the committee resolution.

Mr. POPE. But the intention is that I shall not take
that power, but that it shall be exercised by the Governor
in Council.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon, gentleman wants some additional
power.

Mr. POPE. No, I do not.

Mr. BLAKE. Thon strike that out.

Mr. POPE. No, I shall recommend that certain reman-
eration be given, and it will be authorised by the Governor
in Council, but I shall not have the power departmentaly.

Mr. BLAKE. But the 24th clause does that sufficiently
as far as the hon. gentleman has taken power by resolution.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. The Governor in Counoil
shall appoint commissioners and enumerators.

Mr. BLAKE. There is no authority for what follows.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose to strike out

and other employés."
Mr. BLAKE. Very well. Thon the First Minister will

see that it will be wholly unnecessary, because the 24th
clause deals with that.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. "The Governor in Conn-
cil shall appoint census officers and census commissioners."

Mr. BLAKE. No, you have no authority for census offi-
cers.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. "Shall appoint cOusus
officers and cousus commissioners with such relative powers
and duties as are laid down for the cousus by the Governor
in (ouncil." Strike out the words "and such emoluments."

Mr. BLAKE. There is no objection to that at all. I
suppose if is intended that these shall be the same class
of officers, except under some special ciroumstances, as
those employed in taking the general cousus ? The same
system is intended to bc adopted ?

Mr. POPE. The same system.
On section 16,
Mr. BLAKE. Are these the same penalties as in the

general Act?
Mr. POPE. Yes, the same.
On section 17,
Mr. BLAKE. The same penalties again ?
Mr. POPE. Yes.

On section 23,

Mr. BLAKE. Now we get to the committee clauses, and
I hope the hon. gentleman will propose some maximum for
the settled parts. I do not refer to the outlying districts.

Mr. POPE. Suppose it should turn out, as it did in
British Columbia, that I cannot get persons to do the
work ? My maximum is $3 and Si a day, but suppose I
cannot get anyone to do it, I could not do anything more
until I came back to this House. I will put in the maxi-
mum if the hon, gentleman thinks so, or if the House
thinko so.
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Mr. BLARE. What was the hon. gentleman's experience

In reference to Manitoba and the North-West? I do not
refer to British Columbia.

Mr. POPE. I think in the settled parts it was about the
same as in Ontario and Quebec, but in the outlying dis-
tricts in the North-West, the census had to be taken in a
different way, and in British Columbia I could not get any
one to move ut all.

Mr. BLAKE. Where are the members from British
Columbia ?

Mr. POPE lere is one of them, and ie knows that is
so.

Mr. BLAKE. Did you not try to employ a Chinaman ?
Mr. POPE. I was afraid the hon, gentleman would not

ho pleased with that.

Mr.BLAKB. As the hon. gentleman has said that in the
settled parts ho found no difficulty-and the bulk of the
enumeration, we know, will be in the settled parts-the
statement of the maximum will be no inconvenience, and
will be carrying out a wholesome principle.

Mr. POPE. I am willing that the hon. gentleman should
fix the maximum in the settled parts, if he wili bind him-
self to indemnify me next Session if 1 have to pay more.

Mr. BLAKE. Well, no; I do not think I would indemnify
the hon. gentleman. I might put him in a position in which
ho might call for an indemnity, but I do not think I would
indemnify him. le las already stated some years ago, as
long ago as 1883, when h was in Manitoba, that in the
settled parts of Manitoba, at any rate, lie was able to get
this work done for the maximum remuneration. But it is
easier to do it now than it was then; there are more people
in the country and more competition for the situation; rail-
way facilities are easier, and upon the whole, the difficulties
that might be supposed to exist then will not exist now.
But even those words, "settled parts," leave a great deal to
the hon. gentleman's discretion. It seems to be very im-
portant to adopt the principle, as far as we can, practically,
of not leaving the Governor in Council the power to fix any
remuneration they please, and that is all I desire to do.

Mr. POPE. There is something more in that clause. The
remuneration is for every day a man likes to spend. We
fix it partly by the travelling, partly b.y the time it has
taken and partly by the day, in order to get a good day's
work for a day's pay. However, I do not object to a pro-
vision that in the settled parts of Manitoba the maximum
shall be 3 for enumerators and 84 for commissioners.

Mr. BLAKE. I have no objection to the hon.gentleman
putting it this way: That in the settled parts of Manitoba
the rate shall not exceed the scale adopted for the general
cousus of 1881. Thon as to the census commissioner,
there is no reason why he should have more&

THE DEPUTY SPEAKERSHIP.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that Bill (No. 26)
te provide for the appointment of a Deputy Speaker, be
read the second ti me.

Motion agreed to on a division, and Bill read the second
time, and House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 3.
Mr. ROYAL. I may be mistaken, but I do not see in the

Bill the amendment that was moved and carried to the
resolutions which form the basis of this Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. That applies to the chairmanship of com-
mittees. That is not in the Bill,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman will
see that we have made those resolutions. standing orders.
One is, that the chairman of committees shalL speak the
language with which the Speaker is not conversant. No
chairman of committees can be appointed under that stand-
ing order unless the amendment is carried out. This Bill
is merely for the Deputy Speakership.

On the prearble,
Mr. BLAKE. With respect to the preamble, the hon.

gentleman will see the expedioncy of making a further
recital in it. In the course of the discussion which gave
rise to this Bill, I enquired of the hon. the First Minister
whether the assent of the Crown had been given to the
measure. I was misunderstood by a good many exponents
of public opinion, as I was supposed te have said that this
was necessary, as the Bill involved an expenditure of public
money. Of course I did not say anything of that kind, and
the hon. gentleman did not so understand me. The prin-
ciple on which the assent of the Crown is required is that
the office of Speaker possesses some anclent preroga-
tives which we are net entitled to disturb. That was the
ground on which the assent of the Crown was signified
in the House of Commons of England, pn varions occasions
when proposals were made by standing order and other-
wise, not merely to enlarge the functions of the Speaker,
but practically to make provisions for the appointment of
another Speaker. Of course this gentleman who.is to fill
the Chair here is to have all the authority of the Speaker,
and is to be appointed without any assent or suggestion from
the Crown at all, but by ourselves. When the House of
Commons of England decided to act on that matter last, the
assent of the Crown was signified to the standing order, but
the committee upon whose representation action was taken
advised a standing order and a Bill. Of course, there the
case was very different from the case bere. The office of
Speaker was not wholly one of statutory power but it had
certain inherent powers. The Bill passed in that case, recited
the assent in these words:

"Whereas the House of Commons have provided, by their stanig
orders, for the temporary performance of certain duties of the Speaker,

Mr. POPE. He is au educator Of the others, and you during his unavoidable absence, by a Deputy Speaker; and whereas

have to get a god man. HerMajesty had previouely signified Her consent that the House mighthaveW go a cod an.do thereîn as they should thiuk fit;"

Mr. BLAKE. I mean more than the rates of the scale. And so forth. I think that precedent might very well be
followed. The hon, gentleman indicated that the assent of

Mr. POPE. No; I do not think so. I shall take the the Crown had been given, and it should be recited in the
consus at the same rate, and shall try to keep it within those Bill, because we are settling the matter by Bill, and I repeat
limite, if I can. the assent of the Crown should be recorded in that solemn

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move that the clause manner.
read this way: Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course the hon. gentle-

That in the settled parts of Manitoba the amounts paid for remunera- man was altogether misunderstood by the press when it was
tion shall not exceed those paid in the last eensus. said he had stated that the assent of the Crown wae required,

Motion agreed to. because it involved a money grant. As a matter of fact, I
had obtained the assent of the representative of the Crown

Committee rose and reported. in consequence of the English precedent. But it ib more than
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a moot point whether that usent was necessary, because
the approval of the election of a Speaker in England is
required by the Sovereign-the Sovereign's assent must be
sought to the selection of a Speaker by the House of Com
mons. With us it is not so. The Speaker is elected by the
House of Commons without the assent of the Crown. But
still, ont of respect to precedents in England, the assent of
the Crown was obtained ; and perhaps, if we followed the
example quoted by the hon. gentleman just now, it would
amount to a statement that the consent of the Crown was
necessary to the appointment of a Deputy Speaker. If it is
not necessary to the appointment of the Speaker, it certainly
is not necessary to the appointment of a Deputy Speaker. I
think we might recite the passing of the resolution.

Preamble amended by adding the words : "And when-
ever the assent of the Crown has been obtained to the adop-
tion of the said resolution.'

Committee rose and reported.

EVIDENCE IN CRIMINAL CASES.

Mr. CA MERON (Huron) moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 6) to further amend the law of evidence in criminal
cases. Hie said: A few Sessions ago I introduced a Bill
to the HousA making the defendant in a eriminal case a
competent and compellable witness. That Bill applied only
to a certain class of caqes, known in the language of the law
as misdemeanors. The Bill was read the second time, with
the sanction of the First Minister and of nearly ail who
addressed the flouse on the subject. It was referred to a
Select committee, and the Committee reported in favor of
the Bil. I pointed out then, as I propose to point ont now,
that the principle which I sought to extend, by the pro.
visions of my Bill of 1882, was not a new principle, either
in the law of Canada or the law of England. I pointed out
that in 1878 the Parliament of Canada, by an Act of the
Parliament of Canada, made the defendant in a criminal
action for assault a competent witness; that in 1880 the
principle was extended to the case of battery, and
that by the election law, in all the criminal pro.
ceedings under it, the defendant is a competent witness.
I pointé1 ont that by the law of England the saine principle
was recognised; that in criminal proceedings under the
Plimsol Act the defendant is a competent witness; that under
the Election Act in ail criminal proceedings against parties
the defendant was made a competent witness. And now, Sir,
since 1882, under the English Explosives Act, the defendant
is a competent witness; and onc of the learned judges in Eng-i
land, in giving a judgment on the trial of a person indicted
under that Act, declared that the law had so far worked
well. The Bill was referred to a Select Committee,
as I have stated, and the committee reported in
favor of the Bill. I believe it was referred to a Com-
mittee of the Whole House, but no further action was taken
on it during that Session. It had the support, as I under-
stood, and always had the support of the First Minister and
of many of the leading lawyers on both sides of the House.i
In 1883 I introduced the Bill again, making the defendant
in crimiinal cases not only a competent but a compellable
witness, and again the Bill was read a second time and
referred to a Select Committee. To the same committee
were referred half a dozen Bills on that and kindred
subjects. The committee saw fit to consolidate ail
those Bills and report one Bill to the House, and for that1
and other reasons the Bill did not proceed any furtber1
during that Session. In the Session of 1884 I introducedi
the Bill the third time, making the defendant com-
petent to give evidence but not compellable-competent
to give evidence in his own behalf, and making his wife
also competent to give evidence. The Bill was discussed toE

Sir JOUN Ai MAoDONALD.

a considerable extent and passed the second reading by .a
majority of 47. ,It was referred to a Select Committee,
who reported in favor of the Bill, which was then referred
to a Committee of the Whole House, but that committee
rose without reporting the Bill, and [ subsequently moved
that the Bill be reinstated on the Orders of the Day with a
view of further consideration. That motion was, however,
defeated, and by a majority of some 17. or 18. Now, the
objections which were then taken to the Bill were of a
fourfold character. There were practically four objections
taken to the Bill by those who took part in the discussion
against the measure. These objections were all summarised
by the Secretary of State (Mr. Chapleau), and the four
objections taken by other hon. gentlemen were dwelt upon
by him and discussed by him at some length. The first
objection was that there was no necessity for the Bill, that
there were no petitions in favor of it, no expressions of
opinion, so far as the Hfouse was aware, from those engaged
in the administration of the criminal law of any portion of
the Dominion, and there being no necessity for the Bill,
it should not become law. The Secretary of State (Mr.
Chapleau) stated on that occasion as follows:-

" Sir, I have not spent a great deal of time with the ancients, I have
not read a great deal of the past, but the little I have read in oLd books,
in very old books, has convinced me that wisdom is not all confined to
the present age, and that.those who lived before us had also a large
measure of wisdom, especially in cases like the one which is now under
the consideration of the House. At a time when people were less
troubled with politics, with railway schemes, with electricity and other
things; when the progress of thep pysical sciences engrossed less of the
attention of men-I think that in those old times men reflected as much,
and perhaps more, and perhaps better, than we do upon thise moral
questions like the one involved in this Bill. And in the light of the
wisdom of the past, I aak myself the question which was so weil put, I
tbink, by the hon. niember for Broekville (Mr. Wood), when he said,:
' What is the necessity for such legislation ? What representations have
been made by those who interpret the law in these cases ? What reoan-
strances have been made by judges upon this question?' My hon. friend,
the leader of the Opposition, says that seven years ago h. had hie opi.
n=o upon this question, and he challenged any one teosay that he was
not right in changing it, becanuee, during those seven years, public opi-
nion had also changed. Public opinion, then, was not ripe. But I
would like very much toask the hon. gentleman what.causes have ripeaed
public opinion eince then ? What facts have been elicited before the
courts of justice which have had the effect of ripening public opinion
upon this question ? "

I pointed ont then, Mr. Speaker, and I point out now in
reply to the Secretary of State, that during the last eight
or ten years public opinion in England as well as in Canada
has changed on this subject, and the strong current of opin-
ion now is, in England as well as in Canada, in the direction,
I believe, of allowing the defendant in a criminal case to be
examined lu hie own behalf, and that there isjust as much
reason for bis examination in a criminal case-a much
stronger reason, in fact-than there ils in a civil action. I
pointed out then, as I do now, that to allow the defendant
to give evidence in a criminal case was recognised, not only
by the law of Canada but by the law of England, and it
was not logical to limit the cases on which a defendant
should be a competent witness. It was not logical to limit
the principle to cases of assault or battery, or to criminal
ofences under tho election law or under tl4 Plimsoll Act, or
under the English Explosives Act. If it was a good principle
in these cases, I say it is an equally good principle in the
cases to which I seek to extend it by this Bill. Now,Sir, on at
least three or four different occasioni, the Attorney General
of England, the Liberal as weli as the Conservative Attor-
ney General, introduced a Bill into the English Parlia-
ment embodying this principle ; and on two, if notthree,
occasions, the Bill passed its second reading in the House of
Commons, on one or two occasions without any opposition.
But for some time it failed to become law, not because there
was any opposition to this principle, but because it formed
part of a large and complicated Bill- for the codification of
the English criminal law, embracing 500 or 600 seotians,
and because the other business before Parli4ment was of
such a pressing charactér that the Attoïnèy-General
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was unable to press his Bill to its final passage.
The Bill, on several occasions, was referred te the
Grand Committee, and the consensus of opinion, both in
the committee and in the -House, was in its favor. But, Sir,
things have somewhat changed since I last introduced this
Bill into this House. A Bill, of which the one now before
the House is an exact copy, has passed the English House of
Lords, and aliso, I believe, the English House of Commons.
That being the case, it can hardly be argued now that public
opinion, at all events in England, is not ripe for this change.
I pointed out, when I addressed the House in support of this
Bill on a former occasion, that many of our own judges-in
fact, I think all the judges I have consulted on the subject-
and some other officials engaged in the administration of
criminal justice in the country, were in favor of the Bill.
I intimated that Judge Davis, of Middlesex, Judge Sinclair,
of Wentworth, and Judge Thoms, of Huron, than whom
there are no abler judges on the county court bench, were
all in favor of this Bill. I referred then, as I do now, to
the following remarks made by Judge Armour, of the
Superior Court, to whom I sent a copy of the Bill :-

" I have perused your Bill to permit accused parties to give evidence
in their own behalf. I am entirely in favor of ail accused parties
being entitled to give evidence in their own behalf, just as in civil
actions."

T aiso referred to the opinion of writers upon the subject,
both in law publications and elsewhere, all clearly indicating,
in my judgment, that public opinion was now quite ripe for
this change-an important and a radical change, I admit-
but still a change justified by our more matured ideas upon
evidence in criminal cases. I referred to a valuable article
that appeared in the London Globe on the Bill which the
Attorney General had introduced into the English Parlia-
ment, and with regard to which the writer said:

" A Bill of which the Attorney General gave notice yesterday will, if
passed, overturnu ne of the most fundamental principles of our crimi-
nail law. This is the proposai that prisoners on their trial shall be
permitted to give evidence as if they were defendants in a civil action
-a proposai that has constantly been made tbroughout an entire gene-
ration of lawyers, and as constantly opposed. It carnot be said, there-
fore, that the question las not been fuily before the country, and that
ample opportunity has not been afforded for the adequate formation of
opinion. That the law of evidence with regard to this matter is in au
unsatisfactory state is sufficiently certain. The recent attempt made by
eminent counsel to bring a prisoner's story indirectly, and without
liability to cross-examination before a jury, at any rate reduced the
existing rule to a state of logical absurdity. Either the aid of counsel
must be regarded as being of ten a positive disadvantage to an innocent
prisoner, by closing his mouth, or else such aid muet be a no less posi-
tive advantage to a guilty one, by enabling his story to be brought for-
ward by an expert, and without such sanctions as an oath or affirmation
implies. Of course the principal objection taken to the examination
and cross-examination of a prisoner on oath is founded on-the indefen-
sible scenes with which the French ciminal reports have made us fami-
liar. But to this it may be safely answered that such scenes are the re-
suit of far other circumstances-of an inferior clans of j udges and magie-
trates, and of the practice, absolutely foreign to Englisa ideas, of assum-
ing the guilt of a prisoner unless he can prove hie innocence in the teeth
of every test capable of application. There is absolutely no fear that in
this country phe innocent would be put at a disadvantage by the liberty
of being able to tell their own stories on oath in their own way. The
principal danger of our system is that suffered by the public-the escape
of the guilty, who too often get off by the simple expedient of holding
their tongues. Whatever may be the details of the Attorney-General's
Bill, which may or may not be worthy of approval, its principIe is cer-
tainly gaining ground among thoe who are familiar with the working
of our criminal law."

Now, it does appear to me extraordinary how it can be
argued that a defendant is a proper witness in a civil action,
involving, it may be, a shilling, or it may ba a million dollars,
while that man's mouth is absolutely sealed where his liberty
or perhaps his thfe is at stake. It doeqs not appear to me
that there is any principle involved in the one case that is
not involved in the other. The writer in the London Law
Journal, discussing this subject, says:

" The primary object of a criminal prosecution is to elicit the whole
truth about a crime. If a prisoner is innocent it can do him no harm to
be examined; it cannot diminish hie chances of escape; and, if guilty,
it is good that those chances should be diminished."
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The principle here laid down is one which I think cannot
be successfully controverted. On the same subject the Pall
Mall Gazette observes :

" Innocence, as a rule, bas more to gain than to lose, as guilt has
certainly more to lose than to gain, by telling its own story, and having
that story sifted by direct interrogation ; and the cause of truth would
undoubtedly gain by allowing, in both cases, the story to be told."

Now, I think what I have said on this subject should satis-
factorily dispose of any objections that may be raised on
the ground that there is no necessity for this law. Another
objection which is taken to my Bill, and which I have no
doubt will be presented again, was that it was not the law
of England, and that until the principle of this Bill was
adopted in England it ought not to prevail in Canada. Now,
I say that is no objection at all. Icontend that we ought
not always to be in leading strings to England, or to any
other country; if the principle is a sound principle we
should adopt it, whether it is adopted in England or not.
But if there were anything in this argument last Session
when I presented this Bill, there is nothing in it now, be-
cause we find that a Bill, of which the one now before the
House is an exact transcript, has passed the English
flouse of Lords. Those who are sticklers for prece-
dents in matters of that kind ought to be
satisfied with the one I cite. The Bill I mention was intro-
duced into the House of Lords by Lord Bramwell. A
similar Bill was introduced into the flouse of Commons and
has passed its second reading. Whether it has passed its
third reading or not I do not know, because no Hansard
that I could find in the Library is brought down to that
period. In moving the second reading of his Bill, Lord
Bramwell gave his reasons for introducing and pressing the
measure through the flouse. I will not trouble the House
with quoting what he said, but will read an extract from
the late Lord Chancellor, (Earl Cairns,) speech on the Bill,
and also a few words from the present Lord Chancellor.
Earl Cairns said:

" It would very ill become him to offer any opposition to the Bill, for it
proposed to do what was proposed to be done by the Government of
which he was a member, and it was included in the large measure for
the codification of the criminal law which was brought into the other
House of Parliament by that Govern ment. That measure was about to
be reintroduced into the House of Commons; and he hoped the Bill now
under consideration might become ls.w as part of that larger measure,
instead of being an isolated Bill. He admitted, however, that they
might have to wait a long time for that larger measure, an d,
perhaps, it was better to deal with this pressing subject in the way
now proposed. Another reason he had for supporting the Bill was tmat
the Explosives Act, and some other recent statutes, enabled persons
charged under their provisions to be examined as witnesses. ie was
informed that in the trial that took place under the Explosives Act this
provision was brought into force, and that it acted extremely well. If
it were wrong for a counsel to state to the jury the prisoner's version of
what had occurred, a great hardship was inflicted on the accused ;
but if a counsel were allowed to give the prisoner's version, it was stili
more absurd that the prisoner himself should be prevented from stating
it on oath to the jury."

Such were the observations of Earl Cairns on the sub-
ject, when this Bill was before the flouse of Lords for its
second reading. The Lord Chancellor said:

"He rose to express, on the part of the Government, entire concurrence
in the object which his noble and learned friend (Lord Bramwell) had
in view. The Bill about to be introduced in the House of Commons by
the Attorney General was not only the same in substance with that now
under consideration, but he believed it would be nearly, if not quite,
the same in form. Still, he had no objection, on that account, to the
course taken by his noble and learned friend, in bringing the matter
before their Lordships, for in many possible contingencies the present
Bill might further the object which all who agreed in its principles had
in view. Even if_»nly a few cases of injustice could be shown to arise,
that would be a sufficient reason for altering the law; but in point of
fact, lie believed that the number of cases in which there was at least
some appearance of injustice, due to the present state of the law, was
constantly on the increase. Nothing could be more difficult to justify
than the principle that when a man was charged with a criminal act,
alleged to have been committed in the presence of a single witness, the
mouth of the accuser should be opened, while the mouth of the accused
was closed; and that when-as had happened in several cases-the
witness was afterwards indicted for perjury, this process should be
reversed. He was sanguine as to the success of this measure, because a
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similar one, introdcced into the House of Commons in 1878, by bis hon.
friend, Mr. Evelyn Ashley, passed the second reading by a consider-
able majority."

I will add nothing to the pointed language made use of by
the Lord Chancellor and by Lord Cairns, and I shall trouble
the House with very few more observations on this subject.
I would, however, like to read to the House, with its per-
mission, a letter received by me from Lord Bramwell on
the subject of this Bill, and its introduction and passage
through the House of Lords:

" EDENBREIDGE, KENT, 2nd January, 1885.
" Dahn Sin,-I send yon a copy of the Evidence Bill which passed the

Lords this Session. t le the same as they passed last Session. It is, I
believe, the same as was brought in by the Government and passed the
Commons last Session, with one exception, namely, in that Bill was a
provision that the defendant in a criminal case, when called as a wit-
ness, should not be cross-examined as to bis past career and character.
This was contested in the Commons, but carried by a small majority.
It is clearly wrong, and I believe contrary to the opinion of our Attorney-
General. If a man presents himself as a witness, there ought to be a
power te see what he is worth as such. There cannot be opposite
rules for ascertaining that-one where the proceeding is criminal, an-
other where it is not. If the question is, whether the defendant as-
saulted or libelled the plaintif or prosecutor, and the defendant tenders
himseif as a witness, it is manifest that he should be dealt
with in the same way, whether the proceedings be by indictment
or civil action No doubt it puts the defendant in an
awkward dilemma if not being called or being subject to esuch
enquiries, but I dare say there may be convicticns, not because the man
has committed the offence charged, but some other-not many. There
is no help for it. And remember that it is bard upon a prosecutor of
good character that he should be put on an equality with one of bad
character. Remember also, that the prosecuting counsel may always
say to the jury: My client bas been asked no question te show he is un-
trustworthy ; I could not ask such questions of the defendant. I hope
you wiIl take thie view and get the Bill passed as mine stands. I think
the Bill should apply to cases of felony. My opinion in its favor is based
on its obvious and natural justice. It is an extension of a reform that
began with us many years ago. The common law seems te have been
founded on the notion that juries and others were net te be trusted with
evidence open te suspicion. The modern and right notion is the other
way, namely, that the evidence sbhould be laid before them and they
judge its value, instead of its being condemned before band. This would
not admit hearsay. Further, the exclusion of such tends te wrong ac-
quittals, as the jury are always told that the man's mouth is shut.

"Yours faithfülly,
" BRAMWELL.'

Those who. practice before the courts, especially in the
criminal branch of the profession, know that that is the
case. You, Sir, who have many times defended the accused
in criminal cases, know that almost invariably that is one
of the arguments used. The jury is told: You heard the
statement of the prosecutor and the evidence of persons
whom he has brought into the witness box to tell his
story, while my client's mouth is closed. He who knows
all about the transaction is not allowed to say a word,
therefore, you must take my version of it. And what
takes place ? The prisoner at the bar tells lis counsel his
story, the counsel repeats it to the jury; the jury, therefore,
get the prisoner's version from the counsel, but they get it
without the solemnity and sanction of an oath. It is
important the law should be amended in this respect.
Another objection urged against the proposed change is the
old argument, always urged against any change in the
law or evidence, namely, that it will lead to perjury.
Half the arguments used in the House last Session against
this Bill were based on this objection, But this objection
had no weight with the Legisiature in dealing with the
question whether plaintiffs in civil suits should be allowed
to give their testimony, and not a man practising at the bar
to day, not a judge on the bench, would ask to go back to
the old system and exclude the evidence of parties to the
litigation. Roason, common sense, logic, all point one way,
and that one way is, that every person who knows anything
about the transaction should be enabled to tellb is story and
lot the jury weigh for themselves the value of the testimony.
Another objection with which I desire to deal for a moment
is the objection that this Bill would simply introduce into
our Canadian legislation, in a vicions form, the French
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system. My hon. friend the Secratary of State (Mr.
Chapleau) told us last Session:

" There is a strange feature in this Bill, and one which the promoter
of it, perhaps, bas not conqidered, and that is, that he proposes to adopt
a mode of procedure which has been repudiated for many a year by the
most eminent jurists in England. My hon. friend is opening the way to
the French mode of procedure in criminal cases-the examiqation of
the accused. He goes even further, because the French law compelling
the accused to answer the magistrate in the preliminary investigation,
or the public prosecutor, does not subject the accused to the humiliation
or danger of giving hie evidence under oath.''

One cannot very well see where is the humiliation or where
the danger-the humiliation especially-in the allowing
a man to give his evidence unider oath. My Bill is not the
French system; it bears no resemblance to, nor does it
approach in any way the French system. By the French
system, as I understand it, a prisoner is brought before the
judge for the preliminary investigation. fe is examined and
cross-examined, with the view, not so much of eliciting the
truth as of ascertaining whether or not, out of the prisoner's
own mouth, there is a sufficient admission of facts to justify
the public prosecutor putting him on his trial. I
pointed ont the discrepancy between the two Bills and the
two modes of procedure during the last Session. I draw
the attention of Parliament to it again, and I point ont that
in the one case the prisoner is at liberty to step into the
witness box and tell his own story, or to stay out of the box
and keep his mouth closed, while under the French system
there is no such liberty. The man is bound to submit him-
self to a cross-examination which, in some cases, is of the
most stringent and the severest possible character. The
English Law Journal, in discussing the French system,
points out the difference between the tvo systems. It
says:

"As to French criminal procedure, we observe that the interrogation
of the prisoner is only a part of it, and that part might be adopted
without adopting the whole. It is, however, just this part of the
French criminal procedure which excites the most repagnance in Eng-
land, and for the reason, that as applied in France, its aim seems to be
less the discovery of truth than the conviction of the prisoner. We do
not hold it as by any means an indisputable proposition that an innocent
man ought to prefer, or would be likely to prefer, telling his whole
story to a French judge to having his mouth closed, as in an English
criminal court, before a judge who starts apparently from an assump-
tion of a pris-ner's guilt and continually interrupts his examination to
utter ejaculations of horror over the enormity of his crime, or to exhort
him feelingly to make a confession of it ; the vindication of innocence is
not by any means a netessity. Truth may, '-as it is said, resemble a
torch which shines the brighter the more it is shaken, but then the
shaking must be done fairly, and this is exactly the essential condition
which French tribunals appear to neglect."

I think I have said enough upon that subject to satisfy the
House that my Bill in no sense approaches to the French
system. I say that, with all this testimony in favor of
the principle of this Bill, I do not think there is any reason
why it should not become law, and become law now. I do
not see how there should be any substantial objections to its
becoming law. Those who oppose the Bill now may rest
assured that at no distant day, just as surely as daylight
succeeds darkness, it will become law; but I say there is
no reason why it should not become law now. The
principle is recognised by the legislation of Canada and
by the legislation of England. Before I conclude, I wish
to bring to the attention of the First Minister an illustra-
tion which has occurred since the last Session of Parlia-
ment, a case in which the aid of the Executive had to be
invoked in order that justice might be doue, and in the
doing of which the Executive, I think unjustly, incurred a
great deal of odium. At the last assizes which took place in
the county of Huron, there was a trial in which three men
named Beamish were indicted for murder. The circum.
stances were briefly these. Three men named Mains and
three named Beamish lived on adjoiniug farms. They
were at enmity with each other. There were the
father of the Beamish family and two sons and the
father and two sons of the Mains family. The Mains'
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appear to have been quarrelsome people, according to the
evidence brought ont at the trial. The old man Mains
challenged the old man Beamish and his two sons to fight
him and his two sons upon the following day. The
Beamishes did not accept the challenge, but one of the
young Beamishes, in going to his work, had to pass by the
Mains' farm, and while he, was so passing he was assaulted
by one of the Mains'. The result was that the three
Beamishes came to the rescue-the consequence was a
skirmish ensued, and the result was that one of the
Beamish boys used a small stick and struck the old man
Mains over the head. There was no external mark as the
result of the stroke, but unfortunately the stroke was given
directly over an artery. The artery was ruptured and
death ensued. The three Beamishes were then indicted
for murder. On the trial the Mains' were the
main witnesses against them, and they threw the whole
responsibility upon the Beamishes, so far as they could.
The mouths of the old man Beamish and his two sons were
closed. They could not say a word. They were practically
the sole witnesses of the unfortunate occurrence that took
place; but, under the law, under the enlightened law that
we have now, they could not say a word in their own justi-
fication, and the three Beamishes were convicted of man-
slaughter. The judge sentenced the old man to twenty years
in the provincial penitentiary, one of the sons to twenty
years, and the other to five years. Public opinion was
aroused. It was known, as far as the circumstances could
be known, that the men were improperly convicted of the
grave offence. Application was made to the Exocutive,
and the Executive pardoned the old man, who had been in
the penitentiary only two weeks. The sentence of the elder
son was reduced from twenty to five years, and that of the
younger from five years to one. Recollect that ail the
public had to judge of was the verdict of the jury. They
had found these men guilty, the judge passed the sentence,
and they were sont to the penitentiary. Others, who were
behind the scenes, knew somothing more about it, and, I
apprehend, the Government must have known something
more about it, or they would not have advised is Excel-
lency to exorcise the prerogative of the Crown in their
behalf. What was the result of this executive clemency ?
The Grand Jury, at the last sitting, passed the following
complimenta-y statement in reference to the matter:

" On one point this Grand Jury would approach Your Honor to gain
some information respecting the commutation of sentence in the Beamish-
Mains murder case, tried at the recentassize court here. Thisjury, not one
member of whom knows what steps were taken to obtain a commutation,
are of opinion that unless good reason is shown to the country for the
course of clemency shown by the Executive, that there is but little use
in convening juries, grand or petty, to waste their time in doing their
duty as jurors, or judges passing.righteous judgment upon the perpe-
trators of atrocious crimes, if, as in this case, where the criminals are,
one of them, let loose upon the society and the sentence of others com-
muted in such a degree as to ren der the best efforts of juries and the
righteous sentence of judges little else than a mockery and a farce,
public justice baffled, and no life safe in a community but the convicted
murderer, while here no aid has been extended or sympathy shown to
the widow or the helpless orphans of the murdered man.''

Such are the thanks the right hon. gentleman received for
advising the exorcise of the royal clemency and doing an
act of justice. Then why was it necessary to interfere with
the finding of the jury and the sentence of the judge? If they
were satisfied that these men were guilty, they ought not to
have commuted the sentence, because it was not an exces-
sive sentence if they were guilty of manslaughter. If they
exercised the executive power, it must have been upon the
sole ground that the parties were not guilty. There was no
other ground on which to reduce the sentence of the elder
son from twenty years to five, and that of the younger from
five to one, and to discharge the old man altogether. Had
my Bill of 1882 passed this House and been in force, such
a thing would not have occurred, and I do not believe the
executive would have been called upon to exorcise the pre-
rogative of the Crown in that respect, because, if

these men had been allowed to go into the wit-
ness box and tell their own story, I believe
no jury in Christenlom would have convicted them.
And so in regard to a great number of other cases. Wu
know by our experience and our reading that not once,
nor twice, nor ten times, nor a hundred times, but a thou-
sand of times, have innocent men been convieted of crimes
solely because prosecutors went into the box and swore the
prisoners committed the offence charged. Take the case of
rape. It is an offence committed in concealment, not in
the public glare, not before the eyes of the public,
but with only the two parties present. The one party
is allowed to tell the story with such varnishing and
gilding as she may chose to put upon it, but the other
party, the defendant, if innocent, the party who knows all
about it, who knows if any connection did take place, and
was not criminal, who has the knowledge of whether ho
was there or not, is not allowed to say a word, or give a single
explanation of how it took place or why it took place. And
so with a score of other criminals cases. The prosecutor,
perhaps, gives his testimony, and that testimony is unsup.
ported and unsustained by the testimony of a single other
witness, and yet, Sir, upon that unsupported, uncorroborated
testimony, a judge is bound to tell the jury that if they
believe the story the prisoner must ho convicted. And we
know that over and over again prisoners have been con-
victed on just such evidence. I will refer again to the case
I mentioned last year that occurred in England, where an
unfortunate English Church clergyman was convicted of
having committed an indecent assault upon two young
girls and was sentenced to transportation for five years. It
was discovered afterwards that the accusation was a pure
fabrication; the story was well got up, the circumstances
were dovetailed together and the man was convicted. The
two young girls were subsequently indicted for perjury, and
upon the clearest possible evidence they were convicted,
and the man was released. Released! But what satisfaction
is that ? Released with his reputation tarnished and de-
stroyed. It was no compensation, after six months' im-
prisonment, to be released from prison with the sentence
still standing against him. He got the pardon ofthe Crown
as the Beamishes got the pardon of the Crown, and that
was all. But that is no compensation, no redress, for a man
who has been convicted, improperly, wrongfully, upon
testimony that would not have prevailed had ho been
allowed to tell his own story. J present this Bill to the
Bouse in the hope that it will receive the consideration of
the House. It is not a question of party, it is not a question
of politics ; it does not signify from which side of the flouse
the Bill emanates, if it is sound in principle, and it has been
conceded, J think, upon nearly all hands, that the principle
is a sound one. It has been put in practice for some time
without any objection, both here and in England. It is
proposed to carry it still further in England, and, as I have
said, it has passed the flouse of Lords there. But, apart from
that altogother, I do not see any reason why the Bill should
not become law in this country. Believing that it is a good
Bil, believing that the principle is a sound one and must
ultimately prevail, I beg to move the second reading of the
Bill.

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

Âfter Recess.

SECOND READINGS.
Bill (No. 37) further to amend the Act to incorporate

the South Saskatchewan Valley Railway Company.-(Mr.
McCarthy) for (Mr. Robertson, Hamilt-n.)

Bill (No. 38) to amend the Acts relating to the Great
Western and Lake Ontario Shore Junction Railway Com-
pany.-(Mr. Rykert) for (Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)
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Bill (No. 39) to incorporate the Synod of the Diocese of
Qu'Appelle, and for other purposes connected therewith.-
(Mr. Williams) for (Mr. Mulock.)

Bill (No. 40) further relating to the Central Bank of New
Brunswick.-(Mr. Temple.)

FIRST READING.

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

EVIDENCE IN CRIMINAL CASES.

House resumed consideration of motion of Mr. Cameron
(South Huron) for second reading of Bill (No. 6) to further
amend the law of evidence in criminal cases.

Mr. TUPPER. I think the House will agree that the
pertinacity of the hon. member for South Huron (Mr.
Cameron) is highly commendable, yet I question whether
it is proper that this louse should again be compelled to
consider a Bill which has been thoroughly discussed during
the last two Sessions, and in reference to which the sense of
this House has been fairly tested. I say, Mr. Speaker, that
although there are som~ alterations in the present Bill as
compared with those which the hon. gentleman has intro-
duced during the last two Sessions, the principle involved is
to a great extent the same. This Bill, it is true, goes further
and applies to all crimes-felonies as well as misdemeanors;
but I think the hon, gentleman who has charge of it, in his
ingenious speech, when repeating the arguments that have
been used by others before him, and by himself, during the
last two Sessions, did not give to the House any new reason
or use any new argument why we should come to a different
conclusion than the one at which we have arrived on two
previous occasions. A Bill, as the hon. gentleman has
stated, or a Bill not going quite as far as this, has reached,
in the English House ofCommons, during the last few years,
a certain stage; but it has always stopped at a certain
stage in the English Parliament, as this one has done in
ours. It has never yet become law in Canada, nor bas it
become law in Great Britain. It is true that during the first
part of the hon. gentleman's speech he stated that he
thought it had become law in Great Britain, but I
understood him to qualify that later on and to mention,
accurately, as I believe, that it has only reached the
second reading in the House of Commons, one of the
Bills dealing with this subject, and of which this is a copy,
hav ng passed through the House of Lords. I wish to call
the attention of hon. gentlemen to the historical part of
this question, so far as the hon. gentleman has alluded to it,
because, as I understand it, he not only bases this 1Bill
upon theories that are pretty well understood, and which
have been already explained to this House, but he attempts
to draw great strength from the fact that some of the law
reformers of England, and, in fact, the English Parliament,
are anxious to enact a similar law, and are of the opinion
that these provisions should become law. The hon. gentle-
man is aware that so long ago as 1856, I believe, Lord
Brougham attempted to enact a similar law to this in the
Parliament of Great Britain. He failed, and all the learned
gentlemen who succeeded him, have failed, to place
such a law on the Statute Book. The question Is a vered
one. We can understand, and I think laymen can under-
stand, even from the ingenious argument ofthe hon. member
for South Huron (Mr. Cameron), that there must be some-
thing wrong, that there must be a weak point in his
argument, when, with the force with which he as
put his case, we know that in England, where so many
able men have called attention to this question, and
have been unable to place such a law on the Statute Book.
I say there is much to be drawn from that circumstance.
If that were a necessary reform, if criminal justice was
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not being administered satisfactorily; if criminal proce.
dure in England were defective, surely there is sufficient
spirit of enterprise and of roform, both in this country and
in Great Britain, to have such a law speedily enacted. It
is strange that a Bill of this kind should so often reach this
stage. It is strange that in (reat Britain, when the cri-
minal law is attracting the attention of all grades of society,
that if this were a desirable law a greater effort was not
made in the English Parliament last Session to place this
law upon the Statute Book. What do we find ? We find
that, instead of hurrying this law through Parliament, it
has been discussed time and time again, and all the able law
reformers who have turned their attention to the subject,
while combining on the principle that in the main such a
law should be enacted, cannot agree, and in fact
disagree, as to what form the law should take; and there are
actually three Bills before the British Parliament dealing
with the subject. Not only is there Lord Bramwell's Bill,
of which this is a copy, but there is a Bill treating the
subject in a different manner. by the present Attorney
General; and, in addition, there is an entirely different
Bill from either of these-what is known as the Criminal
Code Bill. These three Bills have reached the Grand
Committee of the House of Commons, and the mem-
bers there are not so auxious to enact this law
that they will take any one of them, but they have
three Bills treating on the same subject matter to consider
maturely before taking any decided stop. Although this
Bill comes from Lord Bramwcll, a jurist well known and
of high standing, though now a very old man, known
chiefly in connection with commercial law, a man
who was trained as a merchant before he read for the
bar, although it is his Lordship's wish to have this law
enacted, there are many more eminent men who favor a
different treatment of the subject, and men as eminent
who are opposed to the enactment of any such law.
We must not lay too much stress on the fact that this is
Lord Bramwell's Bill; and it was quite natural that Ris
Loi dship should write a letter to the hon. member for South
Huron (Mr. Cameron), hoping that the Canadian Parliament
will pay him the compliment of enacting his Bill before the
other Bills on the subject are considered. In England,
as I have said, opinion is divided. Opinion, too, among
law reformers, is .greatly divided as to this Bill. If the
House will permit me, I will read a short extract from the
Law Times, of 1st March, 1881, in which these different
Bills are mentioned. The Law Times says :

"Neither of the Bills disposes of the subject with a thoroughness be-
yond criticism, and a consideration of the three, aide by side, will sug-
gest a good many amall points in which each might be improed.Of
the three, the provisions of the Criminal Code Bill are, perhaps, the
most logical, but the probable fate of the Criminal Code Bill is shrouded
in mystery."

It does not appear that this is the best Bill of the three. It
does not appear that this Bill will ever become law. And I
would also mention that this Bill passed through the second
reading by a very close shave, and in a very unsatisfactory
manner. If the hon. gentleman will look at Hansard
he will find that, when it passed through the House of Com-
mons, there was an exceedingly small attendance of mem-
bers. The Bill was not considered as it should have been
considered, and the charge is openly made that it was
smuggled through the Hlouse, passing, as it did, at about
two o'clock in the morning. The division on a motion to
adjourn gave as the numbers 20 to 99, a very small propor.
tion of the House of Commons. But after all the discus-
sion in England the Bill is not the law to-day. In
proof of the fact that eminent men are divided on this
vexed question, I need only refer, as I have done on pre-
vious occasions, to the remarks made by Messrs. Blackburn,
Barry, Lush and Stephen, commissioners appointed to con-
sider the criminal code, in their report to the House of
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Commons. When the Criminal Code Bill was sent to the
fHouse by these commissioners, dealing with many reforms,
they had to qualify their opinion in connection with this
question, and say as follows: "As the policy of a change of
the law is so important, we are divided in opinion." That
is a suggestion to us, that we must be careful in dealing
with this subject, which is a question that enthusiasts in
law reform have besitated in dealing with. I again say,
that it is for the hon. member for South Huron (Mr.
Cameron) to show this House, since he failed last Session
and the Session before, that there is any great need that
such a law should be passed. There are certain hon. mem-
bers in regard to whom it may be said that they take only
a passing interest on this question, and are not so familiar
with it as are members trained to the bar. But it
affects every hon. member and his constituents,
because, from my point of view, and it is the point of
view taken by the leader of the Opposition,
it i fraught with great danger to the working people, the
masses of this country, and especially the uneducated,
whose interests are at stake. Those who have opposed the
passage of the Bill have, among their arguments, advanced
this fact, that a prisoner who is uneducated may be placed
in a false position before a tribunal of justice, as under the
provisions of this Bill it is compulsory for the prisoner to
testify; because Lord Bramwell himself admits that though
it is not made compulsory in express terms, the effeet of
the moasure is wh4t I have stated. The hon. leader of
the Opposition used the same argument, that though in the
Bil it is not stated that it is compulsory on a prisoner to give
evidence, yet in effect ho must go into the box or take the
consequence, the natural presumption of his refusing being
that hoeis afraid to go into the box and tell his story. All
members of the legal profession know that in many cases,
although a client may be ever so innocent,
it is necessary to keep bim out of the witness box;
for there being no necessity to place him there, as it might
prejudice his case to be placed there, they might extract
damaging evidence through the natural confusion arising
in the minds of people unaccustomed to the halls of justice
and the solemn forms which obtain there. I pressed that
argument last Session, and I repeat it again; and I say that
an uneducated man, in an ordinary case in the courts of
justice, with a strong case, or in a criminal court with a
clear conscience, is not himself, and the less ho has to do
with those courts the botter exhibition he will make of
himseolf. -I say it is often impossible for an honest
uneducated man to tell a story several times over, to
explain and repeat a narrative over and over again, without
telling it in so many ways. I appeal to my professional
brethren to corroborate me in that statement. It is the
every day experience in courts of law that much damage is
done to a man's case in consequence of the embarrassment
which ho naturally feels in appearing before a court. I
could cite cases still more familiar to us. I appeal to
young men of my own position who feel it necessary
sometimes to arise and express their opinions ; and I
would ask them what is their experience ? I would ask
them if they do not feel embarrassment, diffidence
and awkwardness when they feel called upon to speak ?
I say, thon, that if that be the case with men trained at
the bar, if they feel that embarreassmunt bore, what
must be the embarrassment which a man will experience
who comes for the first time into a court of justice, and who
is told that if he does not get on the rack and stand a cross-
examination by an able counsel, his innocence will be doubt-
ed; and baving gone on the stand and made an exhi-
bition of himself, through ignorance and not guilt, ho will,
no doubt, sufer the fate that men used to suifer in England,
as late as the 17th century, in consequence of the practice
there obtaining-a practice so abused that it was abolished-
the practice of interrogating them, of seeing them racked

and tortured and worried to death by both judge and Crown
counsel. And I would also ask, what power are you placing
in the hands of the untrained magistracy of this country by
this Bill? I call attention to this phase of the question. I
say that when the hon. gentleman cites the movement
towards the consummation of such legislation in England,
ho must remember that a very important feature comes up
there. I say that in England they have a trained magis-
tracy-that special qualifications are there required
for the commissions of the peace, while in this country,
as we know too well, the appointment of justices of the
peace in the different Provinces is oftentimes abused ;
and we know that men hold the commission who
should not hold it, and who, under this Bill, could
exorcise the power and authority nost dangerous to their
fellow men, especially in small communities. Take the
case, for instance, mentioned by the hon. member for West
Huron (Mr. Cameron), in which the prejudice of the people
appear to be so great that in endeavoring to fortify his
argument he attacked the jury system, and cited a case in
which the Minister of Justice, on enquiring into the circum-
stances without the slightest hesitation interfered and voided
a verdict. In this case, dealing with a charge of man-
slaughter, the jury proceeded to find a verdict of "guilty,"
and after the Minister of Justice had interfered, the Gland
Jury of the community took the extraordinary course of
drawing up and producing a document of a nature that
struck me as rather odd, as a rebuke to the responsible
administrators of justice, the Minister of Justice and the
executive. Take that case, I say, and are you going to
place in the hands of mon like these such a power as is now
proposed; because, under this Bill, not merely in the
Supreme Courts and Superior Courts will the defendant
have to be cross-examined and worried and tortured, but it
applies to every hearing, to every stage of such a charge,
so that he is placed in a position most embarrassing to any
innocent man, particularly in the case of those who are not
educated in such matters. Therefore,I say we were wise when
we hesitated before saying that this Bill should become the
law of the land. Further, I ask that we should still pause
when we find, after all the attention the hon. gentleman bas
given to this matter, ho comes down at every Session with
a different Bill. He came down the previous Session with a
measure, and after advising us that the law reformers of
England were united in carrying down such a Bill, ho
comes down the next Session and tells us he bas a better
measure still, and therefore the old measure was not a
proper one and should not become law. He las eliminated
one clause to which I called attention, and ho bas substituted
one which is no.botter. The second clause of this Bill pro-
vides that nO person charged shal be compellable teobe a wit-
ness. But I say this is a nugatory clause, for the witness must
either testify or run great danger to his interest. The former
.Bill provided that the jury, forsooth, must not presume any-
thing against the prisoner who did not come into the box
as if the judge from the bench could control the opinion of
a juryman's mind in dealing with sncb a matter as that.
Now, if we are able to show that every Bill produced from
that Ion. gentleman's mind i defective in so important a
point, if we are able to show that the law reform-
ors of England are divided to-day as to how they
shall frame a Bill dealing with the matter, I think
we can aiford to wait. Quoting the language of the
hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), as I did
last Session, I ask if the time is ripe for such a revolution
in the criminal procedure of this country? I had the
temerity last Session to refer to the hon. member for West
Durham (1Mr. Blake). I had the pleasure of quoting, in
support of my views, in discussing this subject, the lan-
guage used by him, putting the matter far more concisely
than I could hope to do, when he was standing in the res-
ponsible position of Minister of Justice, and when he
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advised this flouse to throw out a Bill similar to this, intro,
duced by Mr. Dymond, then a member of this flouse. I
referred to bis arguments; but in reply he told me, with a
certain amount of indignation, that I had put a gloss over
his speech which it did not deserve, and he said that when
I referred to bis speeches I should read the whole of them.
Well, Sir, referring to his speeches, I consider life
is too short to read ail the speeches, or any one of the
speeches, of the hon. member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake). They are pleasant to listen to, and I, like other
hon. members, derive pleasure in hstening to the well-
rounded periods of his speeches, and I admit that it is
difficult, in any extract of a dozen or twenty lines from that
hon. gentleman's speeches to show exactly what he does
mean; because we find that he as a habit, on most oc-
casions, to use popular language, of steering north by
south, except when he is dealing with questions touching
the Maritime Provinces. There is no mistaken ring thon
in lis speeches-no mistaking lis meaning when opposing
any legislation, such as botter terms or railway subsidies for
those smaller and poorer provinces by the sea. On other
subjects it is impossible, I admit, to get his exact meaning
from reading so many lines of bis speeches. But since I
have laid stress on his speech in 1877, I will trouble the
House by repeating it again, as I cannot use any argument
stronger in the direction of opposing this Bill. I am sorry
I do not see the hon. gentleman in the House.

Some hon. MEMBERS. He is here.

Mr. TUPPER. I now se he is in the House. I ask
the hon. member for West Durham not to te!l me that
seven years make a difforence, and that things that are not
right at one time become right seven years afterwards-
not to give me an answer like that, but to give me an
argument that will answer the argument he used then-to
give me an experience that ho has had since 1877 that will
upset the experience he testified to in 1877. I am not
opposing this Bill factiously; I am open to be convinced by
the hon. member; but, before he can convince me, ho must
use an argument stronger than the argument he used last
Session. I believe ho was right, in 1877, when he said:

"He could conceive of some case3-they hai occurred in bis own
experience in civil suits-in which an innocent man, owing to his nervous
habit, great excitement at the time, or unhappy mode of givirg testi-
mony, would be placed rather at a disadvautage than otherwise."

So I say, Mr. Speaker; and am [to be told that seven years
can reverse that argument? Can seventy times seven years
change the force of the testimony of an authority so high,
of a gentleman of sucb experience as the hon. member for
West Durham then was? Dealing with another branch of
the subject, he said:

"fHe thought the existing securitie3 for the innocent were asi powerful
as, and perhaps more powerful thsn, the protection obtained by the
prisoner telling his own etory.''

Of course, I suppose it was nocessary for the hon. gentle-
man, in advising the flouse to throw out the Bill of a sup-
porter, to do it in as pleasant a manner as possible, and he
used other language which, however, does not affect the
language I quote. He said that the time was not ripe for
the measure; but all the arguments which have been used
to-night were used thon, and nothing has occurred since
1877 to lessen their force. Those same arguments, as I have
stated,were ably put forward by Lord Brougham, by Jeremy
Bentham, and by other reformers long before 1856 and 1877,
and nothing has happened since to change the force of the
experience of the bon. gentleman, which las been my own
experience in courts of law, with regard to the effect of such
a privilege in civil cases. Now, the hon. mover of this Bill
has stated that what is true in civil cases would be true in
criminal cases-that the right which hie s now endea-
voring to have extended to criminal cases was denied in

Mr. TUPPER.

civil cases ; and the same arguments were used against that
principle that are now urged against his claim. Grant that;
I have an answer for him. The hon. member for West
Durham is. again the auth>rity. In 1876, in discussing a
criminal Bill, that hon. gentleman said:

" Rules prevailing with regard to civil cases could not be wholly
adapted to criminal cases."

And they are not here. The hon. mover of the Bill says
that it is illogical to say that what is proper in civil pro-
cedure would not be proper in criminal procedare. Why,
his own Bill admits that you cannot deal with criminal cases
in the same way as with civil cases, for it says:

" Prov:ded that no person so charged shall be compellable to be a
witness on any such hearing, nor shall such wife or husband be an ad-
missible witness on any such hearing, without the consent of the person
so charged, unless so compellable heretofore."

Sir, I ask if the argument of the hon gentleman be souni,
why should such a clause be inserted in the Bill ? Why
has he not gone the whole length and removed the difference
between criminal and civil procedare aitogether? Ie hias
not, because you cannot, as the hon. member for West Dur-
ham bas well said, apply the rules to criminal cases which
obtain in civil cases. Now, as I stated a short tirne ago,
Lord Bramwell-like the hon. member for West Durham,
when advising the House to reject Mr. D mond's Bill-
used this language:

" If the accused did not offer hie own evidence,.he would be exposed
to the remark that he dared not do so."

And yet we find that this Bill provides that he shall not be
compelled to do so. That is sufficient to show the weakness
of the theory advanced in support of this measure. The
ingenious argument used by the hon. member in charge of
the Bill is entirely theoretical. It is apt to mislead, especi-
ally those who are not familiar with courts of justice. in
theory, it may appear, to a great extent, to be fair, but in
practice it is entirely illogical. When you come to draft
these theories in a practical measure, it is thon that diffi-
culties appear, and that great differences arise in the
minds of law reformers as to how this measure should be
carried out. Therefore, my position is, that no matter how
sound, theoretically, the principie oembodied in the hon.
gentieman's Bill may be, the practical view is that taken by
the hon. member for West Durham, whieh is just as true
now, that we do not require, for the protection of the inno
cent, any such legislation as this, noither do we require it
in order to ferret out and punish crime. Holding these
views, Mr. Speaker, though having expressed them perhaps
at too great length, considering the number of times the
Bill ias been discussed, and feeling justified by the past
treatment of this Bill, remembering that though it reached
a second reading it was finally thrown out of this House,
I beg to move, seconded by M!. Hesson, in anuendment :

That thig Bill be not now read a second time, but that it be read a
second time this day six months.

Mr. WOODWORTII. It is true, as my hon. friend from
Pictou (Mr. Tupper) has said, that this Bill occupied the
time of this louse last Session, and a very free and full
discussion was had upon it. IL went to its second reading
by a very large majority, and after that, through the want
of a sufficient number of members in the louse, its passage
was obstructed. But the principle of this Bill was affirmed
by this House by an overwhelming majority last Session.
My hon. friend complains that this Session the Billihas come
np in a new form. He says he objected to a certain clause
of the Bill, and that clause has been eliminated from it this
year. What is bis complaint about, then ? If his views
have been met, and the clause ho objected to has been
eliminated, he should not take up the time of the House in
objecting to the elimination of that clause. That was done in
order to meet the finical views-I do not use the word in an
offensive sense-of my hon. friend, with reference to this Bill.
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But, Sir, I think that since last Session all the objections
that were then so ably and eloquently urged against this
Bill have been taken away, The hon. gentleman declared
that in England-the great pattern, the place to which we
all look for guidance in our mode of procedure in criminal
cases-no legislation on this point had taken place. Well,
Sir, light has since then been thrown on this subject, and
that statement can no longer be advanced. Allow me to
read for a moment from the hon. gentleman's own speech on
the question last Session. Ie said:

"I think we may, consistent with our national pride, and a feeling of
admiration for our knowledge of the law, bow with great respect to the
legal minds in England, and carefully follow in the footsteps of the law
reformers of the United Kingdom.

Again, he said:
"ITherefore, Sir, this is neot such a measure of reform as ought to coim-

mend itself so highly to reformers that they should vote blindly for it,
simply because it is described in that way. 1 appeal to those g;%ntle-
men who were in the flouse in 1877, and who vated for the motion te
throw out the Bill at that time-l appeal to them whether they have
heard an answer to the arguments then urged so strongly by the hon.
member for West Durham, sufficiently to induce them to vote blindly
for such legislation. Not only was this practice discouraged and de-
parted trom in England, but though some States in the Union have
adopted it, it has brought a grEat scandal on the courts in those States."

The Law Journal of England, as quoted by my hon. friend
from West Huron (Mr. Cameron), advocates this measure;
the judges in the Superior Court in Ontario have urged its
passage ; the London Globe and the Pall Mall Gazette have
argued in its favor, and that, I think, is pretty good authority
that this measure bas created some discussion in England.
But I wish to quote from the English Ransard the views of
Lord Bramwell, whom the hon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tup-
per) criticises as an old man. Somebody rose at one time
in the House of Commons in England, I bolieve, and made
an attack upon Pitt, afterwards Earl of Chatham, on the
ground that he was a young man; it was a crime then to be
called a young man. My hon. friend from Pictou has found
that it is a crime in England to be an old Lord-an old
Tory Lord, by the way-and to have reform views on cri mi-
nal or any other procedure. Lord Bramwell, in rising to
move that the Bill be now read the second time, said:

"The object of this Bill was to make a person charged with a crime a
competent witness; also to enable a husband or wife to give evidence
when either was charged with a criminal offence, and also to enable
any one or two or more peréons chîrged in the same indictment to give
evidence. e did net propose te cmpel these persons te give evidence,

but eiply teremovetUefdîqualifiations which prevented thenidon
so if they wished. Only forty years ago no one who had the smallest
interest in a case could give evidence in it, but this disqualification had
been removed ; husbands.and wives had been made competent witnesses
in civil cases • plaintiffs in breach ot promise might be examined, and
last year the kxplosives Act admitted as witnesses the persons wbo were
charged with offences under it."

Hie says further:
"lA Bill similar to this would be introluced in the other House, but

their Lordships would not have the trouble of discussing the matter
twice, because if that measure came to that House he would not proceed
further with his own. If, on the other hand, their Lordships should
pass his Bill and send it to the other House, he should be quite willing
that both Bills should be dealt with there in the manner that might be
deemed best. At all events, he had given their Lordships an oppor-
tunity of discussing the question once, and this was m>re than could be
said of many important measures last Session. In conclusion, the noble
and learned Lord moved that the Bill be read a second time."

Earl Cairns rose anc! said:

''"It would very ill become him to offer any opposition to the Bill, for it
proposed to do what was proposed to be done by the Government of
which he was a member,.and it was included in the large measure for
the codification of the criminal law which was brougbt into the other
House of Parliament by that Government. That measure was about to
be re-introduced into the flouse of Commous, and lie hoped the Bill
now under consideration might become law as part of that larger
measure, instead of being an isolated Bill. He admitted, however, that
they might have towait a long time for that larger measure, and, per-
haps, it was better to deal with this pressing subject in the way now
proposed. Another reason he had for supporting the Bill was, that the
àxplosives Act, and some other recent statutes, enabled persons
charged under their provisions to be examined as witnesses. He was in-
formed that in the trial which took place under the Explosives Act this

provision was brought into fore:, and that it acted well. If it were wrong
for a counsel to state to the jury the prisoner's version of what had
occurred, a great hardship was inflicted on the accused; but if a counsel
were allowed to give the orisoner's version, it was still more absurd
that the prisoner himself should be prevented from stating it on oath to
the jury."

Viscount Cranbreok, the Lord Chancellor, and varions
other noble Lords, spoke in the sane strain. Now, my hon.
friend has told the House that there were three Bills before
the British Parliament : The first was that of Lord Bram-
well; the second that of the Attorney General ; and the
third the Criminal Code Biîl. I have already shown that
the Bill introduced and passed by the House of Lords was
precisely the Bill introduced in the Commons, and Earl
Cairns said that the Government of which he was a member
had introduced a Bill in the House of Commons. I ask my
hon. friend how can he possibly tell this House that this is
a question which entbusiasts in law reform alone take up,
when it has passed the House of Lords in England-which,
the Lord knows, is conservative enough, and the last body
to be charged with an advanced reform movement. I con-
tend that my hon. friend's reasons for voting against this
Bill last Session have been entirely taken away by the
events that have since transpired, namely, the passage of
the Bill through the House of Lords and its introduction
into the House of Commons, where, judging from the letter
received by my hon. friend froin West Huron (Mr. Cameron),
from Lord Bramwell, which he read to this House, it has
probably become law by this time. My hon. friend tells the
House again that this Bill, should it become law, will have a
damaging effect-damaging, first, to the accused who is in-
nocent, and secondly, after you get through with that one you
will unduly favor the next one. He says, as he argued last
Session, when a man goes into the box with a forbiddiDg
countenance and a hesitating manner these will tell against
him, and he may be convicted of a crime of which hie is not
guilty. But I ask you, if a man has a forbidding counten-
anlce, does he not take that with him into the dock as well
as into the box, and will it not tell against him there as
well ? He may be as innocent of the crime with which hie
is charged as the babe unborn, but standing there in the
criminal box, with all eyes turned upon him, occupying a
most humiliating position, unable to say a word in his own
behalf, I ask my hon. friend if the forbidding countenance
and the receding forehead will not create as great a preju-
dice against him there as could possibly be created by his
appearance in the witness box, and that without bis being
given any chance of removing lt. But take that man
with the forbidding countenance and the receding forehead
from the criminal box, and place him on the witness stand,
and if hc be innocent, I venture to say that a workingman-
my bon. friend referred to the ignorant woikingmen-take
every one of them for a jury, and we take our jurymen from
them to-day, and good jurymen they make, too-but take
that man and put him in the box and unseal bis lips,
and if he were innocent of the crime they would acquit
him, although ho were almost deaf and dumb, by the
conscious innocence he possessed, by the consciousness
of his own want of guilt, that man could make hinself
understood by the jury and the judge, that man could
make himself understood by the Court, and would go ont of
that box a free man if he were innocent. Does not everybody
know that that is the case, that any man, no matter how
nature has warped him, no matter how appearances are
against him, if he be innocent, will make his innocence
known and felt, and the jury sitting there-these working-
men if you please, who are watching their fellow working-
man in the box, who have all the charity for theb hesitancy
of manner of that man, for his worn clothes and haggard
looks-can give that charity, and they can tell by his
manner and by bis answers to the questions whether he is
the guilty or the innocent man. And what is the result,
then ? It is that justice is done, and it is justice that we
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are after. It is not to allow the innocent to be punished,
or the guilty to escape, but that justice should be
done, and how can it be .done unless the truth be
extracted ? Then my hon. friend says, it will let some-
body off ; some person will get off that should not.
The principle of the law is that ten guilty men should
escape rather than one innocent man should suffer, and if
somebody did get off, there is no net so formed that some
fish will not get out that perhaps should be held in. These
are peculiarities known to every law. You cannot make
any law perfect, but you must aimt at the perfect and get
the best you can; and if you place a law on the Statute Book
that will allow the innocent man to escape, that will allow
the truth to be extracted from a witness's mouth and justice
to be done, you have made an advance in statesmanship,
you have made an advance in governing your country in a
proper and righteous and desirable manner. But my hon.
friend teUs us that, in an assault case-and this was the
argument used last Session-where persons meet together
and there is a fight, we will let them all corne up and tell
their story. That is the Canadian law to-day. My boa.
friend from West Huron (Mr. Caneron), although in bad
form to speak to-day from hoarseness, yet put the case so
strongly here that it appealed to the sympathies of every
man on both sides of the louse, and that was the case of
Mains and Beamish-these men who went out mutu-
ally and fought, the Mains' being the aggressors,
old man Mains having been struck by a stick over
the eye, severing an artery, from which he died.
The penalty for murder, as everybody knows, is death
My hon. friends who are against this Bill say that, if
death occurs, only the accusers who were in the fight
should go upon the witness stand and swear; only one side
of the fray shall be represented, only one of the parties
shall be heard; or we will divide the parties, we will hear
what the Mains' say, but you shall not hear what the
Beamish's say. Although the penalty is hanging, although
the penalty is death, yet we will not permit you to go upon
the witness stand and swear to what you know. If it be
flogging, or a week in gaol, or a fine, you can all go on the
witness stand and swear to the truth of your state-
ments. My hon. friends solemnly, gravely contend in
this flouse that the Canadian law, in regard to evidence
in cases of assault, is perfectly proper and right,
but, when it comes to a felony under similar circum-
stances, we will only hear one side of the story, and the1
accused shall not go on the stand. Is it not most absurd ?i
Where is the logic of such reasoning as that ? Would1
not you, Sir, would not the members of this House, and
would not the country say that, in case of a higher crime
so much the greater the necessity of extracting the truth,1
of getting at the truth, no matter where it1
comes from, whether from independent witne-ses1
or from the accused party. Who does not knowi
that in this country, as in every other country, per-î
sons commit crimes or are charged with crime when onlyi
one witness can go upon the stand, and all the otherî
witnesses are shut ont by the rules of evidence ? Crime isi
not committed in crowds, as a general thing. It is com-i
mitted silently, stealthily, in the darkness of night some-
times; and when one witness is allowed to testify, and ho
the bigger criminal of the two, that the other man was the1
committer of the crime, is it not monstrous that the mani
charged with it shall not be allowed to go into the witnessi
box, to be examined as you will, by the ablest counsel youi
can find, to tell the truth about the matter in regard to1
which he has been falsely arraigned, while the real criminal
bas been giving bis evidence by the hour and swearing bis
life away. Yet, when the old Tory flouse of Lords in Eng-i
land has passed a Bill like this, they who oppose this Bill(
are afraid of this reform measure. All these arguments
were made when the Bill was introduced to allow a man1

Mr. WOODWORTH.

or a woman to testify in a civil suit to which they were
parties. It was said that the crime of perjury would be com-
mitted. It was said that self-interest would not allow these
persons to tell the truth. That is a matter you cannot legis-
late against efficiently-the crime of perjury. Men have to
take the responsibility of that. Men have to take the re-
sponsibility in this life of their acts. All you can do is to
give the opportunity, as I said before, for the fullest
investigation of the matter, and he or she who commits the
crime of perjury must suffer for it, either here or elsewhere,
and no human legislation can reach that. I took occa-
sion last Session to say that there was more perjury com-
mitted in making up the electoral lists in one riding in this
Canada of ours than there would be under this law, if per-
jury be swearing with intent to tell what is not teue, or to
violate an oath already taken. Now, Sir, I do not
intend to take up the time of the House with any fui-
ther remarks, but merely to say, having given my vote for
this measure last Session, giving it in the interest of the
masses, as I believe, in the interests of Canada, and follow-
ing in the footsteps, to use again the language of my hon.
friend, of that great country to which we owe allegiance
and to which we are so proud to belong, I repeat again, on
the present occasion, that I believe this law, if passed, will
not be a retrograde step, but will be a step of advancement
towards a higher state of civilisation.

Mr. LISTER. When this Bill was last before the House,
a number of bon. gentlemen felt themselves called upon to
speak against its passage, and to-night I hesitated for a few
moments to allow some one of those bon. gentlemen to rise
again and oppose it. I listened with a great deal of inter-
est to the remarks of the bon. gentleman who represents
Pictou (Mr. Tupper), in order to see whether he could
advance any genuine argument against the passage of this
Bill; and I am bound to confess, Sir, that during bis whole
speech I was unable to detect one single reason why th,
Bill of the hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron)
should not become law. One of the reasons-if we may
call it so-that he urged why it should not become law
was, the timidity of young men like himself who might be
called into the witness box, perhaps from the prisoner's
box, and from timidity prejudice bis case. Now, Sir,
I may say confidently, that if that was a reason why
this Bill should not become law, it bas fallen to the ground,
because my young friend did not display that timidity
and nervousness which his language would indicate. That
this Bill will become law, whether it is defeated at this
Session or not, there is no- reasonable doubt whatever.
I believe that if the bon. member for Picton (Mr. Tupper)
had been in existence seventy years ago and had been thon
a member of Parliament, he would have been found oppos-
ing, as vigorously as he opposes this law to-day, the law
which gave a man accused of crime the right to have the
services of counsel; he would doubtless have thought that if
a lawyer was allowed to raise bis voice on behalf of a man
accused of crime there was a great public danger that he
would be acquitted. But, Sir, that inhuman law hai be n
wiped from the Statute Book. I have no doubt that my
hon. friend would also have been found. opposing the law
which gave parties to a suit the right to testify on their own
behalf. That was an innovation, and in his own words, it
was a dangerous innovation. We know, as a matter of fact,
that white that law was in existence, by which a man was
not able to testify in bis own behalf, many a suitor was
prevented from appealing to a court of justice because his
cause could only be maintained by his own evidence. So
gross was that injustice that the law of the land was changed,
and to-day every suitor, every man, whether ho be interestcd
or not in the result of a case, has a right to go into the
witness box, and the jury who are sworn to try that case are
to judge as to his credibility. That law bas been placed
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upon the Statute Book. We find also that in the Parliament
preoceding the present one, in this very House, a law was
passed by which a man charged with assault and battery,
a misdemeanor under our criminal law, was allowed
to testify on his own behalf. Now, Sir, if these advances
have been made within the last few years, if these improve-
ments and reforms in the laws of this country have taken
place, are we not justified in demanding that the last vestige,
the last remnant of these unjust laws should be removed,
and that the judge and the jury should have the right to
hear the facts of the case from every man, from every lip,
that can testify about it? That is not the case to-day. The
man who is charged with a crime is placed in the criminal's
box, and his mouth is closed, whereas the man who has the
most interest in convicting him, and perchance who is the
only witness, that man's mouth is open, his story is told, and
the result has often been, I have no doubt, an unjust convic-
tion. Why should that man not be allowed to speak ?
Why should he not be allowed to tell his story to the jurors,
to the judge, and before the lawyers, and if he is telling
a falsehood a cross-examination would sweep the false por-
tion of it away, would separate the grain from the chaff, and
if he is telling an untruth there is no doubt that it will pre-
judice his case. But, Sir, if he is innocent, the manner in
which he tells his story, his air of conscious innocence, will
convince the men before whom he is tried whether he be
guilty or not, and if he be innocent he will have what every
i nnocent man is entitled to, an acquittal. The hon. member
for West Huron (Mr. Cameron) has referred to charges of
rape, a charge which is frequently made in this country, a
charge which is easily made and hard to be defended. We
know, Sir, that men have been convicted of that abominable
offence upon the evidence of perjured testimony, and that
there are to-day men who are lingering in prison, with
their life blasted, convicted unjustly and improperly,
whereas if these men could have gone into the witness box
and told their story to the jury, instead of being persons
disgraced forever they would now be free men and the
stamp of conviction would never have been placed upon
them. Shall it be said that in a free country like ours, that
in a country having as intelligent a population as we
have, the jury and the judge are not able to tell whether a
man is telling what is true or what is false ? Shall we take
the chanae-for it is nothing more than a chance-that an
innocent man may be convicted because lie is not allowed to
tell what he knows ? That, Sir, is the position of our law
to-day, and I think it is a disgrace to this country that it
has not been changed before. Now, Sir, we have the fact
that it has not only engaged our attention here, but that it
has engaged the attention of the Parliament of Great Britain.
My lion. friend from Pictou tells us that there are no less
than three Bills before the House of Commons in England,
providing for making the evidence of a person accused of
crime receivable in court. That shows that this important
question is engaging the attention of statesmen on the other
side of the water; and when this question came before the
House of Lords upon a Bill which was introduced by Lord
Bramwell, I think, there was not one noble Lord who dared
to get up and oppose the principle of the Bill. Every man
who spoke upon the Bill spoke favorably of its provisions,
and the only one who had opposed it at all in the past
would not take upon himself again the responsibility of
active opposition. Are these not reasons why it should
become the law of our land? la this a mere adventure ? Is
this a mere jump in the dark ? No. We have also the
experience of the United States before us; we know that in
every State of the Union this has been the law for years
and years. Yet, if it worked badly, if justice was
frustrated, witl you tell me that that law would
not have been repealed ? Sir, that law, instead of
being abolished, has been found to work beneficially,
and I am safe in saying that in no Legislature in the Union
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would thera be found a majority of members who would
support a repeal of the law as it now stands. Those are
strong reasons why this should become the law in the
Dominion. What is the opposition ? That a man might
commit perjury. In the name of common sense and reason,
is a man's life, property and reputation to be lost simply
because there is a chance that somebody who may be charged
with a crime may commit perjury ? Yet that is the argu-
ment used by hon. gentlemen who oppose this Bill. I
feel that the hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron)
is entitled to the thanks of this Parliament and of the people
of Canada for what my hon. friend from Pictou (Mr. Tupper)
is pleased to call his pertinaaity in bringing this Bill from
time to time before the House. The hon. member for West
Huron, in an elaborate and exhaustive speech, which does
his industry infinite credit, has gone into this question and
advanced arguments in its favor that by no possibility can
be refuted, and which should convince us of the propriety,
yea, of the absolute necessity, of making this the law of the
land at the earliest moment possible. As I stated
a moment ago, this is a last disqualification. Every
other disqualification has been removed. Defendants
in civil actions, or those interested in any way,
are entitled to give evidence, and there is but this one dis-
qualification to remove to enable ali courts to get at the
whole truth in the cases before them. We must look at
this matter as reasonable men and consider, not that it is in
the interest of the accused, but that it will tend to promote
justice. It is to promote the investigation of cases and to
get at the truth and the exact truth; and if that is the
case, it becomes our bounden duty, as representatives of the
people, to support this Bill and make it the law of the land.
It is a puerile argument, and one unworthy of the hon.
member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper), to say that perchance a
man may commit perjury, and for that reason a man charged
with crime should not be allowed to testify in his own
behalf. The hon. member who last addressed the House
(Mr. Woodworth), said it was better that ten persons
should be acquitted rather than that one should
be improperly condemned; I say it is botter that ninety-
nine should be acquitted rather than that one should
suffer the penalty of an unjust conviction. The noble
Lord who spoke in the case referred to by the
last speaker said there was nothing more difficult to
get than a conviction on the evidence qf one witness.
How many cases are there in which the evidence of one wit-
ness has convicted a man; how many cases are there when
that conviction would not have taken place if the law had
been different ? Then, I say, in this intelligent age, in
view of the fact that this has been the law in the United
States for forty or fifty years, in view of the fact that is
now engaging the attention of public men in England, that
a Bill on this subject has actually passed the House of
Lords, and bas passed the second reading in the House of
Commons-in view of all these facts, there is nothing to
prevent us from taking that stop which they lu England
are anticipating, and which may be the law to-day, for all I
know. If it is improper, I repeat, to allow a person charged
with an offence to give evidence, it is improper that he
should give evidence in any case at all. We have it
that defendants are now allowed to give evidence lu assault
cases; also, under the Crooks' Act and under the Temper-
ance Act of 1878, a man charged is a competent and a com-
pellable witness. I can only repeat that such is the law lu
the United States. That such will be the law, if it is not now
the law, in England; and I think this Legislature will not
be discharging that duty which it owes to the publie, and
will not be doing that which is due to itself as an intelligent
body of men, if it rejects the Bill now before the flouse.

Mr. BEATY. The change proposed by the Bill of the
hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron) is a very im-
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portant one and must affect the public interest very largely,
and it certainly will affect the interests of individuals who
are charged with offences or crimes to a very great extent.
The change as proposed isreduced, as1 understand it, in the
Bill, to the minimum of change in connection with the law
of criminal evidence. It does not go to the extent of pro-
viding that any person charged with crime can be com-
pelled to give evidence by the prosecution, but it simply
admits or allows the person who is charged to give evidence
in his own behalf, and in rebuttal of the charge made
against him. The first section says :

" Every person charged with an offence, and the wife and husband,
as the case may be, of the person so charged, shall be a competent wit-
ness on every hearing at every stage of such charge, and whether the
person so charged is charged or arraigued solely or jointly with
another or others."

That goes simply to the extent of allowing a person charged,
in connection with the other sections, to present himself or
herself as a competent witness in his or her defence. That
reduces the matter down. It does not allow a court of
justice or the prosecutor for the Crown to force the prisoner
to give evidence either for or against himself. The prisoner
is still allowed the toleration of the law, for he can state
what might be called a legal lie; be can plead that he is
not guilty and stand bis trial on snch evidence as may be
presented. That enables the defendant or prisoner to give
evidence in explanation of any circumstances that may be
brought to bear against him in evidence. I think that is
one of the most important points of this Bill, that it enables
a prisoner charged with an offence or crime to give such
explanation as to the circumstances and the nature of those
circumstances which are brought in evidence against him
as will procure an acquittal in case of innocence. I think
the Bill is in the right direction. We have found, in cases
of civil action, that this principle of allowing all persons to
give evideïnce bas been extended from time to time, until at
the present day plaintifs and defendants can give tes.
timony either for or against themselves.

An hon. MEMBER. It is not so in Qaebec.
Mr. BEATY. It is soin Ontario; and it is found to work

so beneficially there that I do not know any judge or
lawyer who would desire to repeal that law. T bey would
consider it a retrograde movement to revert to the old law
on this matter, so far as relates to civil actions. The effect
upon ti e prisoner is one of two kinds. An innocent person
who is charged with a crime will have an opportunity of
denying bis guilt, pledging his oath to his innocence and
explaning the circumstances which are brought to bear
against him in the testimony of the prosecutor or other
persons. It is true a rascal, not afraid of perjuring himself,
may also swear himself innocent; he may also come for-
ward and deny the charge made against him, although he
may be guilty. But that allegation may be laid against
every witness brought into a witness box. Ever y witness
who gives testimuny may be said sometimes to perjure hi m-
self, as indeed they are said to perjure themselves in giving
testimony for or against a friend or in favor of their own
interests. That is not a fatal objection in the matter of
civil actions to the reception of the defendant's testimony,
or to its discussion by judge and jury. The point which is
made in regard to this matter of perjury is of no greater
force than it would have in relation to any other witness.
The prisoner ought to be heard, if he choose to present
himseLf. lie cannot be compelled to do so as the Bill now
stands, et he simply presents himself and explains the
nature of the charge against him, or the facts as they may
be addnced. We know that, in general, circumstantial
evidence il all that is obtainable in criminal cases. I
suppose there are not more than throe cases out of ton, and
probably less, in which such cases are not decided on cir-
cumstantial evidence. Now, would it not be of greatt
advantage, so far as the prisoner is concerned, and to thatg

Mr. Bzrr.a

extent so far as the jurisprudence of the country is concerned,
and so far as the public interests are concerned-would it
not be a valuable thing to enable the prisoner, if ho choose,
to go into the box and explain those matters which are
brought to bear against him by the testimony of others.
I think it would, and I think it is desirable, especially in
the point of view of innocent persons coming into the box,
notwithstanding any embarrassment to which they may b
put by reason of a cross-examination. I think every person
charged with crime would like to have the opportunity of
saying himself that ho is not guilty. I think if I were
charged with a crime my diffidence, which is of course well
known, would not prevent my going into a witness box and
saying I was not guilty. I would rather prefer going before the
court and jury and pledging my oath that I was not guilty.
If, however, a person is guilty, ho can stand in his present
position and say "lnot guilty," as ho is allowed to do now,
and allow the prosecution to press the charge against him.
It is true that an impression may be left on the jury *and
the court that a person who is charged and who ref uses to
go into the box and exculpate himselfof the crime is guilty,
but I do not know that that should b of any more force in
cases of that kind than it is at present. Counsel are allowed
at the present time to state the defence of the prisoner, to
state the facts and circumstances connected with the case,
which the prisoner himself might state under oath. It has
so much weight so far as it goes. Why, thon, if counsel are
allowed to do so, should not the prisoner himself be allowed
to give the court the benefit of his knowledge of the facts,
pledging bis oath to the court and jury, so that they might
come to a righteous conclusion. I do not know any reason
why ho should not; and my disposition· would bc, and the
tendency. so far as my knowledge of criminal jurisprudence
goes, would be to hear all parties under all circumstances
and relating to whatever grounds. But this BiIl does not
propose to go so far. It does not enable the prose-
cution to compel the prisoner to go -into the box at its
option, but simply at his own option. Now, the repugnance
to opening up and extending questions of this kind has
been evinced all through the history of our jurisprudence.
We find, that stop by step, the law in relation to evidence
in civil matters las gone on, until to-day, at ail events, in
the Province of Ontario, there is scarcely a man who
understands matters of this kind who would wish to go back
to the original condition of things. If that has beon the
effect of enlarging the power of reaching the facts of the
case and seeking out the truth, why should not its applica-
tion to persons charged with criminal offences produce
similar results ? I believe it would do so; and if the Bill
becomes law, I venture to say that there is not a man in the
House, who lives for five years, who will say that the law
should not have been enacted. I think that the experience
which would be had under the administration of a law of
this kind would b such as would ratify it strongly, and
that it would show, without hesitation, that it was a valu-
able law, and would produce good effects.

Mr. FLEMING. I do not desire to prolong the diF-
cussion on the principle of the Bill, for I have not heard
that there have been any valid reasons advanced why the
principle of the Bill should not be adopted. It is not such
a radical change after all. It is truc that a prisoner at
present charged with a misdemeanor er felony, except those
which have been already stated in the course of the argu-
ment, has no right to testify in his own behalf, but in the
practice of the criminal courts the principle is admitted.
The right of a prisoner to tell his own story is admitted in
practice, when his counsel is permitted to tell his story for
him. Now it never has appeared to me to be consistent
with a fair trial of an issue that any one of the parties who
could throw light on a transaction unrider investigation, is
excluded from the possibility of telling his story. If any
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person were endeavoring to investigate any matter he
would not confine himself to hearing one side of the story.
He would be a simpleton who would desire to make up bis
mind on any state of facts if ho heard only the one side;
and in a solemn trial where men's liberties, and in many
cases their lives, are at stake, it surely cannot be inconsistent
with justice-it must be consistent with every principle of
justice-that the person most interested in the event of the
trial should have the opportunity of stating his case to the
tribunal before which he is being tried. The objection that the
prisoner may commit perjury is of no validity, because
although it may be true that a man may commit perjury to
get clear of a conviction of a crime, we know it is possible
for the prosecutor to commit perjury. There -are some-
times greater incentives in the mind of a prosecitor to pro-
secute a conviction unjustly than there is in the mind of a
prisoner to escape conviction. We know cases-there are
hundreds of them-we have seen them in our experience,
where the strongest feelings of malignity have been mani-
fested in the minds of prosecutors-these men going into the
box, actuated by such feelings, have been permitted to tell
their story, and the person accused has his mouth closed. In
many crimuinal cases, those relating to assaults against the
person particularly, and even more serions crimes of that na-
ture, the facts and circumstances may be stated by the defen-
dant. Thus, in most criminal cases those who are most con-
cerned in the commission of the crime are the prosecutor, on
the one band, and the prisoner, on ihe other; and to have one's
liberty so jeopardised by permitting the prosecutor to tell
bis story, and permitting detectives and others to weave
around him a chain of circumstances that produce almost
inevitably proof of his guilt, when by a single word, by a
single explanation on the part of the prisoner he may be
able to show that there was an important link wanting in
the chain of evidence which would demonstrate his inno-
cence beyond the possibility of a doubt, would be a gross
injustice. Now, we have not only the principle of justice
involved, that would entitle the prisoner to the privilege of
telling bis own story, but we have the experience, in our
own courts, of defendants in civil cases going into the wit-
ness box and telling their story, a privilege which bas only
been recently conterred upon them. We have had the sane
experience now for several years of men charged with
assaults, or with offences under the various license Acts,
being permitted to tell their own story; and nobody, in
view of our experience under the different enactments,
would think for a moment of going back to the old system.
It seems to me, therefore, both on principles of justice and
of enlightenment, and in the light of our experience in our
own courts, that the Bill of my hon. friend from West
Huron (3&r. Cameron), ought to become part of the statute
law of the country.

louse divided on amendment of Mr. Tupper:
That the Bill be not now read a second

second time this day six months.
YAS:

Messieurs
Abbott, Dugas,
Bell, Dundas,
Benoit, Dupont,
Blondeau, Gagné,
Bryson, Gaudet,
Burns, Gigault,
Cameron (Victoria), Grandbois,
Carling, Guilbault,
Caron, Hackett,
Chapleau, Hesson,
Cimon, Jamieson,
Cochrane, Jenkins,
Costigan, Labrosse,
Coughlin, Landry (Kent),
Outhbert, Landry (Montmagny
Daoust, Lesage,
Dawson, Macdonald (Kingè),
Desaulniers (St.W'rice),&McMillan (Vaudreuil

lime, but that it be read a

McCallum,
McDougald (Pictou),
McDougall (0. Breton),
McGreevy,
McLelan,
Moffat,
Montplaisir,
Pinsonneault,
Pope,
Royal,
Stairs,
Taschereau,
Tassé
Temple,

), Tupper,
Wallace (Albert),
White (Hastings),

), Williams,
Wood(Westm'Ind)-55.

Allen,
Allison,
Amyot,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain (Wentworth),
Baker (Victoria),
Beaty,.
Benson,
Blake,
Bourassa,
Burpee (Sunbury),
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Invernes
Oameron ( .iiddlese3
Campbell (Renfrew
Cartwright,
Casey,
Casgrain,
Catudal,
Cook,
Davies,
De St. Georges,
Dickinson,
Dodd,
Edgar,
Fairbank,
Farrow,
Fleming,

Mr. WHITE
Middlesex (Mr.

NAve :
Messieurs

Forbes, McCraneye
Geoffrion, Melsagc,
Gillmor, MrMulen.,
Gironard, McNeil,
Glen, MUIS,
Gordon, Malock,
Gunn, O'drien.
Hall,-'r'ton,
Harley, Paint,
Hay, Paterson (Brant),
Hilliard, Prjiyn,
Homer, RaY,
Innes, Reid,

), Irvine, Robertson (Sheiburne),
1,Ives, ye,

), Jackson, Sinal,
King,S rville (Brant),
Kinney, Somerville (Bruce),
Kirk, Springer,
Kranz, Trow
Landerkin,i tt,
Langelier, Val),
Langevin, Wallace (York),
Laurier, Watson,
Lister, Wells,
Livingitone,Wigle,
Macdonald (Sir John),WILSon,
Mackintosh, Woodworth,
Mecarthy, Yeo.-87.

(HIastings). The bon. member for East
Macmillan) bas net voted.

Mr. MACMILLAN (Middlesex). I have paired with the
hon. member for North Oxford (Mr. Sutherland). The ar-
rangement was that on any question that came up, he not
being here, I was not to vote.

Mr. SPEAKER. By resolution of theI louse last Session,
it was decided that members should state which way they
would have voted.

Mr. MACMILLAN (Middlesex). I would have voted
for the Bill. I do not know whether ho would or not;
only, I was not to vote during his absence.

Amendment negatived.
Main motion agreed to on division, and Bill read the

second time.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The Bill, to the principle of

which the House has now assented by a very large majority,
is a Bill having relation to the criminal law, and it is one,
therefore, which I think the Goverment ought to take the
responsibility of. If, however, the Government are not
disposed to do so, I suppose it ought to be referred to a
select committee. As the Bill, in its present shape, has
never been before this House before, perhaps the botter
plan would be to refor it to a committee. I therefore
move:

That the Bill be referred to a select committee composed of Messrs.
Woodworth, Lister, Fleming, Uavies, Girouard, Beaty, MeCarthy,
Anyot, Hall, and the mover.

Motion agreed to.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Copy of the Order in Qouncil relating to the Forestry Commission,
appointing J. H. Morgan as snch commissioner, and acopy of the recom-
mendation on which such appointment was based.-(àtr. Rykert.)

Copy of the Order in Counoil appointing L. K. Joues secretary to the
Intercolonial Railway Commission, and aiso a copy of the recommenda-
tion on which such Order in Council was based.-(Mr. Rykert.)

ADJOURNMENT-CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-
P]ROGRESS ESTIMATES.

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

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. Minister of Railways
could now answer the question which I asked, and whieh
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was allowed to stand, with reference to the progress esti-
mates on the Canadian Pacifie Railway for January.

Mr. POPE. There has been paid the eastern section, out
of subsidy, 8320,336; on the central section, out of subsidy,
8114,976; on the eastern section, out of loan, $140,300; on
the central section, out of loan, $172,800.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will.see
whether he can soon bring down the papers with reference
to the progress estimates for February as well.

Mr. POPE. If tiey are not brought down I will bring
them down.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjaurned at 10:00 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMUNS.

MONDAT, 23rd February, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

DELAYED RETUENS.

Mr. MULOCK. Before proceeding witb the Orders of
the Day I would like to ask the hon. Minister of Railways
when ho expects to be able to lay on the Table of the House
certain returns that were ordered on the 6th of February;
I refer to the returns showing the tolls on the Northern
Railway and its branches. These returns must be in the
printed schedule, and I think if so, could be laid on the
Table almost at any time. It is now more than two weeks
since the House passed the address, and I am deferring some
action until that information is produced.

Mr. POPE. Is it the rates ?
Mr. MULOCK. You will find the address in the Votes

and Proceoedings of the 6th of February.
Mr. POPE. I can say to the hon. gentleman that I will

enquire into it and bring them down as soon as possible.
Mr. MULOCK. I would also call the attention of the

Minister of Marine and Fisheries to an Order of the House
passed also on the 6thFebruary, directing that certain cor-
respondence with respect to the Washington Treaty should
be laid on the Table. That correspondence, I have been told,
has been printed, has been printed for years, and is at the
present time in the Department; if so, there does not
appear to be any reason for any delay in laying that cor-
respondence on the Table.

Mr. McLELAN. I think there was some enquiry made
about it in the Department. Some of the officials enquired
of me to know what had been brought down and what had
not been brought down. I think the order was for ail not
already brought down. I think the return is now being
made up. I know there is action being taken upon it.

Mr. MULOCK. The enquiry need not involve any great
time, because not a single letter has been brought down, and
that need not be an excuse for delay.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 61) further to amend the Act incorporating the
Richelieu Navigation Company,*and the Richelieu and
Ontario Navigation Company.-(Mr. Desjardins.)

SECOND READING.
Bill (No. 43) to authorise the Royal Canadian I nsurance

Comyanyto reduce its capital stock, and for other purposes.
-(br. Curran.)

Mr. BLAKE,

EBENEZER WATSON, SARNIA.

Mr. LISTER asked, Did Ebenezer Watson, of Sarnia,
on the 23rd day of January, 1882, hold an office under the
Government ? If so, the name of the office, does ho still
hold the same office? If not, why ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. From a memorandum
handed to me by the Department, it appears that Ebenezer
Watson on 23rd January, 1882, held the office of Indian
Agent. He does not hold the same office now, ho is agent
for the sale of Indian lands.

Mr. LISTER. I call the hon. gentleman's attention to
the fact that ho has not answered the question fully. Part
of the question was, why ho does not hold the same office.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Because he has been
appointed to another office.

PROVINCIAL RAILWAYS.

Mr. SPROULE asked, Does the taking over of provin-
cial railways by the Dominion destroy the validity of
agreements entered into by those railway companies and
the municipalities relative to bonuses given in aid of such
roads? Have railways, which by the Act of last Session
are declared to be in the interest of Canada and therefore
Dominion roads, any additional powers- given them by
virtue of this change, whereby they are enabled to control
local freight rates different from what such companies bad
when under provincial control ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. These are loading ques.
tions, but so far as I know the taking over of provincial
railways by the Dominion-if the hon. gentleman means
by it declaring any provincial railway to be a Dominion
railway-does not, I think, destroy the validity of agree.
ments. The second question involves a point of law, and i
am not prepared to answer it.

MANITOBA SUBSIDY.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) asked, Ras the Government of
Manitoba made any claim on the Government of Canada
during the past year or recently for an additional subsidy
or for any financial or other aid ? If so, what was the
nature and extent of such claim, and has the same or any
part of such claim been-essented to? If so, to what extent?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Negotiations between the
Government of Manitoba and the Government of Canada
have been going on for some time. A provisional agree-
ment has been arrived at, which will be laid on the Table
of the House, by Message, either to-day or to-morrow.

PORT CREDIT HARBOR.

Mr. FLEMING asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to take any stops by grant or otherwise to secure
repairs of Port Credit Harbor? If so, what is the nature
of the stops to be taken ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. With respect to Port Credit
Harbor, I am informed that an Act of incorporation was
given to a company, that they built the Works there, and
those works are now in very, bad order. The fact is the
wharves and piers are rctten. The Act of incor-
poration provides that if the Crown should assume the
harbor, it would have to pay the company their capital,
$20,000, and also 20 per cent. -of the amount of stock
in existence and 6 per cent on the money advanced.
Moreover, I am informed that to renew the works would
cost the country $25,000. Under those circumstances the
Government are not in a position to undertake those works.
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IMMIGRANTS SETTLED IN BRITISH COLUMBIA.

Mr. BAKER asked, The Lumber of immigrants supposed
to have settled in British Columbia from lst January to
3lst December, 1884 ?

Mr. POPE. The number reported to have settled in
British Columbia is as follows: Of white people, about 9,000,
and about 3,000 Chinese.

STEAMER LANSD O WNE.

Mr. VAIL asked, Did the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
receive a written communication or verbal representation
from the builder of the steamer Lansdowne or from any
other person, while said steamer was in course of construc-
tion, or at any other time, informing him that the engines
and boiler of the wrecked steamer Princess Louise
were not sufficiently powerful, and consequently unsuited
to a vessel of the Lansdowne's dimensions and capacity ?
Were said engines and boiler used for the Lansdowne?

Mr. McLELAN. There was no written communication or
verbal representation from the builder of the steamer Lans-
downe or from any other person, so far as I know. It has
been reported that the engine does not possess as much
power as is desired, and I am informed by experts that this
can be renedied by an alteration of thé propeller, which is
being mado so that the steamer will be fit for service.

NORTH SHORE RAILWAY.

Mr. LAURIER asked, Has the Government received any
communication from the Government of the Province of
Quebec, whereby the said Government declare themselves
ready to purchase the North Shore Railway at the price of
85,000,000, provided the Government of Canada will grant
them an allowance equal to the interest at 5 per cent.
upon the said sum ? Has said proposition been accepted or
refused? If no communication has been made precisely
in the terms mentioned, has any similar communication
been made, and if made, has it been entertained ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government of Canada
have not received any communication of this kind or nature
from the Provincial Government.

NOVA SCOTIA SUBSIDY.

Mr. KIRK asked, Has the Government fully considered
the claims of the Nova Scotia Government for additional
subsidy to that Province ? Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment this Session to introduce a measure by which Nova
Scotia's finances will be placed in a more satisfactory position
by increasing the annual subsidy or by any other means ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The Government of Nova
Scotia have submitted to the Daminion Government a state-
ment showing why, in their judgment, their case
should be considered. That is now under the consideration
of the Government. An answer will be prepared, probably
within ten days. The answer given to them will be the
reply to the latter part of the question.

RAILWAY EROM MONTREAL TO THE SEABOARD.

Order that The louse resolve itself into Committee of
the Whole to consider resolution, declaring that the route
for a line of railway to connect Montreal with the Harbors
of St. John and Halifax, for which a Dominion subsidy was
granted last Session, should be subject to the approval of
Parliament (Mr. Laurier) read.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I ask the hon. member for
Quebec East to postpone his motion. The plans and reports

are not quite ready to be placed before the House, and we
desire that they should be in the possession of the House
before any motion on the subject is proposed.

Mr. LAURIER. I cannot allow the motion to be post-
poned again, for the second time. It las been pending ten
or twelve days. Moreover, the plans are not, I think, per-
tinent to the motion. I therefore beg to move that the
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to con-
sider the following resolution:

That the route for the Une of railway to coinect Montreal with the
Harbors of St. John and Halifax, for which a subsidy of $170,000 a
year for fifteen years was provided by the Statute of last Session, 47
Victoria, Chapter 8, should be subject to the approval of Parliament.

The Statute referred to in the motion provides that for
the construction of a line of railway to connect Montreal
with the Harbors of St. John and Halifax by the short-
est and best practicable route, and after reports of com-
petent engineers have been obtained, a subsidy of $1'0,000
a year for fifteen years shall be allowed. The subsidy shall
be granted to such company as shall be approved by the
Governor in Council; and the location of the line shall be sub-
ject to the approval of the Governor in Council,without any
reference to or approval by Parliament. I imagine that it
was not without some annoyance to themselves that the
Government finally made up their minds to come before
Parliament, and did come before Parliament, to ask for
such power. Their action, of course, would be perfectly
natural but for one fact, that the important Harbors of Mon-
treal, St. John and Halifax are already connected by a line
of railway planned and constructed by the Government them-
selves. We have the Intercolonial Railway, and the route of
that railway was chosen exactly in the same manner as it is
proposed to apply this subsidy,that is to say, it was chosen
by the Government itself without any reference to Parlia-
Xnent, and without their choice being subjected to the
approval of Parliament. It was selected out of many pro-
posed routes, and it was selected, in the language of the
Government of the day, as the best that could be secured
under all the circumstances and to all intents and purposes.
And if I remember aright the very objects which are urged
to-day to justify the Government in this action were at that
time strongly urged and strongly pressed on the Govern-
ment. The desirabilty andeven the necessity of choosing
the most direct route was pointed out again and again to
the Government and yet their object at the time was the
very same as the object they have in view to-day. Their
object was to connect the new elements of the Confederation,
to bring together the Provinces of the interior and the Pro-
vinces at the seaboard, and above all things to create a
trade between those different Provinces, to bring down to
the ports of the Maritime Provinces, previous to their ship-
ment to Europe, the rich productions of the west. And yet
having these objects in view the Government instead of
selecting the most direct route, selected on the contrary
the longest and most expensive one. They contended at the
time that their choice was the best that could be niade, but
after an experience of some years they are forced to their
present action; they are forced to supplement their first
choice by another route which is to connect the same points
that are connected by the Intercolonial Railway. There-
fore, I say, that it cannot be without some secret annoyance
that the Government made up their minds to come to Par-
liament to ask for an appropriation to connect the harbors
of Montreal and St. John and Halifax, which are already
connected by the previous action of the Government. The
action of the Government to-day is a positive admission that
they erred in the selection they made; it is an admission
that however efficient the Intercolonial IRailway May have
been, however useful it may have been, still it bas failed to
bring the trade of the west to the ports of the Maritime
Provinces, and that unless a new channel is opened up for
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that trade it must of necessity find its way to the ports on
the American seaboard. It is not with any intention of
fault finding or indulging in recrimination that [ recall the
fact-for recrimination would be oute of place because it
would not mend the errors of the past-but I recall the facts
to the attention of the Ilouse because they show the
paramount importance of the proposition which I lay before
the Ilouse. I bring them before the flouse in order if
possible to prevent the repetition of the same error which
was committed in 1868, when the route of the Intercolonial
Railway was chosen; and I bring them before the House in
order that the Hlouse may be convinced how important and
how neccessary, I may say, that the House houlti keep to
itself the final approval of the route to be selected under the
Act. I may say, Sir, that the history oftthe present route of the
Intercolonial Railway, illustrated as it is by the present
action of the Government-in- asking a new appropriation to
correct an error otherwise irreparable, is a conclusive argu-
ment in favor of the course which I urge for the adoption of
the louse. In 1868 when the scheme of the Intercolonial
Railway was before Parliament a motion similar in purpose
to the present one, and almost similar in language, was
made by Mr. Dorion, asking what I now ask-that the
choice of the Government should not be final, but should
be subject to the approval of Parliament. When the Bill
was before the flouse and was about to be referred to Com-
mittee of the Whole Mr. Dorion moved:

" That it be an instruction to the committe-to amend the Bill so as to
provide that the location of the lne of Intercolonial Railway shal fnot
be finally adopted without the previous assent of Parliament."

This motion was opposed by the Government, and it was
opposed for two reasons, the first one being a temporary
reason which cannot be urged to-day. The first reason was
that under the Imperial Act, the Intercolonial-Railway was
to be commenced within a certain time, and that if the
choice of the Government was to be subject to the approval
of Parliament the time might elapse, and that we therefore
might lose the Imperial guarantee. The second reason
was thatlthe Government were well.informed; that they had
the interests of the whole country at heart, and would use
carefully the information they could obtain, and would
exercise the greatest care to make the best possible choice.
These reasons prevailed, and the House entrusted them
with the choice of route. Before proceeding further, I
would recall the language used by the Prime Minister in
answer to the motion of Mr. Dorion. He said:

" That the Government could only have one interest at heart, namely,
the interest of the whole country, which was to be served by the con-
struction of the cheapest and most direct road possible. When they had
c.,me to a conclusion as to which route was the most desirable they
would submit their decision for the approval of the Imperial Government,
and it must be remembered that any delay such as would be necessary
to await the flouse's attention to the matter, would preclude the possi-
bility of the work being commenced within the sixmonthe prescribed b,
the Act of Union. * ** The Hous might fairly think it
sate to leave the matter in their hands, who were al unbiassed by the
possession of local interest in any special route, with the exception
perhaps of the inister of Onstoms, whose influence would not be abso-
lutely crusbing in their councils.'

These reasons prevailed. The Government said they were
unbiased, that they had nothing at heart but the interest
of the whole country; . they asked to be trusted, and they
were trusted, and the consequence of that trust is that after
a lapse of seventeen years the Government are now bound
to admit that they erred in their selection, and that they
have to supplement their action on that occasion by adopt-
ing another route, in order to secure what the selected
route was expected to secure, but failed in securing. Now
it is neither unfair nor unreasonable to assume that if Mr.
Dorion's motion had been carried, and the House had
reserved to itself the final choice of the road, the argumenta
which the Government used as a reason for their being
entrusted with the selection, would have prevailed, and the
nearest and most direct route for connecting the west with
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i the Atlantic seaboards of the Maritime Provinces would
f bave prevailed. Moreover if it was important in 1868, if

there were strong reasons for the House keeping to itself
Lthe final approval of the selection of the route, I say that
to-day there are reasons as strong and stronger why the
House should take the course which it failed to take in
1868. The choice of the routes for this subsidy lies between
two routes, one upon foreign territory through the State of
Maine, and the other through Canadian territory. I desire
to be neither captious nor factious, but I say that unless
the House adopts the course which I suggest, and reserves
to itself the final choice of that route, I fear there
will b. a miscarriage of justice. I fear that the Maine
route may be adopted-I say adopted, not selected-not
solected upon a comparison of the two, but simply adopted
upon insufficient surveys. Nor do I believe that my lan-
guage, strong as it may appear, is too strong; for last year,
when the Government asked for this appropriation, their
mind, as far as we could judge at the time, was made up in
favor of the Maine line, and not in favor of the Canadian
lino. This appears to me to be conclusive from the lan-
guage then made use of by Sir Charles Tupper, in introdue-
ing this measure. He used this language:

" Then a very strong feeling bas grown up in the Maritime Provinces,
and not only in the Maritime Provinces, but throughout Canada, be-
cause, [ believe, that from British Columbia down through the North-
West Territories, through the Province of Ontario, and in the Province
of Quebec, there bas been a strong and general sentiment that this
great inter-oceanie line of the Canadian Pacific Railway would be in-
complete if we were obliged to have onr Atlantic terminus in a foreign
country. I believe that sentiment is not at all confined to the Province
of Nova Scotia, or Prince Edward Island, or the Province of New Bruns-
wick, but I believe it bas taken just as deep a hold of the minds of our
friends in the other Provinces aliuost as it has in the Maritime Provin-
ces. Although every effort has been made to render the operation of
the Intercolonial Railway as successful as possible, although more bas
been accomplished in the development of the country, in the develop-
ment of the trade and business of the country, through the agency of the
Intercolonial Railway than anxy person on either aide of this louse a few
years ago supposed to be possible, stili we have found we were too
heavily handicapped by the distance, and that we could not-reluc-
tantly as we were driven to the conclusion, we have been driven
to the conclusion by the force of circumstances and by the practi-
cal results, that it is impossible for the ports of St. John and
Halifax to compete with the nearer p rts of Portland and Boston in
the United States. Under these circumstances, the attention of the
Government bas been drawn, as I have said on one or two occasions
before in this Bouse, to the best means by which we ought to secure a
realisation of that which we all desire, the Atlantic terminus being in
Canadian territory as well as the Pacifie terminus, and thus be placed
in a position to fairly compete for the great trans-continental trade and
traffic that we all know must flow over that line. Although that may
involvethe necessity of passing for a certain portion of that line through
a foreigo country, we believe that even that is a comparatively insigni-
ficant point conpared with the great importance of having the ocean
ports both on the Pacific and Atlantic coasts, within the bordera of our
own country.,

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is certainly remarkable language.
It is especially remarkable language in the mouth of Sir
Charles Tupper, because we all remember that that hon.
gentleman bas always held to be something approaching
treason, the mere suggestion that we might pass through
foreign territory for any portion of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway ; and yet, Sir, h. came here with the statement
that we have to pass through foreign territory for this lin.
In bis speech there is no mention of any route but the
foreign one, and if the mind of the Govern ment had not
been made up at that time in favor of the Maine route, if
they had even contemplated that it would have been possi-
ble to find a way through our own territory, it is safe to
assume that Sir Charles Tupper would have made some
mention of it; but he did not do so. What he said was that
it would, perhaps, b. necessary to pass through foreign
territory; and what other conclusion can we draw, even
though no resolution was recorded, but that their mind was
made up that the subsidy should be given for a lin. through
the State of Maine.? And I believe the subsidy would have
been granted, in accordance with that view, to this
foreign company, but for the strong agitation which was
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raised against it in this louse, and which has beon kept up
ever since. When the Bill was bofore the House I moved
an amendment similar in terms to the motion I now place
in your hands. I asked that the choice of the Government
should be ratified by Parliament; but this was denied, and
the motion was voted down. But in order to get thoir fol-
lowers to vote it down, the Government promised that they
wouîd, during the recess, have surveys made of the different
routes proposed. And, Sir, the opinion bas been prevalent
since, that al&hough there have been survey made during
the summer, these surveys have been iei hor thorough,
accurate nor complete. Not only Fo, but statements of a
similar kind have been made and widely circulated in the
press-not the press of the Opposition, but the Ministerial
press. I will give to the House a sample of the articles
which were published at that time, and which the Conserva-
tive press of the Province of Quebec have been full of during
the summer. The Ministerial press, speaking of the ex-
plorations made of the different routos proposed, not in
Canada, but through the State of Maine, said:

" This exploration is not made. What is now taking place is a farce,
a snare, and a sham exploration. The instructions given to the engineers
are insufficient, and the engineers are the firet to admit it."

That is the statement of a Ministerial paper.
An hon. MEMBER. What paper?
Mr. LAURIER. Le Canadien.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. LAURIER. I do not understand what thoso hear,
bears mean. Le Canadien is certainly a Ministorial paper.-
It is true, we have in the Province of Quebec two shades
of blue; there is the darker hue and the lighter hue. It is
true, the opinion of Le Canadien is supposed to be that of
the light blue, but I can give the opinion of a deep blue as
well-the opinion of L'Etendard, which is certainly as true
blue as any; and you will find, Mr. Speaker, that it is quite
worthy of its color, because its language is stronger than
any used by Le Canadien. Here is what L'Etenedard said
on the 25th of July last:

" The apprehensions of the adversaries of the Sherbrooke Une would
seem to be, to a certain degree, justifid by the fact that Mr.Pope, Act-
ing Mfinister of.Railways, is said to be partial to the extent of not giving
to the engineers the instructions necessary to 'ensure an impartial sur-
vey of the different rival routes."

So, Mr. Speaker, that is the opinion of the Ministerial press
of the Province of Quebec. The Castor press may differ
from the rest of the Blue press on some questions of practi-
cal politics, but on this question they were of the same
mind, that the instructions given to the engineors were not
in good faith, and that the surveys were not thorough and
accurate. But- we have heard recently-not from a news-
paper organ, but from a member of Parliament-that
he had been informed that the instructions given to the
engineers were not sufficient, and ho gave an instance in
illustration. He stated that ho had seon information that
a certain engineer had been instructed to survey a certain
route, which he found very practicable until he came to a
knoll that rose abruptly from the ground to a height of 400
feet. He reported this fact to the Government, and was
told that the Government wanted to give up the explora.
tion, to back out, but the engineer succeeded in finding on*
the other side of this knoll a botter route than on the side
previously followed. This bas been stated by the hon.
member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry), and therefore the
statements of the press are noue too strong. It is all the
more necessary Pariament should reserve to itself the
final deoision in the matter; it is aIl the more necesaary
that the choice of the Government ahould not be finaliy
made until all the information and data have been placed
before Parliament, and the reasons made apparent why one
lino should be adopted in preference to anothOr. I under-
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stand that our friends from the Maritime Provinces feel
strongly on the subject of the short route. So do we all.
It is not a question confined to them ; it is a question
which interests the whole of Confederation. It is a ques-
tion on which we all feel strongly, but at the same time
every one must admit that it will be looked upon as a mis-
fortune if, after we have had an ample and thorough survey,
we have to come to the conclusion that it is impossible to
find through our own territory as good, or almost as
good, a lino as we can find through foreign territory.
Every one will agree that it would be inexpedient tosapend a
single dollar of Canadian money in building a lino through
a foreign Country until we have satisfied ourselves, by a
most thorough survey, that it is impossible to find as good a
lino on Canadian territory. Yet,as I have said, my impression
is, and it is warranted by the facts, that when the Govern-
ment brought down these resolutions upon which the Act
was framed, their minds were made up in favor of the lino
through the State of Maine. Although at the very time
that the then Minister of Railways (Sir Charles Tupper)
spoke, the press-especially the press of the city which 1
have the honor to represent-strongly contended that it
was possible to find a route as short, if not shorter, through
our own territory, than could be found through. the State of
Maine. The plan suggested, the tracé of the route indicated,
was that theO Canadian Pacifie Railway should be extended
over the North Shore Railway to the harbor of Quebec;
that the St. Lawrence should be bridged at Quebec; that
the Intercolonial should be used to Rivière du Loup, and
that from Rivière du Loup a short line might be constructed,
for which there is already a charter, to Edmonton, to connect
with the New Brunswick system of railways. That plan
is said to be perfectly practicable. It is true it involves
the building of a 'bridge across the St. Lawrence
at Quebec, but the Maine route involves the
bridging of the St. Lawrence at Montreal. Besides
the choice between the two bridges there is the
question of distance. The hon. Minister of Railways last
year (Sir Charles Tupper) said the-distanoe between Mon-
treal and the harbor of St. John by the Maine route was
427 miles. This was the only route of which the hon. Min-
ister spoke, and the figures ho gave have since been contro-
verted in the Quebec press. I am anxious and willing on
this occasion to take ail my arguments especially from the
Ministerial press, and from the Ministrial organs I take the
following figures, which show that the distance was not
427 mile@, as then stated by the hon. Minister of Railway-,
but 479 miles, between St. John and Montreal, over the
Maine lino, namely:

Miles.

From St. Martin's Junction to Mile End... .................................- 10
From Mile End to Lachine ................. ......... ....................... 9

From Lachine to Sherbrooke, including the bridge on Uie&. Law-
rence at Lachine. .................-... .--..... -..........-... 93

From Sherbrooke to Megantie...................... 69
From Megantic to Woodstock...... ............. 170
From Woodstook to Fredericton-.. ................. 64
From Fredericton to St. John.................... ............ 68

Ttal-..-..... ........ 479

It was further claimed that by the route over the North
Shore Railway and the Intercolonial and Rivière du Loup and
Edmonton, the distance would only be 466 miles, as follows:

MiIeR.
From St. Martin's Junction to Peti'e Rivière Junction.................. 166
From Petite Rivière Junction to Chaudière Jatction (including

the bridge over the St. Lawrence)........ ................ 6
From Chaudière Janction to Woodstock...................................... 176
From Woodstock to Fredericton............ ......... 60
From Fredericton to St. John.......... .............................. 58

Total.. ................ 6

So that between St. Martin's Junction and St. John, accord-
ing to these figures, the Canadian route would aetually be
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shorter than the Maine route. Now I do not give these
figures as accurate.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Heur, hear.

Mr. LAURIER. How can you give any accurate figures
till you have a survey. At this time itbis impossible for a
man to give accurate figures, and no man will be in posi-
tion to do so until we have these surveys made. Then,
when we have the figures, as determined by the surveys
that must take place, we will be able to show which cal-
culation is the right one. At present we eau deal only
with approximate figures, and these approximate figures
show that, even if the figures which I have given in favor
of the Canadian lino be perhaps estimated on a sanguine
basis, they still show that after all the difference cannot be
very great, and they show still more the necessity of hav-
ing an absolute survey, which should be reported to Parlia-
ment before Parliament is called upon to take action, and
especially before the choice of the Goverument is finally
made. It is true, upon the question of mileage we cannot
speak with accuracy, as we have not yet had a survey, but
though we have not had a survey we eau speak with some-
thing like accuracy upon the other feature of the railway,
that is to say, upon the question of grades and curvatures.
On this point we are all sufficiently conversant with the
geography of the different localities to know that all the
advantage will be in favor of the Canadian lino, that is the
lino by the North Shore Railway, over the Intercolonial
Railway and through Rivière du Loup to Edmonton, which
for two-thirds, or at least two-fifths, of its distance
is completely over level ground, while there would be but
very little undulating ground between Rivière du Loup and
Edmonton; we all know that the lino through the State of
Maine would be completely over a mountainous country;
and this fact, without any further consideration, shows that
the advantage would be altogether in favor of the Canadian
route. There is also another argument to be used against
the lino through the State of Maine. It is net an argument
I would press so much on hon. members on this side as on
hon. gentlemen opposite, with whom it must carry great
weight, because we have heard it applied by them over and
over again, with reference to the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
We have heard it stated by them again and again, even
daring this very Session, that it was extremely objection-
able that we should use the American linos on the south
shore of Lake Superior, because, forsooth, if we did our
immigrants would be snatched away from us by the wiles
of the astute Yankee immigrant agents. If that is to
be accepted as an argument in the west, it ought to hold as
good in the east. If our immigrants, when they pass through
American territory south of Lake Superior, are liable to be
exposed to the blandishments of Yankee colonisation agents,
will they not be equally subjected to the same when they pass
through the State of Maine. This is not a very strong argu-
ment, I admit, but it is one that bas frequently commended
tiolf t o the majority of this House. There is, however, a
istrong argument to be used against the lino through the
State of Maine. It has been stated in this House, Session
after Session, that it was in the general interests of the
country that the summer terminus of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway should be the harbor of Qaeobec, and that the winter
terminus should be some port in the Maritime Provinces,
cither St. Andrews, St. John, or Halifax. Not only bas it
been stated here, without any contradiction by a single
hon. member , of this louse, bat it has been stated as the
policy of the Government. I have had occasion before,
during the present Session, to quote the language of a
prominent hon. member of the Government on this matter,
and I will not repeat it, but I will repeat the language made
use of last year by the hon. the Minister of Publie Works,
because it commits the Government to the licy, that the
summer terminus of the (anadian Pacific railway should
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be the harbor of Quebec. This is the language which was
made use of last year by the hon. the Minister of Publie
Works. He said :

"'In answer to the hon. member for Bellechasse, I must say this: the
hon. gentleman speaks as if the extension of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way was not to be in the Province of Quebec. That extension is to b3
from Montreal to Quebec, and in the Province of Quebe, and for the
benefit of the whole Dominion, but especially for the Province of Que-
bec. The intention is to make the harbor of Quebec the eastern ter-
minas, in summer, of the Canadian Pacific Railway. This has been
asked, the people and the press have asked it ; and we have come down
with these resolutions to carry it out; that is to say, we propose to
give $6,000 per mile in order that the terminus of the Canadian Pacifie
shall be in the harbor of Quebec?'

So hore is the policy of the Government in that matter.
The harbor of Quebec is to be the summer terminus of the
Canada Pacifie Railway. Now, I ask it, if this lino
through the State of Maine is built, if this subsidy contern-
plated by the Act is to be applied to a lino which is to pass
through the State of Maine, what will become of the policy
of the Government? Wherever the terminus of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway is put on paper, lot it be put on paper in
the city of Quebec. If this lino is constructed, the policy
of the Government becomes nugatory, and never, in reality,
will the harbor of Quebec be the summer terminus, or the
terminus at any other season, of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way. From what we know of the geography of the place,
it is plain and manifest that, if the bridge is constructed at
Lachine, and thon a road is built to connect with the pres-
ont system of railways, through the State of Maine, as soon
as the freight reaches the point of junction-that is, St.
Martin's Junction-it will be deviated to the American
ports, and not a pound of it will go to Quebec.

Mr. IVES. You mean, it will take the shortest route if it
is built?

Mr. LAURIER. If the difference was very largo it
would take the shortest route, but, as it is not very large,
the propensities of the Canadian Pacifie Railway are so well
known in favor of an American road, that it will take that
direction. When it is deviated over the Maine roadwill the
trade find its way to the Maritime Provinces ? This is a
consideration for gentlemen coming from the Maritime Pro-
vinces, and especially those comiug from Nova Scotia and
New Brunswick. I ask, if the trade is brought over that lino
to the State of Maine, will it reach the ports of St. John and
Halifax? It is certain that, if the lino is built through the
State of Maine, it will be tapped by the American system
of raiiways, that is to say, by the railway which runs from
Portland to Bangor, and from Bangor extends northward,
and thon, when the trade is at the point of junction, what
direction willit take? Will it be carried through the ports
of the Maritime Provinces to St. John and Halifax, or wi1ll
it be taken to Portland? If you look at -the map, it is
almost impossible to say whether it would be nearer to St.
John or to Portland, but the difference would be settled by
the well-known preference of the Canadian Pacifie IRailway
for an American port. In connection with this, I may
recall the attention of the House to the language of Mr.
Stephen, the prosident of the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company, at the city of Portland, in the month of October,
1882. This is what he said thon:-

" Perhapsyou are aware that the Oanadian Pacifie Rail w.y has been ab
work for three years. Three years ago we made a contract to build a
Une of railway from Montreal to the Pacifie Ocean, a distance of abou t
2,900 miles, and we have progressed so far that I think I am safe in
saying that, within two yearse, or two more working seasons, the road
will be complete, and a main line connecting the Pacific Railway of
Montreal to the Pacifie Ocean will be complete.

l In addition to that, we shall have, by January or February of thii
coming year, a line of railway from Kontreal to Chicago, connecting at
St. Louis with the Canadian railway, giving us a through road froin
Montreal to Chicago. That brings us nnder the control of the Canadian
railway, and from the Pacifie Ocean to Montreal, a line from Chicago,
and it is not unnatural, having reached Montreal, and, as you are well
aware, Montreal being only a six months' port, we shonld be looking to
the question of reaching the Atlautic, and it is not unnatural that our
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eyes should be cast upon the most direct way, and whether we shall be to determine the House to support the motion I am about
able to accomplish our object will depend a littie upon yourselves. We to lay before it. Neither on this occasion nor on any otherthink, as I said before, that Portland has great capacîy in that res- Yberei. ethrotisO a8flnrnayohr
pect, and I may say for my colleagues and myself, we are anxious to would I appeal to the House through any sectional motive,
do all we can to endeavor to get a foothold here." through any motive which applies to one section of the
This is what was said by Mr. Stephen in 1883. He and his country and not to another. It is true that in this
colleagues were most anxious to get a foothold at the port matter, though I am advocating what I conceive to be in
of Portland. At that time Mr. Stephen was negotiating the interest of the whole country, yet the course I propose
with the Ogdensburg and Portland Railway in order to would especially benefit the city which I have the honor to
get that foothold, and it was after the negotiations with that represent in this House; and, thorefore, while expecting
road had failed that this project of a short lino took the the support of the whole House, I look particularly for the
shape which it has since taken. I do not say it took that warm, effective, and active support of those who, with me,
shape because of the failure of Mr. Stephen's negotiations represent the old city of Quebec and the country of which
to obtain the connection by the Ogdensburg and Portland it is the centre. I now move, Mr. Speaker:
Railway, but it did take that shape after that failure; so it That the route for the line of railway to connect Montreal with the
was quite a coincidence. Such being the facts, they show harbors of St. John and Balifax, for which a subsidy of $170,000 a year,
conclusively, to my mind, the great importance that no for fifteen years, was providedby the statute of last Session, 47 Victoria,

haste should be made in this matter, and that the choice of Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I regret that the hon. gentie-
the Government should not be final, but that Parliamentmn oa H ismotIN.beretth e idnotla-
should reserve to itself the final decision to be given in this man who lias put this motion before the couse did nt a-
matter. And, if I am correct, perhaps we may expect such cept the offer I macle him a d has net complied with the
a result. Last year I made a similar motion. It was remuest made to him te defer proceedifg with this
denied. The Goverument appealed to their supp~orters, and motion until the plans and the reports of ail tho surveys
their supporters responded te that appeai and voted against were laid before the House, as we promised they should be.
the m orto; but, if arn correctly informed, many of the However, the hon. gentleman, of course, is at liberty, as a
hone gentlemen who vted l that way did noet Sp a ver member of Parliament, to do as he pleases in that respect;
easy geleen aewahos votd mhatay lion.uds thle asery he has taken advantage of that privilege, and I do not blame
easy slep afterwards, and my ion. fiiends the Minister him for it. But the House will see that we are not to-dayof Pubie Works and the Mimster of Militia were the in a position to discuss this question. We have no plans,
recipients, during the early summer, of many gentle com- we have no surveys, we have no information whatever.
plaits aboutlAit.oThe hon. gentleman himself felt the weakness of his posi-

Sir HE VTOR LANGEVIN. No. tion when lie brought forward just now certain figures of
Mr. LAURIER. The hon. gentleman says no. One distances; he said he would not vouch for those figures, as

thing, however, is certain, if he has not been the they were not official. Now, if all the information was be-
recipient himself of many complaints, my hon. friend fore the House we would then b in a position to say
the Minister of Militia thought it wise to invite the mem- whether this lino is the shortest or the longest, and to de-
bers from that section to a pic-nie at Rivière du Loup, last cide which was the best, As we promised some time ago,
summer, where a little pleasure and a good deal of politics I now repeat, that all the information will be laid before the
were to be mixed up. The Premier was also to be invited House'as soon as it can be gathered. The hon. gentleman
to the pic-nic, and the pic-nic took place. No doubt it was has made a long speech, and an eloquent one, as he is accus-
a pleasant gathering, but it was not all pleasure. They tomed to make, but I must say that I am not to-day in a
thought and spoke of business, and especially of the vote position to enter into the details of the subject, in answer
given last Session, of the fact that the surveys were not to the hon. gentleman. When I answer him I wish to have
thorough or accurate, and they prevailed upon the Premier, all the information afforded by the plans and surveys, and
if the reports are to be believed, to say that no action would all the information which has been gathered by the De.
be finally taken by the Government until their choice had partment of Railways from the engineers, and whichls now
been subject to the ratification of Parliament. At least the being prepared. Under these circumstances, the hon.
Ministerial press at that time said so, and I will quote again gentleman may be sure that if I do not answer him now it
from the paper from .which I quoted a moment ago: is not out of want of respect for himself. I shall take another

" The pic-nic took place on the 20th of August, and the following day opportunity to do so, and as the hon, gentleman has not
the following message was sent to a Ministerial paper published in the consented to postpone his motion, I move, seconded by Mr.
city of Quebec :-'Sir John A. Macdonald formally bound himself yes- C that the debuto be adjourned.
terday to submit the different explorations to Parliament before adopt- aron,
ing any route.' This had been denied list Session." Mr. LANGELIER. I cannot allow this debate to close
Whether this statement is accurate or not, we will soon without addressing a few words to the House on this ques-
know; but whether accurate or not, I believe this is the tion. It is a question of the greatest importance, not only to
course which the Government ought to adopt, and which the the city of which I happen to be chief magistrate, but, I may
House ought to adopt. Lot me again recail to the recollec- say to the whole Province of Quebec-or nearly the whole
tion of the House what took place in 1868, when the first Province. All the hon. gentlemen of this House who como
choice for the route to connect Montroal with the harbors from the Province of Quebec are aware of the circumstances
of the Maritime Provinces was made. When Mr. Dorion under which the construction of the North Shore Railway
asked that the choice of the Government should not b was undertaken. It was an immense enterprise, and when
finally made before all the data, all the information, and all the scheme was proposed many great objections were urged
the surveys and reports were brought down, so that they against it. It was stated by many of my friends, that it
might b discussed and the best route adopted, the Gov- would involve the Province of Quebec in very serious finan-
ernment thon said: You know we are uabiassed, you know cial difficulties. And what was the answer that was given
we will do for the best, and therefore you can trust us. us by hon. gentlemen sitting opposite, who share the political
They were trusted, and unbiassed as they were, opinions of the Government of the day ? They said that
though they had at heart, as thoy said, the best in- the railway would involve those heavy sacrifices of money by
terests of the country, they made the very worst choice the Province of Quebec for only a few years, and that then
that could be made, a choice, indeed, so bad, that they are it would be made a link of the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
new forced to come to Parliament and ask for another It must b in the recollection of every hon. member of this
appropriation in order to supplement their former defi- House, that the construction of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
ciency. Now, these are reasons which, in my opinion, ought way had thon been decided upon for several years previous i
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it was in 1875 that the construction, by the Provincial Gov- much worse if the whole traffc is diverted, as it certginly
ernment of Quebec, of the North Shore Railway, was un- will be, from that portion of the Province of Quebec, by the
dertaken. Well, we were promised distinctly, by hon. construction of a bridge at Lachine, and sending all the
gentlemen whose opinions were supposed to have some Canadian Pacifie Railway traffie through Sherbrooke to the
weight with the Government, that the North Shore Railway United States. It is a general opinion, and it is one shared
would be made a link of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. We in by all business mon of Quebec with whom I have h'ad
have all along beon relying upon that promise, and at this occasion to speak on the subject, that if a bridge is bdilt at
moment, it is well known that the attention of the whole of Lachine, the whoIe of the Canadian Pacifie Railway traffle
that portion of the Province of Quebec, with which I am will go to theUnited States within a very short time. The hon.
particularly connected, is engrossed with this subject. It is member for Quebec East (Mir.. Laurier), quoted, a few
a subject that interests not only the city of Quebec, but it moments ago, some remarks made by the president of the
interests all those localities whose business brings them to Canadian Pacifie Railway, which afford very good grounds
that city, and I may say that amongst those localities is my for the impression which exists among business men in
own county. It might be supposed by some hon. members Quebec, that if the Canadian Pacifie Railway crosses at
of this House that my county, judging from its name, Lachine, it will go, perhaps, for some time, to Sherbrooke,
would be interested in the Lake Megantic line. I must but will eventually leave that lino and go direct to some
say it is quite the reverse. My county has no business United States port. Another reason which has been advanced
where that road passes. All its transactions are with the city by the hon. member from Quebec East is this, and it was
of Quebec. So it is with a large portion of the Province. But mentioned to 'me by some very competent railway
it is not only that portion of the Province which is inter- engineers: They say, it is impossible for a lino like
ested ; it includes all that portion of the Province east of the Canadian Pacifie Railway to go over the chain of
Montreal. It is too evident to require demonstration, that the Alleghanies, as it will have to do if it passes through
if the lino of the Canadian Pacifie Railway passes by a Sherbrooke, and compote with American linos going
bridge at Lachine through to Sherbrooke, all that portion to Boston, New York and Portland, and that it will eventu-
of the Province east of Montreal will be entirely deprived ally have to go to Portland. Whereas, if it came to Quebec
of all the advantages which had been promised to it, and and connected with the Intercolonial and ran through
which it had a good right to expect, from the Rivière du Loup, or Rivière Ouelle, and proceeded to some
construction of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. I port in the Maritime Provinces, such as St. John or Halifax,
have a very vivid recollection of the fine speeches whatever might be the wishes of the syndicate composing
made when the policy of building a Canadian the Canadian Pacifie Railway, it would then be impossible
Pacifie Railway was inaugurated. We were made to see, for them to take the railway to the UJnited States, but they
in imagination, immense trains of cars coming from the would be compelled to leave it in the Province of Quebec.
Pacifie Ocean, laden with ail the riches of China and Japan, I have no private information on the subject; I have to
and passing through the Province of Quebec, to be trans- depend, like every other hon. member, upon information I
ferred to vesssels in the harbor of Quebec. Those promises can obtain from railway authorities, and I have been talking
were made to us by gentlemen supposed to have a great on the subject with several very well posted railway
deal of influence over the policy of this country ; and upon engineers. They all say that a lino through Quebec, pass-
those promises, not only the North Shore Railway was ing entirely over Canadian territory, can bc found not much
built at the expense of the Province, but very longer and with lower grades than the lino which is
large works were undertaken in the harbor of almost adopted-the line passing through Sherbrooke. The
Quebec. At the present time harbor works are length of the lino is not the only consideration. The
being proseented in that city, the execution of which will grades are important. The grades of a lino through the
cost some $3,000,000. I ask al hon. members of this House Province of Quebec will be exceedingly easy, Everyone who
what will be the use of these works if the Canadian Pacifie bas travelled over the country can see for himself that
Railway is not to come to the harbor of Quebee ? They will the grades cannot be difficult. It is stated that it will be
involve a very serious burden upon the shipping of Quebec. necessary to build a bridge. The answer to that objection
These works are not executed at the expense of the Govern- is a very easy one. If a bridge were necessary in adopting
ment. It is true that the present and the previous Govern- the Quebec route, and if it could besaved by passing through
ments have advanced money to the Harbor Commissioners, Lachine, it would be a very strong objection to the Quebec
but the interest on that money has been paid by the ship- rotite. But, unfortunately, a bridge must be built. Is there
ping of Quebec. So it is a charge upon the trade of Quebec, any justice in building a bridge at Lachine in order to divert
and it is out of the revenues from the shipping and from the the Canadian Pacifie Railway to that portion of Quebec
trade of Quebec that the harbor works are being built. where there are already railways, and sending it thence to
Those works will be scarcely of any use if we do not get a the 'United States, instead of building a bridge near Quebec.
share of the traffic which was supposed to be brought to this I think another consideration can be advanced. Other
country and to the Province of Quebec by the construction things being equal, I think it cannot be disputed that the
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. Another consideration Province Of Quebec and the city of Quebec deserve some
which makes this question of great interest to our portion consideration in this matter. It cannot b forgotten that
of the country is this: We have been made to contribute, from our city started out those missionaries and explorers
like all the rest of the Dominion, to the heavy expenditure who travelled all over North America. There is no place
which has been incurred for the construction of the Cana- onihis continent, either on this or on the other side of the
dian Pacifie Railway. We have been paying, as have Rocky Mountains, that has not been visited by missionaries
the people of the other Provinces, the heavy taxes or explorers who had left the city of Quebec. It may,
which have been entailed by the additional expendi. indeed, be 'said that all this country has beensettled through
ture due to the construction of the transcontinental thé*city of Quebec and through the Province of Quebec.
road. Another point of great interest in conned. Quebec is the oldest Province of the Confederation and
tion with the subject is this: The Intercolonial Rail- deserves some consideration in this respect, supposing it
way has cost a very large sum of money, some $40,000,000, affordsequal advantages with other routes. It must not bo
to the Dominion. What will become of the Intercolonial forgotten that the shortest line is not always the most
if the Canadian Pacifie Railway does not connect with it ? successful, from a business point of view. The linos
It will become merely a local road. It scarcely pays its that cross the country from the western States to
running expenses at this moment, and its position will be the Atgintic eabqard are not the shortestroads. There
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are many other considerations. One of the most impor- lino. Lt is quito possible that a lino which right appear boat
tant is the desira of those who control a lino to to the Government in private consultation witb the Canadian
give it the traffie and the power to secure that traffi. Pacifie Railway woukl not be considerod the béat and shortest
Fifty or 100 miles would be nothing in the hands if its monts and demerits were discussed in tho Houso.
of such a man as Mr. Vanderbilt to bring traffic to his own Thora is nothing liko public discussion to bring out liglt,
line, and I think the same considerations apply to the Cana- and if the matter ho left to the fouse the greatest amount
dian Pacifie Railway. It is going to be a very powerful of liglt will be thrown on the subject. Ail these reports of
corporation; it is already very powerful, and I think they engineers will hodiscussed and oxamined and gono into,
could very easily find a compensation for only some 50 or and thon the fouse, if it is of opinion that it is absolutely
60 miles, which, I am told by engineers, is the excess impossible to carry the lino through Canadian territory,
of distance of the lino passing through Quebec and Rivière will have to givo up that idea. I ar quite sure that no
Onelle, or Rivière du Loup. I say that these might be hon. member wonld insist on a lino which would be a prao-
easily compensated by energy and enterprise, and by the tical or commercial impossibility, but we should ho put in
advantage which the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company possession of ail the raons which ean ho adduced for or
would have in bringing traffie over their own lino. Some againat that lne, or any other lino. Thore is another reason,
years ago, when the contract for the construction of why our minds should not ho quite easy on this subject
the Canadian Pacifie Railway was before this House, it was and I will allude to some facts which are quito public. On
proposed to dispense for some time with building the lino to the 2Oth of July last, the hon. Minister of Public Works
the north shore of Lake Superior. It is in the recollection (Sir Hector Langevin) happened o iiQnebeo at the
of this House that such a policy was proposed, and when laying of the corner stone of the examining warehouse, and
the leader of the Opposition proposed temporarily to go to ho took the opportunity to speak of tho future of Quebec
Sault Ste. Marie and use some of the American linos to reach and the harbor of Queboc. Hoerepeated there that no lino
the fertile portion of the North-West Territory, that pro- would ho adopted finally without the closest and rost min-
position was voted down by a large majority, and that policy ute survey of -Il proposed linos, and those who were present
set aside. On what ground ? On the ground, that as this was believed thaf ail possible consideration would be shown to
a great national railway it should pass entirely on Canadian the lino through Quebec. On the lOth of Augnst, Mr.
territory; and in order to carry out that policy the construc- Stephen, thopresidont of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
tion of a lino of some 600 miles was undertaken, at the cost speaking to a reporter o? the Sun, said that the Lake Me-
of some $20,000,000, on the north shore of Lake Superior, gantic lino was to ho selocted. This was enough, I think,
where there is no present local traffic and scarcely any to make the public mmd uneasy in that portion of the
future possibility of traffic. I ask hon. members-and I Province. But that is not ail. On the l9th o? August there
am speaking for the portion of Quebec east of Montreal- was a celebratod pic-nie at Rivière du Loup, by the
do we not deserve as much consideration as the bears and hon. Minister of Militia and Dofence (Mr. Caron), and
moose on the north shore of Lake Superior ? If $20,00000 if we are to believ00that hon. gentleman, it was composed
are spent to build the Canadian Pacific Railway on the of only the very bost portion of the Conservative party.
north shore of Lake Suporior, because it should pass through If wo are to bolieve the papers supporting the Government,
Canadian territory, is that principle to be abandoned when thoso present, as we say in French, woro trid sur le volet,
we come to the Province of Quebec ? Those 600 miles and if we are to believe those same papers, there wa
were built there for no other purpose than for the sake of distinct promise made at that time by the Prime Minister
constructing the line on Canadian territory, because it can- that a lino through Canadian territory would ho chosen, and
not be contended that there will be any local trafflc in that that at any rate nofhing would ho done without the assent
region; it would never have entered any person's mind to of Panliament. Well, that may have two meaninga. It
build it in that region as a local, or business, or commercial may mean the usent o? Parliarent after the lino is
undertaking, and I ask if it is good policy for that region is chosen; and it may mean without the assent o? Parlia-
it not good policy in the oldest Province of the Confédera- ment previously obtaine Under theso circumstances,
tion, the pioneer Province of the Confederation, I may say. I fhink the fouse porfecfly justified in insisting that no
It was said, a short time ago, by the hon. the Minister of Pub- lino should hochosen before.boing approved hy if. Sncb,
lic Works (Sir Hector Langevin) that it would be botter to at al events, is my impression, and sncb is the opinion
postpone the motion until further information was given. I o? the people o? Québec. There le a strong impression that
could understand such a suggestion if it were now proposed unless the lino is selected on the approval or Parliament
to make a final choice of a line, but such is not the pro. oponly, and after a full, public discussion, the city o? Québec
posal of the motion. The motion is only to this effect: that and the larger ortion of the Province o? Quebec will not
no lino be finally adopted without being submitted to and obtain justice. W simply ask justice, and wethink we ought
approved by this House. We do not want any information to get justice. Afler having spent se mueh money if
to decide that question; we have all the information ternitonios where there is scarcely any population, we fhink
necessary to pronounce judgment on that point. Whaf the interoste ofthe oldeet Province o? Confederation shouid
further information could any plans or reports of engineers ho considered with a greaf deal of caro. If our intorests
give us ? Those plans would be of immense use to us whenare f0 ho saenificed, wo think fhey should ho sacnificed only
we come finally to decide the question, if it is loft to the on good grounds-on grounds that eau ho defended in a
decision of the House, but prosently they are of no use fouse like this, and not on grounds that are discussod
whatever. The question is, whether it is botter that the privately, and that cannot ho controverted, as thoy would ho
selection should be decidëd by this ouse, or by the Govern- controverted in a full and open discussion in this Ilouse.
ment of the day, in private conference with the syndicate of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway. I do not think thero eau obe Mr. DE ST. GEORGES. (Translation). Mr. Speaker, after
two opinions on that point. We know what an influence hearing the two eloquent speeches which have just hoon
sunh a powerful company can exert on a Government-I do heard, there are but few things left for me to say on the
not say it would be exerted in an improper manner, but itis matter now oedupying the attention of the fouse. But
undoubtedly a very great influence. Thé policy adopted the division I represent le so deeply interested in this
lad year was-and the promises of the Goveramen t sinoe question that I sha venture te offer a few romarke. Last
have beèn in accordance with that policy- that the shortet Sessio n when the hon. the iinistor of Railways submittod
and best line to the Atlantic seaboard would be adopte4. e ouse the resolutions which have bocome so famous,
Thoreanay boa great many opinions as f0 the shortest E'dbt hereo wingofdthe debat twhich they gao tosion, the ihon.
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member for East Quebec (Mr. Laurier) moved in amend-
ment a motion which read as follows:-

" That the said resolution be fnot now read a second time, but that it
be referred back to a Committee of the Whole wilh power to amend the
same, by providing that the route for the line of railway connecting
Montreal with the harbors of St. John and Halifax, for which a subsidy
of $170,0o0 a year for fifteen years, is provided, should be subject to the
approval of Parliarnent. "

The construction of the lino proposed by the hon. the Mini-
ster of Railways is certainly calculated to carry off the
traffic of the Pacifie Railway to the United States, thus de-
priving the Quebec Harbor of such traffic. Therefore, the
demand of the hon. member for East Quobec was perfectly
just. He desired to save. from a summary condemnation,
the city which ho so worthily represonts. It was his opinion
as it is the opinion of every Liberal, that if the question was
considered without passion, and without preconceived
ideas, the House could not do otherwise than to accept the
plan of running the Pacifie through Quebec, because this
lino would be about the same length as the other proposed
linos and altogether better suited to the general inter-
ests of the country if not to the desires of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Compauy. By refusing to vote
fo)r this motion the hon. members who were opposed to it
have refused to Quebec that justice to which it was entitled,
and I have reason to believe, Mr. Speaker, that certain hon.
members must have regretted the vote which they had
given on that occasion, when, a few days after the Session,
they had to meet their constituents. What the hon. mem-
ber for East Quebec asked for in his amendment was a
timpie act cf justice, and I thiik that those who voted
against this amendment have ignored the interest of their
Province. Indeed, it was taking away from Quebec all
chances and all hopes of ever realising from the Pacifie Rail-
way the full benefit which was expected from it, because,from
that day it becameo evident that if the Montreal and Halifax
route vid Sherbrooke was adopted almost the whole of the
Province of Quebec, at least that part of the Province of
Quebec which lies east of Montreal, comprising over thirty
counties and three or four cities, which have contributed
largely to the construction of that railway, all that part
comprised between Montreal and the Gulf on the north
shore of the St. Lawrence would be completely isolated. A
great deal could be done in that part of the country in favor
of colonisation, but, unfortunately, the means at the dispo.
sition of the Local Government have not allowed us to
make as much progress as we should have desired. How-
ever, it is under these circumstances that the Federal Gov-
ernment bas asked us to vote large sums of money for the
construction of the Pacifie Railway. The people of the Pro-
vince of Quebec have adopted that policy; the electors have
consented to favor the construction of that railway on the ex-
press promise made by the present Ministry, that we should
profit largely by the construction of the Pacific IRailway,
which was to give us the western traffic, and even that of
the United States. The people have accepted that policy,
if we are to judge by the last elections, but, at the same
time, I wish to remind the House that it was accepted on
the express promise that we should profit by its being
carried out. That promise, Mr. Speaker, has been repeat-
edly renewed to us. It has been made by the hon. Premier
during his visit at Quebec in 1880, when ho told us that we
should have the terminus of the Pacifie Railway at Quebec; it
was made by Sir Charles Tupper, who said that even should
the Quebec lino be the longest of any other by a hundred
miles, we should have the terminus of the road at Quebec,
that promise has been made by the Minister of Public
Works, whose words it is useless for me to recall, for I
think the press las reminded him of them often enough,
finally it is the promise of the Government themselves, and
only for that promise, Mr. Speaker, the people of the Pro-
vince of Quebec would never have accepted that policy,
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they would never have consented to the construction of the
Pacifie Railway. And I am not speaking on a supposition;
it is a fact whieh nobody can doubt. In order to know
what is the publie sentiment in the Province of Quebec
on that question, all one has to do is to read the news-
papers of whatever political shade they may be. Even at the
risk of inducing some hon. members to say Ilhear, hear," as
they did when the hon. member for East Quebec was speak-
ing a moment ago. I shall read an extract from a Con-
servative newspaper published at Quebec, Le Canadien, of
the 17th of January, 1885. It said:

"In face of the immense interest we have to serve, it is absolutely
necessary for us that our line of battle should offer a solid, compact
front, that we should rise superior to our personal leaninge or diulikes
and work all together in order to attain the one great object which is
to secure the Pacific terminus at Quebec."

I find in Le Canadien of the same date, the report of a
meeting held in the county of Quebec, which is represented
here by my hon. friend, the hon. Minister of Militia and
Expense.: Some time before the Session there was a meet-
ing at Saint Colomban, an important parish of the county
of Quebec. At that meeting were present Mr. Garneau,
the representative of the county in the Local Legislature,
a Conservative, M. Charlebois and M. C. Pelletier, both also
Conservatives. 1 will take the liberty of quoting an ex-
tract of a speech made on that occasion by Mr. Charlebois,
who said:

l Mr. J. A. Charlebois held that-the Government.ought to keep his
pledge and bring the Pacifie at Quebec. If Quebec is deprived of that
advantage al1 the traffic goes to the Americans.

And at that meetino- the f.llowing resolutions were
adopted

"That during the late Session of Parliament it was expressly
understood, and the Government pledged themselves to locate the
summer terminus of the Canadian Pacifie to Quebec.

" That it is in the interest not only of the citizens of Quebec and
vicinity, but also of the Province of Quebec that this pledge should be
kept.

Ie"That the policy of the country being to make of the harbor of
Quebec the summer terminal point of the Oanadian Pacifie, as has been
proved by the declaration of the Ministry during last Session, and by the
granting of a snbsidy of $6,000 per mile of railway as far as Qnebec, it is
necessary in the interests of the Province that that part of the lin
should be built immediately, and should be made available to the Pro-
vince as part of the shortest line to Halifax by means of a bridge across
the St. Lawrence in the neighberhoed ot the city of Quebec.

h That by allowing the Pacifie t ocross the St. Lawrence by means of a
bridge above Montreal the Province of Quebec would lose most of the
advantages that we should reap from the construction of our line. Our
Canadian railway would thus become an.American railway crossing
Canadian territory, and carrying all its freight to the American porta.

1' That the only way to protect Canadian interests would be to limit
this line to Canadian territory.

'' That the construction of this projected line of railway from Montreal
to the Maritime Provinces via Sherbrooke and the State of Maine, would
be the virtual abandonment of the compact of Confederation, namely :
A national line from the Atlantic to the Pacific exclusively on Canadian
territory.

" That the enormous sacrifices made by the Province of Quebec for the
development:ofthe resources of the country by building a national line,
ought to be rewarded by the extension of the Pacific to Quebe uand by
the construction of a bridge across the St. Lawrence near Quebec."

Now, Mr. Speaker, I shall read an article bearing date the
30th of January last, from the Morning Chronicle which I
believe is the organ of the Minister of Militia and Expense.
Here is what it says on the question of the Pacifie Rail-
way :

" Over and over again, it has been promised that-the summer-terminus
wonld be located in Quebec. The time has arrived for the fulfilment of
the promise. Nothing but justice, full and ample, will satisfy the people
of this city, who have for many years made such heroic sacrifices, and
spent vast sums of money in the construction of important public works,
The members of Parliament and of the Senate, representing this district,
irrespective of party, muet unite on this question, and join the Board of
Trade in its eminently reasonable demanda. Those demands are well
expressed in the petition. The Oanadian Pacifie Railway Syndicate
owes much toQuebec, and it will not do now for the promoters of that
enterprise to ignore our just claims. The railway has always been
regarded as a national, rather than as a private enterprise. It has been
largely subsidised by the people's money, and when more funds were
demanded at varions stages in the progress of the work, the people have
fot been slow to respond in a way whîch has met with the approval of
the Company.",
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And further it adds :

" The road was destined to open up a great tract of territory, and to
plant the seeds of colonisation and civilisation in a vast wilderness, it
is true, but another object was unquestionably the opening up of a
market for the manufactures and other products of the older Provinces
comprising the Confederation.

" To that ead, the Province of Quebec undertook the building of the
railway from Quebec to Ottawa, at a total cost of some fourteen
millions of dollars. The plan included an extension of the same hne to
Lake Nipissing, the point agreed on by the Dominion Parliament for the
eastern terminus of the Canadian Pacific Railway, thus forming the
connecting link between the latter and the Intercolonial. Our city
voted one million dollars for the construction.of this road, the citizens
feeling that the enterprise deserved a material endorsement at their
hands. That endorsement was freely given, the understanding being
clearly that Quebec would be one of the summer termini and the point
of connection with the Intercolonial Railway."

Mr.- Speaker, I think I have sufficiently explained the
position to indicate what is almost the unanimous sentiment
of the citizens of Quebec, and to show that the electors of
Quebec are opposed to the construction of the railway
from Montreal to Halifax vid Sherbrooke. I do not hesitate
to say that this Quebec line, although useful to the district
of Quebec, may conflict with private interests, as it has
been imsinaated by some newspapers, but it will in no way
conflict with the interests of other Provinces and of the
Dominion at large. In order to prove my statement, I
cannot do any better than to submit to the House the
resolutions passed by the Quebec Board of Trade on the
20th of January, 1885, which resolutions have been
sanctioned by the citizens of Quebec at a public meeting
held on the 3rd of the following month of February. The
resolutions set forth

"That when the federation of the Provinces of British North America
was resolved upon, the construction of a national highway entirely
through Oanadian territory was one of the conditions mutually agreed
to;

" That this great public work was undertaken with the view of bindipg
solidly together the several Provinces composing the Dominion of
Canada;

" Tha in the pursuance of this agreement, the Intercolonial Railway
has been coustructed-and the Canadian Pacific Railway is being built,
and to the north of Lake Superior;

" That this policy will entail responsibilities on the people of the
country ;

" That, in addition to her share in these, the Province of Quebec has
assumed a further liability in the construction of the late Quebee,
Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Railway, and the city of Quebec a
still further one, in her subscription to the North Shore Railway ;

" That the construction of the late provincial railway was undertaken
on the understanding that it would formi part of our national highway,
and be the connecting line between the Canadian Pacific and Intercolo-
nial Railways ;s

" That this understanding was admitted during the late Session of Par-
liament, in the passing of an Act providing for the extension of the
Oauadian Pacific Railway down to the port of Quebec;

" That, when the people of Canada consented to assume the responsi-
bilities incident to the creation of this national highway, it was upon
the solemn assurances, repeatedly given inside and outside of the halls
of Parliament, that in the development of the trade of the country, the
resultant thereof, and which would build up their ses ports, they would
receive far more than commensurate relurns;

" That the diversion of the traffic of our national highway from Canada
to American ports would leave the people of this country with these
responsibilities, but without the equivalents promised;

I That the result would prove disastrous in the extreme, and would
seriously imperil the permanency of our present political system;

"That the most effective way to prevent this diversion is by carrying
the traffic of ouruational highway by the north of Quebec, the most
eastern point where it is possible to bridge the St. Lawrence, by short-
ening the mileage to the seaboard, and by reducing freight rates to ainimum;

' That towards the close of the late Session Parliament voted a grant
in aid towards the construction of a line of railway from Montreal to
ilalifax-as the virtual extension of the Canadian Pacifie Railway to the
Atlantic seaboard;

" That several routes have been advocated for this projected line-
among others:

4 let. Montreal vid Quebec-River du Loup and Edmundston.
'2nd. Montreal via Quebec and Bartland.
3rd. Montreal via Sherbrooke and Canterbury.

"That routes Nue. 2 and 8 pass through the State of Maine, and No. i
entirely through Canadian territory;

" That during the passage of the resolutions through Parliament the
Government pledged themnselves to a thorough study of the country and
complete instrumental surveys of all the routes advocated previous to
any action being taken in the selection of route;

" That it would appear that this thorouRh study and these complete
instruaiental surveys hwve not as yet been fully made;

'" That the construction of this projected line of railway from Montreal
to Halifax, through foreign territory, would be the virtual abandon-
ment of the compact entered into at Confederation.

"That its construction, via the south shore would lead
"1st. To the bridging of the St. Lawrence at Lachine.
'2nd. To the almost inevitable diversion of the traffic of the country

through this bridge to the American Atlantic sea ports,
'3rd. To a breach of faith with the Province and city of Quebec.
"4th. To the final isolation of the cities of Three Rivera, Quebec,

St. John and Halifax, and of almost.the three-fourths:of the Provinces of
Quebec, New Brunswick and Nova Scotia from our national highway,
and to their deprivation of all practical participation in the benefits to
flow therefrom•

'' That the good faith and the welfare of the people of this country are
intimately bound up in :-

"lat. The loyal and firm adherence to the policy mutually agreed
upon ai Confederation.

Ipo2nd. The immediate extension of the Canadian Pacifie Railway down
to the port of Quebec, as decreed last Session.

'3rd. The bridging of the St. Lawrence at Quebec to connect the
Canadian Pacifie te ise Intercolonial.

l4th. Tie construction of the link from River du Loupto Edmundston,
and any other line which may be found necessary, to shorten the mile-
age to the Atlantic seabord.

"5th. The refusal to sanction the bridging of the St. Lawrence at
Lachine as a standi'g menace to our sea ports;

''6th. And, likewise, ta the expenditure of the funds of Canada in the
construction of any line of railway through foreign territory."
We ask for the extension to Qaebec, but we want a real
extension. We do not merely ask a running arrangement
on the North Shore Railway, but the real terminus at Quebec,
and besides a connection with the Intercolonial by the con-
struction of a bridge near Quebec, this bridge to be used as
aun ontlet for our colonisation roads. We ask for the
terminus and we have a right to it because it has been
promised to us, and because it is due to us as a compensation
for the sacrifices of monoy which we have made towards the
construction of the North Shore Railway and the Inter-
colonial and for the improvement of the Quebec Harbour. We
are entitled to it beca3e Quebec, owing to its geographical
position, its vast seaport, and its proximity to the Atlantic,
offers as a terminal port, advantages against which no other
city can compete. On the other hand, it would be pre-
posterous to prefer even a lino which would be shorter by
a 100 miles, if that line must pass through American ter-
ritory, especially if we take into account the fact that by
building a bridge at Quebec we can utilise a road already
constructed, which has cost $43,000,'000, and which was
built wholly on our own territory. I repeat what I said a
moment ago. We ask for the terminus because we are
entitled to it, because it was promisod to us. If the thing
is impossible to.day, it was equally so last year, and thon
why did the Government make such a promise? Why
were we given to understand that the City of Quebec would
not see its hopes frustrated ? Why d id the Government give
us to understand that Quebec, and consequently the sur-
rounding country would have the benefit of a connection be-
tween the Pacifie and the Intercolonial by means of a bridge
built at Quebec ? I ask it also from those who are now occupy-
ing the Treasury bonches. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that
when the day-I will not say the day of retribution-but
when the day of election shall come, when the hon. gentle-
men now supporting the Government will be called upon
by their electors to give an account of their conduct in the
louse, when they will be charged with neglecting the best

interests of their Province, I believe that more than one
among them will regret the vote they have given on that
occasion. This is a matter of capital interest to us. If we
bave not the terminus of the Canadian Pacific Railway at
Quebec, we may expect that the city of Quebec will
diminish in importance. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the
Government will alter the decision which theyseem to have
taken, and that they will give justice to the Province of
Quebec as they have so often boasted of giviug justice to
British Columbia. For the reasons I have just stated I
shall vote for the motion of the hon. member for Bast
Quebeo.
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Mr. CASGRAI. I did not intend to speak on this sub.

ject, and I conly rise, because none of the members for the
Province of Quebec on the other side of the House appear
disposed to take any part in the discussion. The motion
before the House asks for delay. What is the objeet of
delay ? At the very beginning of the Session, on the second
or third day after it opened, I asked, in this House, for these
very papers. Now, we have been hore nearly a month, and
why are these papers not before the Houso ? Does it require
such a long time to get two or three reports upon the sur-
veys which have been made ? I know that the report of
Mr. Wicksteed, at any rate, has been before the Ministers
since before the Session; that I can aver. Now, what is to
be gained by a little delay in this matter ? Shall I say it
openly ? It isa matter of8170,000 a year for a company. And
who is to get the money ? And who is to get the benefit of
that money during the election ? That is the long and short
of it. Will it go to Sherbrooke ? Will it hlp my hon. friend
there, who is at present laughing at my words? fHe will
laugh in his sleeve if he can get the money. Let us speak
plaily-it is a matter of dollars and cents among the
Ministers. Well, the Province cf Quiebec wishes that
Quebec should have its fair proportion of money spent for a
few years-for what ? To go to the North-West Territories?
But Quebec does not expect much from the members who
represent the Province of Quebec on the other side. They
are ready, as they did last year, to submit to the dictates
of the Ministry, and they are going to do it: à quat' pattes
les Canayens, I say, and we are going to see it again to-day.
I did not want to say one word on this matter; only I
looked around to sec if there was any member on the other
side of the Bouse from the Province of Quebec who was
ready to rise up and speak, but I did not see one. Is this
not the most important measure for that Province that bas
ever come up ? They are going to submit like shorn lambi
to the dictation of the Minister of Public Works, and we
are going to have this put off till to-morrow-" old to-
morrowY" again. I am now speaking on the motion to ad-
journ the debate, and I reserve to myself the right to speak
on the main motion hereafter; and I object in toto to any
de'ay in order to enable the Government to have their little
lobbying. It is just as well to see whether this Parliament
is going to have its say in this matter or not, and whether
the voice of the people ofthe Province of Quebec is going
to be heard. That is all I wanted to say.

Mr. BLAKE. I wish to explain why I consider it impos
sible, for my part, to assent to my hon. friend's motion that
this debate be adjourned. I should be extremely sorry to
ask the Bouse to come to a decision on any question, in the
absence of information that was essential or important to
reach a correct decision. My hon. friend beside me (Mr.
Laurier) would equally regret to take such a course; but
the hon. Minister of Public Works bas, in the few words he
said, misconceived the nature of this question. His usual
perceptive powers and quickness of apprehension have de-
serted him on this occasion. I think the motion has been
since the 4th of the month on the Order paper, and although
he has had daily opportunities of scanning it he has not
correctly apprehended what the motion is; and it is en-
tirely because the hon. gentleman has entirely misconceived
it-I se he is surprised-he can hardly conceal his light at
this moment-that I hope to convince himself and his sup.
porters of the impropriety of the step they are about to take.
What is our present position with regard to this question?
It is that there is a law upon the Statute Book leaving the
selection of the route for which this publie money has been
appropriated absolutely and finally to the Governor in
Council. That is the condition of things as it stands to-day;
and as long as that condition of things exists, absolutely
and irrevocably the Governor in Council can decide this
question. What is the proposition of my hon, friend. It
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- is to affirm that that selection by the Governor in Council

should not be final, but should be subject to the approbation
of this Parliament, se that we may have an opportunity of
considering the proposition of the Government, as to the

f route for which our money is to be paid and of deciding
whether the choice which they shall ask us to agree to is a
sound choice or not. If my lion. friend had proposed a
motion which should indicate in any way, however inferen-
tially or vaguely, what the route should be, he would be pr-
mature, because in order to form a judgment upon that sub-
ject we want the plans and reports. If he were to propose
such a motion in the present state of the affair, he would, in
my view, engage in a constitutional error also; because My
belief is, that there is a reasonable partition ofthe Executive
and of the legislative function in this transaction.
My belief is lhat constitutionally it is the function
of the Executive to obtain the necessary informa.
tion to make its proposal for the expenditure of public
money to Parliament, including, in that proposal, those
communications as to the route which are necessary in
order to enable Parliament to judge of the wisdom of the
proposal as a whole. We propose to yon to expend so much
public money, and we propose to expend it for such an
object in such a direction; there is our policy. We ask of
yon to accept it, or reject it, or modify it. That I believe
to be sound constitutional doctrine.' We affirmed it, as well
as we could, from this side of the House, when the choice of
the Intercolonial was the question; we endeavored to have
it affirmed by the House last Session when the choice of the
short lino route was the question. In each case the
Government declared that our view of constitutional law
and parliamentary right was wrong; they declared that it
was for the Executive to choose and to choose absolutely,
finally, and irrevocably to settle the question. They pro.
cured the assent of Parliament in both cases to that view.
Upon the Statuto Book to-day is a law which cedes te them
absôlutely, finally, and irrevocably, the choice of this route.
Now my lion. friend's object is simply to affirm that, at any
rate, in this case, with reference to this transaction, the
choice of the Goverument is not to be final;
it is to affirm that whatever their view may be,
after having obtained all the information necessary to a
sound view, they shall submit thoir view to us and that we
shall judge whether it is such a one that the public interest
would allow us to sanction or not. Now, for that purpose it
is not necessary to have the plans, it is not necessary to
have the engineer's reports. These will be necessary when
we come to consider what the proposal may bo; these will
ho necesary when we will have to form a judgment whether
their proposal as to a route is right or wrong; but they are
by no means necessary in order to come to a conclusion
whether we will wrest from the Administration of the day
the power which they unconstitutionally asked us to give
and we unconstitutionally gave them during last Session,
and whether we should re-affirm our rightito a cogent and an
effective voice in the choice of the route. I mentioned this
subject in the debate on the Address. I sought to obtain
from the hon. gentleman opposite an indication that they
were prepared to surrender to this Parliament its fair share
of power in this traneaction. The hon. gentleman
would not answer me; it was amongst the things not worth
answering; he passed it by. My hon. friend put his
notice on the paper. The hon. gentleman (Sir Hector
Langevin) says: Delay; it is delayed at his request, for
a considerable time. He says : Delay until the plans
are brought down. They are not brought down. My hon.
friend brings forward his motion. The lion. gentleman
again says he wants the plans firat broug.ht down. My
lon. friend persists, and persists rightly, li saying that the
plans are not at all essential to the deéision of his motion.
The hon. the Minister, withota word of argument on this
question, says : I move the adjdenmmet; béMuš I am not
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goinlg to answer these discgssions as to rights, and so forth;
to ebat purpose are these discussions of rights, and so forth,
just now ? They are for one purpose-an important pur-
pose; they are to show that the question is one of such
great importance, ono involving interests constitutional,
interests national, interests provincial, of such great magni-
tude that Parliament ought to re-assume what it unfortun-
ately surrendered last Session. That is the only purpose
of this motion. The questiQn is one of great pith and.
moment; it is one of great importance; it is one of great
complexity. So much has been demonstrated by the1
speeches of my hoi-. friends near me; so much will not be:
denied by hon. gentlemen opposite.; and it is a voice in the
discussion of a q(estion of that importance which we seek
to restore to Parhiament. If the hon, gentleman would say,
across the House, that Parliament is to have a
voice in the decision of the question, my hon. friend's
(Mr. Laurier) object would be accomplished. That is all
he asks. But the hon. gentlemen will not say so; they will
not give us that indication ; they may give it, perhaps, to a
choice selection of their friends and supporters in some pri.
vate party, and it may be mentioned in the newspapers, but
this House of Commons is not to be told it. The hon.
Minister, whom the hon. member for Portneuf (Mr. De St.
Georges) calls the Minister of Militia and Expense, may,
perhaps, procure from his chief and leader, in a privatei
caucus Of this description, some declaration orassurance;
but that is not a declaration or assurance with which Parlia-
ment or the country can or ought to be satisfied. What we
want is a declaration on this floor, in full Parliament, as to
the intention of the Administration. Can it be that hon.
gentlemen opposite are goig to jump from one extreme to
another? Can it be that, after having declined last Session
to give us the right to determine whether thoir
choice was good or ill, they are now proposDg to
abandon any power to choose themselves and to pitchfork
the plans and profiles and reports upon the Table,
and say : There is a scramble for you; lot the House of Com-
moens decide the question now; we will not ? Is that the plan
at presont ? Is it from absolute, exclusive executive action
to an entire departure from all executive action they are about
to bound ? If it is, I cau understand the hon. gentleman want-
ing to throw those papers on the Table and say : Here,
gentlemen, choose for yourselves ; quarrel among your-
selves, decide among yourselves as you please. But if what
ho intends to do is, having obtained these papers, to con-
sider of them, an4 having considered of them, to suggest
what, in his opiiop, the public requires, and having so
decided, to bring down a conditional or provisional Or>der in
Council, to propoge, his schme in Parliament, on which
Parliament shall jdge-if that be his intention, we want no
delay for this motion, whieh is only to secure to this House
the power gnd voie ethat plan woul give it. But the hon.
gentleman w1fl 'îot assent to the n4ogg being debatad or
decided. le says.: [ will hold this matter over until the
plans come dow4. Are they to come down with the
announcement th~aa the route bas been fi»al4y e ed under
an Act of Parjlrinaeàt? And are we to be toidthat we are
to have the empty satisfaction of censuring the Gotvern-
ment if thoy h4go done wrong, but that the rouÇ is
chosen once andf All? Is the, ha.n. gentleman going te
act upon the power ho insisted on taking last Session, or not ?
if ho is, I càn n<wpr tand his wantng to get rid of this
motion the s'iqg y. If ho is not, then heonfes
no, Sir, he dos nImm confess-an open confession would be
good for lIis'seçl, théis acting on tho view thathewas
wrong t igy'ting upon the view that ho was bound
to concede something more to Parliamont; ho intonds to
concede it, but he d not choose to do it openly; ho desiros
to PogtP<_l in, a til t papers come down, and to
give us, in 4. dUet way, that repeal of the Act of Parlia'.
ment which it is fair we 'spa1d have openly, clearjy and

directly. My hon. friend asks for nothing for which the
production of any paper is necessary, but he asks for the
affirmance of the constitutional share of this louse in the
choice of the route for this work. That does not depend
upon the plans, but upon the general principle, and it is the
decision of that which hon. gentlemen opposite, without
giving us the slightest assurance that they are going to
yield our just rights, seek to evado or to adjourn.

Sir JOHN A. MACI)ONALD. The hon. gentleman who
bas just spoken says that my hn. friend who sits near me,
the Minister of Publie Works, has evidently misapprehended
the meaning and intention of the motion. If my hon.
friend has misapprehended it, that is a very good reason
why ho should ask for the delay, until ho bas an opportunity
of fully understanding what is the intention of the motion.
But there is really no misapprehension in the matter at al,
on the part of my hon. friend; or, if there is,'it is shared
with the three hon. gentlemen from the Province of Que-
bec who spoke before him. Although this motion is meroly

*a motion to state that the decision of the line shall be sub-
ject to the approval of Parliament, the hon. gentleman who
rmoved it feels that a debate on the whole subject is abso-
lutoly enforced by this motion. He entered into the whole
fsubject; ho discussed the whole subject ; ho spoke about
the line; ho spoke about the different lines; ho spoke in
favor of one lino against another; ho spoke about a lino
through the State of Maine; and so did the other two
gentlemen, the hon. member for Megantic (Nir. Langolier)and
the hon. member for Portneuf(Mr. De St. Georges). They
all argued the case without having the plans before them,
and my hon. friend and we all feel that, wben this question
comes up to be discussed, it must be discussed with those
plans before the House. No matter what the form of the
motion may be or what specious arguments may be used,
and used by the leader of the Opposition, yet those three
gentlemen feel that this question is up on this motion.
That being so, we insist and we call upon our friends to
sustain us in this.

Some hon. MEMBERS. lear, hear.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hon. gentlemen say,

"heur, hear." Yes, we call upon our friends, and we
would have a right to call upon our friends, to vote against
the motion altogether, on the arguments which have been
used by the hon. gentlemen opposite. In the first place,
the leader of the Opposition says that this fHouse acted
unconstitutionally last Sassion, and calls upon thom to
reverse their unconstitutional conduct.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Does the hon. gentleman

expect that the majority of this House, who gave a solemn
vote last See"ion, are goimg to eut thoir own words, simply
because these gentlemen get up ? Doos ho expect they
Vil do so ?

Mr. CASGRAIN. No, no.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thon if the hon. gentleman
does not expect it, very well. Then thore would be an-
other reason why the Government might call upon this
flouse to vote against this resolution altogether, because,
according to the lunguage of tbe hon. member for Megan-
tic (Mr. Langelier), and according to that of the hon. gentle-
man from L'Islet (Mr. Casgrain), this is a vote of want
of confidence, a direct vote of want of confidence in the
Government. What said the hon. member for Megantic ?
If this is left to the Govornmient, if the interets tof
Quebec are confided to tho Goverument, to a Government
having the confidence of tha majority of this House, they
will betray the interests of Quebec. There was a
distinct statement by that hon. gentleman that this
was a vote of want of confidence. The member for
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L'Islet went further. He is behind the scenes, and
knows all about it. He said $170,OOO was to be
paid by the Government and was to be handed over, to be
used in the next general election. If we treated these ar-
guments as serious, and declared this a vote of want of con-
fidence, the Government would be quite satisfied to call
upon thoir friends to declare that they have confidence in
them and to vote against the resolution. But the request
of my hon. friend, the lon. the Minister of Public Works, is
a reasonable one. It is simply this, that as this question
is of the very greatest moment, as it is one of the very
greatest importance, it is well that the whole of the
papers should be down before this House, and that Parlia-
ment should then judge whether this motion is to be re-
ceived or not. After the papers and the plans, and the
reports are down, when every man has been fully charged
with a knowledge of the whole subject, thon every man
can declare how ho will vote, whether lie thinks Parlia-
ment should vote on this question at all or that it should be
left in the hands of the Government. There is no reason
why this motion should be pressed now. I was going to
say it was a little bit of open tactic, very pardonable, very
allowable-perhaps if I were in the hon. gentleman's posi-
tion, I might take the same course-but it is simply a little
bit of open tactic at this moment. There will be no harm
in delay; the papers will be brought down, and thon we
eau have the full discussion on the matter; but, in the
meantime, 1 hope the flouse will not be dragged prema-
turely into the discussion, but will support the motion of
my hon. friend.

Mr. MThLS. The motion which my hon. fr iend (Mr
Laurier) has submitted, is not a question of the route which
should be adopted. If the Government had made the choice,
and Parliament were called upon to say whether that choice
was wise or unwise, thon Parliament would require to have
the plans, in order to know which route should be chosen.
But that is not the position of the House on this question
at all. We are in precisely the same position now as
we were when this Bill was originally submitted. When
it was submitted it was not thought necessary that any
choice should be made nor that the Government should
indicate any particular lino, but the question was thon, as
it is now, whether the'Government should have the power
of choosing absolutely the lino of railway, and whether
Parliament should be bound by that choice or not. If the
law stands as it is now and the Government make a choice,
that finally disposes of the question, then all the House could
do would be to censure the Government for making an im-
proper choice. What my hon. friend proposes is, that the
House shall resume those functions which it abdicated
whon it gave its sanction to that particular Bill. It is for
the hon. members of this louse to say whether they are
prepared to adhere to the principle in the Bill, of which my
hon. friend complains by this motion, that the Government
shall decide where the road shall be located and the public
money spent. We desire that Parliament shall resume the
power which properly belongs to the representatives of the
people, and shall give to the Governmont the power of
making the choice, of ascertaining the relative ease or diffi-
culty with which particular linos may be constructed, but
that the Governmont shall not have the power to make an
absolute choice, which should ultimately romain with this
House. The hon. the leader of the Government has said that
this House is'not going to recede from the position it took
last year; that it is unreasonable to suppose that the views
which hon. gentlemen formed when they gave the Gov-
ernment power, have changed since the Bil was carried.
Why, Sir, I have seen Ministers thomselves change their
views with regard to matters of public policy, within two
hours, and certainly we may reasonably suppose that the
supporters of the Governmont may change theirs within

Sir JoHN A MACDOMALD.

twelve months. Sir, there is such a thing, in this country,
as public opinion; publie opinion has been appealed to on
this question ; the people have voluntarily expressed their
views on it, over a very large section of the Dominion; they
have indicated a view which is not consonant with the
policy adopted by the Government, and they have indicated
that they are not satisfied with the course taken by the
Government. They are not willing that the Executive shall
exert powers, or shall have conferred upon them by Parlia-
ment, powers which the people have entrusted to Parliament
and which Parliament has no right to transfer to another
body, however able they may be. Now, Sir, that being the
case, I am prepared to vote against the proposition of the
hon. Minister of Public Works for delay. I think the
motion of my hon. friend is a reasonable one. I think
Parliament should resame those powers which of right be-
long to it, and that it is not of the slightest consequence
what the plans may be. It is not of the slightest consequence
where it may be best to locate the route-we have nothing to
do with that question. It is of no consequence to us whether
the Government make a wise or unwise choice in the selec-
tion of a route; that is not a question which the House has
to consider. The question which the louse has to consider
is this: Will it allow the Government to make choice of a
line of railway and to determine whore the road shall be
located, without rotaining to itself the power of review of
that choice, and of determining whother the road is properly
located by the Government or not. It soems to me, Sir,
that thore is no necessity for the papers. If this proposi-
tion had come before as for the first time, if the Govern-
ment were now asking for, or assuming, these powers, it
would not be necessary to know where a road could be
located-it would not be necessary to know the different
lines of projected railway. These would not be of the slight-
est consequence. But what is of consequence is, that Parlia-
ment shall retain those powers which have been ontrusted
to it by the people, and that it shall not delegate those
powers to the Administration of the day. It has delegated
those powers, and my hon. friend, by his motion, asks Par-
liament to assume those powers which it improvidently
transferred to the Governmont some time ago.

House divided on motion (Sir Hector Langevin) to
adjourn the debate.

YBAS.
Messieura:

Allison,
Amyot,
Bain (8,ulanges)
Baker (Victoria),
Barnard,
Beaty,
Bell,
Benoit,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Blondeau,
Bowell,
Bryson,
Barns,
Cameron (Inverness),
Campbell (Victoria),
Carling,
Caron,
Chapleau,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
Colby,
Costi gan,
Coug hin,
Coursol,
Ourran,
Cuthbert,
Dawson,
Desjardins,
Dickinson,
Dodd,
Dundas,
Dupont,
Farrow,
Perguson (Welland),

Fortin, McLelan,
Foster, MeNeill,
Gagné, Mitchell,
Gaudet, Moffat,
Gigauet, Montplaisir,
Girouard, O'Brien,
Gordon, Orton,
Grandbois, Oumet,
Guilbault, Paint,
Guillet, Pinsonneault,
Hackett, Pope,
Haggart, Reid,
Hall, Royal,
Huy,Rykert,
Hesson Scott,
Hilliard, Shakespeare,
Bomer, Sproule,
Hurteau, Stairs,
Ives, Taschereau,
Jamieson, Tassé,
Jenkins, Temple,
Kaulbach, Tilley (Sir Leonard),
Kinney, Townshend,
Kranz, Tupper,
Landry (Kent), Wallace (Albert),
Landry (Kontmagny), Wallace (York),L angevinWhite (Cardwell),
Leagei, White (Hastingas,
Macdonald (King's), White (Renfrew),
Macdonald (Sir John), Wigfle,
Mackintosh, Williams,
Macmillan (Middlesex), Wood (Westmore land),
Mocallum, Woodworth,
McDougald (Picton), Wright.-104.
McDougall (0. Breton),
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solidation of the Militia Acte, in which the hon. gentleman
traced in glowing language the history of all the warlike

Allen, Fleming, McIsaae, movements of this oontry, from the earliest time aown Lo
Auger, Forbes, McMullenttepsent day. I saw him unfuri the flag of Carillon and
Bain (Wentworth), Geoffrion, Mills,
Blake, Glen, Mulock, wave the banner of Chateauguay. As listened with patri-
Bourassa, Gunn, Paterson (Brant), otie feelings to ail those effusions, both here and elsewhere,
Cameron (Huron), Harley, Ray, 1 certainly feit proud to think that our fellow countrymen
Cameron (Middlesex), Innes, Rinfret, liad on every occasion shown themselves worthy descendants
Campbell (Renfrew), Irvine, Robertson (Shelburne),
Casey, Jackson, Somerville (Brant), of the warlike races from which we have sprung;
Oasgrain, Kirk Somerville (Bruce), and it would be diffleuit to icture, in language more
Catadal, Landerkin,SpigrCockbnr, Langeir, Springer, eloquent than that of my hon. friend the MinisterCockburn, Langelier, Trow, t
Cook, Laurier, Vail, of Militia, the great deeds of our forefathers upon
Davies, Lister, Watson, ail occasions. Yet it strikes me that if we are to have a
De St. Georges, Mackenzie, Wilson, corinuation of that spirit, if our young men are to shoulder
Edgar, McGraney, Yeo.--49.
Fairbank, the musket at the au of thir country, it le very or

Mtiran o addbt ajun encouragement indeed that when an application of this lnd
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.is made by a poor old lady who has sacrificed er son
It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair. the country's cause, she slould be told that ail we ean do is

After Recess.to allow er to sit on itombtone and starve. For my
Âftor ecese.part, I arn quite satisfied that this communication frorn

THE LATE JOHN MARTIN. Colonel Panet is not the last which will be received in

Mr. CURRAN moved for: connection with this subject, and that the Minister willtake the matter into his serious consideration, and that if
Copies of the petition of J. Hickson, Esq., and others, relative to the neccssary bis colloagues and the Prime Minister, whose

continuation of the pension of the late John Martin to his widow, and
all papers in connection therewith. gnrst fhati owl nwwl aetemte p

He said: I make this motion, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose and this old lady will not be allowed, at eghty year, and

of bringing to the notice of the hon. Minister of Militia and terer obeg frondor to doorashe coudrelied
his colleagues, as well as of this House, à case of very great to do if kind friends on whom she has no daim did fot
hardship indeed, in the hope that something may be done provide for her wants. I hope these few remarks will be
toward alleviatilng the position of this unfortunate lady who, sufficient to induce the Minister to look generously at this
I think, deserves better treatment from the country than case cf dire distrees, and that the proper remedy will be
that which is now being meted out to ber. The facts of the applied, and the continuation cf the ension to this poor
case are these: This old lady, Mrs. Martin, is now nearly woran ordered.
eighty years of age. In 1866 her son, who.was a private
of the 7th Prince of Wales Regiment, was orderd to Mr.CAON. I mu ay that the on. member as be
tho front with his comrades, and whle in the performancergeticinaying before the Department the aim
of his duty, contracted the disease from which lie died.cf Mrs. Martin. The hon, gentleman appears iu hie
Subsequerjtly, the Government allowed the amount of s110 proper role as a barrister, and cores forward te proteot the
per annu nlto his father as a pension. At the time of the widow, as, no doubt, if necessary, li would proteet the or.
death of this young man, his father and mother had another plan. This le one cf those caes which are frequently
son, who, unfortunately, about two years afterwards, wasbrouglt before the Mlitia Department..Reccgniing, as I
killed by a railway accident. The old couple were thon loft try te recognise, the daims cf the militia force for services
entirely to their own resources, and during the lifetime of rendered to their country, I feel it je necessary that the
the father he was enabled, by his own labors and with the daims should be confiued to the statutory enactrents, 80

addition of this pension, to provide the necessaries of life far astliy control the cases, and be kept within the Orders
for himself and wife. About two years ago the old man lu Council whidh are passed, allowing pensions ±o be given
died, leaving his widow, on whose behalf I am making this to those who deserve them. The case, as laid before the
motion, entirely without means of support, an object of pub- fouse by my hon. friend, le certainly one which le deeerv-
lic charity, and thrown upon the world for her subsistence. ing cf ail the syrpathy that can be extended to Mire. Martin
She has no relatives or friends upon whom she can make !u ber bereavernt and iu the etraitenpd circurntance
any claim for support; and in view of these facts, Mr. luwhich she jeplaced. It muet, lowever, be remembered
Hickson and a number of other prominent citizens of Mon- that the pension was given te the father cf ycung Martin,
treal, who wero acquainted with ber circumstances, addressed he
a petition to the Department of Militia, requesting that the sion to the widow. I ar sure I wculd be very happy te do
pension of $110, which had been allowed to the late Mr. s, but this le net anieolated case. Tire and agaiappli-
Martin, might be continued to his widow. I also addressed cations are made to the Department, and it woul mpes-
a letter, in connection with my colleagues, to the Depart- sible te meet the daims without considerably increasing
ment, and we received the following answer, addressed toheexpense cf the Departrent. I shah be very happy te
myself:- bringdown the papers which have been asked for, and in

"Sir,-With respect to the letter of Mr. Robert Hay, addressed to y regard t the appeal made by my on. friend t the well-
and tranumitted to this Department, enclosing a petition signed by Ur.
Joseph Hickson and other gentlemen, praying for the continuance of the happy te conider with my colleagues this application.
pension of Ur. John Martin I have the honor to state that in the Order
in Council of the 13th Aprit, 1867, authorising the payment of the sum Mition agreed te.
of $11 per annum to the father of Robert Martin, there is no mention
that the pension is to be continued to any other member of the family. WEIGET AND MEASUREMENT 0F RMOTS.
It therefore appears that there is no provision for continuing this pension
to Mrs. Martin.'Nf
That, therefore, is the state of affaire. On different occasions Copies cf all correspoudeuce reports &e, in conuection vlth the
Shavi listeoued to the eloquent remarks of the hon.r cf the Pricindesnd
Minister of Militia, with respect to the great valor of the Pri nd mIah i
Canadian people. I had occasion to listen to the magnifi- He eaid: I would juet gay, lu conne<tion with the motion,
cent orations he delivered some two years ago, on the con- that thie le a matter ofconeiderble importance te the people
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of Prince Edward Island, and also, I dare say, to the farming
population of this country generally. I find, at the present
time, that there is a good deal of discrepancy as to the way in
which potatoes and other roots are bought and sold. In some
parts of Prince Edward Island a barrel, holding about two
and a-half bushels, is generally used, while in other parts of
the Province a measuro holding about two bushels is used.
Altogether, there is a good deal of dissatisfaction amongst
our farmers as to these differences, and they lead to a great
deal of annoyance. I may say that the farmers generally,
who take the greatest interest in the matter, speak,
as a rule, in favor of weighing potatoes and other
roots. I do not know that it makes a great deal of difference
to the other parties, because, whether they are weighed or
measured, the price will be regulated accordingly; but in
some portions of the Dominion I find that they are taken
by weight, and in others by a bag containing about
one and a-half bushels, while in other places again
they are eold by a two bushel measure, which, however, I
no not think is a standard or sealed measure. Altogether,
I think there should be some greater uniformity with
respect to the buying of roots. i am given to understand
that in the United Statos weighing is generally resorted to
in buying potatoes and other roots, though measurement
is resorted to in buying them at first hind. There has
been a reat deal of talk among our farming population
with respect to this matter, and some of thom are under
the impression that they are unfairly dealt with, with re-
spect ta measuremert; but I think that is rather a Mis-
take. There is no d ubt that whatever lie îreasure is,
the price will be regulated ii accordance with iL, lHow-
ever, it is absolutely necessary, in the interests of the whole
country, that a uniformity of measure should be used,
and I think it would be well that the matter should be
finally settled by the Department under whose charge it
comes, and that a uniform system should be introduced.

Motion agreed to.

IMMIGRATION PRINTING AND ADVERTISING.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT moved:
That the several items of charges for printing, advertising, payments

for books or pamphlets, by the Department.of Agriculture and Immigra-
tion, for the years 1878 te 1883, both inclusive, be referred to the-committes on P'ublie Accounta.

Motion agreed to.

PROTECTION OF FORESTS.

Mr. OOCKBURN moved for:
Copy of J. H. Morgan's report upon the ubject et protecting the

present foresta of the Dominion and ofereat tre planting upen an
extensive scale.

He said: If value has been received for suich service as pur-
ports to have been given to the country in this matter, the
money will have been well spent. I eannot say, however,
without seeing the original report, what has been done, be-
cause the summary report does not indicate what parts of a
the country have been visited, or what sort of trees are pro.
posed to be planted. I think the Government have taken
a very proper stop in enquiring into the subject of forestry1
and the prevention of bush fires. It is most disheartening1
to see extensive territories, where magnificent pinel havet
beeh burned, and if anything can be done to stop this des.
truction of our forests, it will be a great public benefit. As
a similar motion has been already made by another hon.
member, I would ask leave to withdraw this one.

Motion withdrawn.
t

TRENT VALLEY CANAL.
Mr. COCKBURN moved for:

Copies of a& correspoadence relative te the proposai to have the waters
of the Muakoka lakes connected with the proposed Trent Valley Canal g
IJMr..MODOALD (Kings).

system by the construction of a short canal from Gravenhuret Bay to
the waters of the Severn River.

Mr. POPE. I have no objection to this motion. All the
correspondence that I know of has been with the hon.
gentleman himself, and I shall be very happy to send it
back to him.

Motion agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD presented a message from
His Excellency the Governor-General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as follows:-
LANSDOWNE.

The Governor General transmits to the House of pommons two ap-
proved Minutes in Council, dated respectively the 20th May, 1884, and
the 23rd January, 1885, regarding the terms of the provisional settle-
ment of the claims ofthe Proviace of Manitoba.
GOVrEbRNMENT HoUSe,

OTrAwA, 23rd February, 1885.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:
Comparative statement of the costs of working the Intercolonial

Railway for each of the years 1879, 1880, 1881, 1882, 1883 and 1881, giv-
ing for each year the cost for locomotive jower under the seven (1) sub-
headings given in the Minister's Report, Appendix, page 37; for car
expenses under the seven (7) sub-headings given in the saie report,
same page; formaintenance, way, and works, under the ten (10) sub-
headings given in the same report, page 38; for station expenses under
the three (3) sub-Lead(ing igiven in the saine report, same page ; and
for general charges under the seven (7) sub-headingd given in the'same
report, page 39.

He said: I see the hon. gentleman has made some im-
provements in the classification of the varions items in the
Intercolonial flailway accounts.

Mr. POPE. I am a live reformer.

Mr. BLAKE. You may be a reformer, but you do not
look aliçe. The hon. gentleman has made some improve-
ments in these classifications, but it is necessary that we
should have statements for the several years, so that we
may be able to compare the cost of one year with another,
in the different branches. I am the more induced to come
to that conclusion by recent little investigations into the
sub-divisions in the Minister's own report, and the Chief
Engineer's report, which I was induced to make on read-
ing some paragraphs in these reports with reference to the
expenses of the last fiscal year. The bon. Minister reports:

" The expenditure of the year has feceived an exceptional increase,
owing to the fact that the general oMces at Moncton, destroyed by fire
in February, 1883, have been rebuilt. The cost, up to the end of the
fical year, was $83,098.25. This has been charged to the working ex-
penses of the road.
The ehief engineer and general manager reports:

" Although the net earnings for the ear ($9,o6s.17) are less than those
ofthepreceding year by $1, 49.6, it ha been only by the most careful
watalneas on the part ef the oficers of the railway ahat a result even
so favorable has been secured. The working expenses having been
Iebited with Vhe nm ef Se,098.25, expended durng the year in rebuild-

aathe madete gite efrecto he poicymofeoom aid down b the
Honorable Minister.'

And the other day, in bringing down a return with reference
to the Intercoloniar ailway, the han, gentleman alluded
again Vo these Moncton offices-their heavy draft on the g
soures of the railway, and so forth. I have looked into an
analysis ofdthe work o the Intercolonial iRailway for the
past year, ed having regard to the fact that the receipts
w'ere unfavorable as compared with the previous year, and
hat the mileage, &c., is almost the same-the engine mileage
eing the same, within a very few miles, and the train mileage
liso, taking ito account the number of miles-as the pre-

pious year, I an not able to agree in the view of the hon.
gentleman that very great eçonomy has been established in
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reference to the working exponses of the road, or that the
expenditure upon the Moncton offices is, in ita general result,
to be attributed, as he has doue, so as to produce an ex-
ceptional expenditure. The accounts show, for the years
1883 and 1884, the following expenses:-Locomotive
power for the year 1883, 8767,000 ; for the year
1884, $757,000, a decrease of $10,000 in 1884; Car
expenses, 1883, $508,100; 1884, $531,200, an increase of
$23,100 in 1884. Station expenses, 1883, $313,400; 1884,
$325,800, an increase of $13,400. General charges, 1883,
$167,900; 1884, $171,700, an incroase of $3,800-or a net
increase on these four headings of $29,400 for the year 1884
over 1883. Maintenance of way and works, 1884, $560,-
800; in 1883, $582,600, a decrease, in 1884, of $21,800.
This shows that notwithstanding the decrease in earnings,
there has been an increase in the working expen ses, in al1 the
items except maintenance, of no less than $29,400 for the
year 1884; while in maintenance account there is a decroase
of $21,800 or 3-88 per cent. Making all due allowances for
stringent economy in the maintenance of the road, it is evi-
dent that unless there was great extravagance in the man-
agement of maintenance account in 1883, you have been
starving this branch during the past fiscal year. This is
net economy, but simply a postponement of repairs which
will necessitate consequently, a much larger amount of
repairs and a much greater expense to be made the following
year. The following are the details of maintenance account:-
Wages and repairing, 1883, $297,300; 1884, $280,100, or
a decrease, in 1884, $17,200. Rails and fastenings, 1883,
$47,800; 1884, $18,700, or a decrease of $29, 100. Sleepers,
1883, $64,500; 1884, 646,900, or a decrease 817,600. Tim-
ber, lumber, &c., 1883, $39,100; 1884, $38,700, a decrease
of $400. Wharves, 1883, $11,700; 1884, $8,600, a decrease
of $5,100. Snow ploughs, 1883, $12,500; 1884, $15,700, an
increase of $3,200. Miscellaneous, 1883, $2,800; 1884,
$2,300, a decrease of $500. Chief salaries, &c., 1883, $5,200,
1884, $3,800, a decrease of $1,400-making, on those several
particular heads, an expense in the year 1883,
of $480,900, as against $412,800 in 1884, or
a decrease of $68,100, or 16-49 per cent.
There are, however, two increases, apart from the question
of snow ploughs, one the expense of clearing away ice and
sno, which, of course, was a work the House could not
defer, and the other, repairs to buildings, platforms, &c.
Clearing away ice and snow in 1883 cost $33,900, and in
1884 $41,600, or an increase of $7,700; and repairs to
buildings, platforms, &c., in 1883 cost $67,500, and in 1884
8105,900. This last item embraces the exceptional one of
the Moncton offices, $63,000, so that notwithstanding that
exceptional item, the total increase over the expenses of
the year previous, on this item of repairs to buildings,
platforms, &c., was only $38,400. Omitting, therefore, the
exceptional expenses at Moncton, of $63,000, we have in
the expenditure, on repairs to buildings, a deficiency of
$29,100. Thus, the deficiency in all the branches of mainte-
nance, except clearing away ice and anow-leaving out the
àloncton offices-is $97,200, or over 20 per cent.; showing
that the maintenance of way and works must have been
kept .at starvation point during the past year, although,
having regard to the time of running, and so forth,this account
should rather tend to increase than diminish year by year,
unless there was an altogether exceptional expense in 1883.
and the fact that there has been so very large a diminution in
the expenditure for the last year in the maintenance of way
and works from the preceding yearis, to my mind, an indica-
tion that the hon. gentleman has been trying, I will not say.
to force a balance, but to croate a favorable balance between
working expenses and revenue, by postponing unduly the
expenditure for the maintenance of way and works. This
will be farther elucidated by the roturn 1 ask for; because,
if you have a comparative statement from year to year
for a series of years, it will be essier to ascertain the normal

expenditure for way and works in each of the Departments
for each year.

Mr. POPE. I will only say to the hon. gentleman that
ho is mistaken thus far. The road was never in a botter
condition than it is now, and was never better maintained
than it has been this year. I am obliged to the hon.
gentleman for endorsing what I said the other day, that
there bave been extraordinary charges to account for the
increase, but the hon. gentleman and any other man who
has anything at ail to do with running a railway, must know
that the earnings depend very much on the kind of freight
carried over the road. We have carried as much freight
and a larger quantity of freight, but there is a class of
freight which has gone largely into the operations of this
year which pays us very little indeed, and that accounts
partly for the change. As to the engines, although the hon.
gentleman says there is about the same locomotive power,
those engines have run over a considerably longer piece of
road, and so have the cars.

Mr. BLAKE. They have run about the same number of
miles-1,457 more miles this year than the year before, out
of some millions.

Mr. POPE. I have no objection to the motion, but I
shall ask the hon. gentleman to amend it by beginning at
the year 1873. You will have no objection to that ? I also
ask him to add after "1884," "and the mileage operated
this year," which the hon. gentleman must get, in order to
get anything like an exhibit such as ho asks.

Mr, BLAKE. I have no objection at all to the miles
operated each year being added, but, as to the date, I could
not take the responsibility of asking the House to order
a return for a period such as the hon. gentleman speaks of,
before the road was in operation. Ho must move that
himself.

Mr. POPE. Thon I will move in amendment:
To insert after the words "for eacli of the years " in the said motion,

the words "1874, 1875, 1876, 1877, 1878," and after the words "1884," to
insert the words "and the number of miles operated in each year."

Mr. BLAKE. Yeu are beginning before the road began.
That-is the advantage of baving an Acting Minister of
Railways.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The road was commenced
in 1867.

Mr. POPE. Make the return from 1874.
Mr. CASGRAIN. Perhaps the Acting Minister will read

the motion in French. I did not catch the amendment.

Mr. LANGELIER, Whilst the motion is being written
by the Minister of Railways, I would call the attention of
the Government to a very serious grievance which was
brought under my notice last summer, in reference to the
running of the Intercolonial Railway. A gentleman who
was a friend of the Government told me that coal was
actually being carried from Pictou to Quebec at $16 a car,
which ho thought could not pay the running expenses.
Thinking it would be possible for him to get rates in pro-
portion, or, at all events, near those rates, and being dosir-
ous of carrying lumber from River Ouelle to Quebec, ho
tried to get something like the same rates but could nover
get a satisfactory arrangement. This is a serious matter,
for ho told me, and several friends of the Government at the
same time, that ho had been trying to open a new industry,
which would have given employment to several hundreds
of men, perhaps, but ho could not get satisfactory rates.
Tho same complaint has been made in my hearing at publie
meetings in reference to carrying flour. I am told that it
costs less to carry flour from Toronto to Halifax than from
Toronto to Quebec. I know some lumbermen who are lum-
bering in the lower part of the Province of Quebec, who
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consider it an advantage to have their flour carried to Halifax
and brought back again by the Intercolonial Railway into
the Province of Quebec. This has been told me by those
gentlemen themselves, and I have no doubt it is correct,
from the character of the gentlemen. .

Mr. POPE. Lumber is quite different from coal. It is
a different class of goods and is carried at different rates.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-WORK ON THE
FRASER.

Mr. BLA.KE moved for:
Reports,'plang and other information in the possession of the Depart-

ment, in reference to the work on the Canadian Pacilic Railway at or
near Maple,a short distance above Hammond,on the bank of the Fraser,
B.C. ; for all reports and information in the possession of the Depart-
ment, as to the condition of the work of the Government sections of the
Canadian Pacific Railway in British Columbia, and as to the extent of
work remaining to be doue before the completion of the contract; also,
for all correspondence with the Canadian Pacific Railway Company as
to the taking over by them of these sections of the railway ; also, for a
statement of the names, salaries and period of service in that region, of
the Government engineers who have been employed on the Govern-
ment sections in British Columbia of the Canadian Pacific Railway,
with dates at which any of them were relieved, a statement of the
cause of their removal, and of their present occupation, if any, under
the Government.
He said: [ have been informed that at the point which I
mentioned, Maple Ridge (which is Maple in the motion),
which is a short distance above Hammond, a serious error
has been committed with reference to the location of the
line on the bank of the Fraser; that at that point there are
lofty clay banks on a quicksand bottom; that a few years
ago a land slide occurred at that very point, in which thirty
or forty acres slid into the Fraser, changing its course ;
that on the opposite side of the river a farmer who wes
working in the field was caught by the water, hurled against
a tree and killed. Slides are still occurring at this point,
and in the neighborhood where the curvatures are short
and sharp, and it has been found necessary to keep Chiqa-
men employed to avoid accidents and loss of life. This
statement is given to me with reference to that locality, and
it is the justification which I have for asking the House to
adopt this motion. Thon I have received statements as to
the condition of the work vn the Government sections of the
Canadian Pacific Railway in British Columbia, and as to the
extent of work remaining to be done for the completion of
the contract, which is now, according to the date, very soon
due, and which seems to call for attention. The statement
made is that the works are in a condition which rendors
it impossible that they can be so completed as really to satisfy
the exigency of the contract with the contractor, or to
satisfy the spirit or exigency of the contract with the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway Company. What I am anxious to
avoid is that the work should be taken off the bands of the
contractor in such a condition that it will be accepted
by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company without reclama-
tions upon the Governmont of the oountry for further ex-
penditure to put it in proper condition. I think it important
that we should understand that such communication is
being had between the Government and the company with
reference to this work that the condition which the Govern-
ment accepta as satisfactory is going to be' accepted as
satisfactory by the company as well, so that when the
Government takes the work off the contractor's hands the
railway company shall take it off the hands of the
Government, without making such demands as are
being made in another section and, I believe, much
greater demands, unless proper care is used. It is said
that a great deal romains to be done, and it is said
that a very great amount of reduction has taken place
in the staff of Government engineers on that section,
due, as I understand, to the fact that the work
is so nearly complete that there is no work for them to do.

Mr. LANGELIER.

That is a very judicious and proper stop, if the facts are Fo;
but it is, as I have said, extremely important that there
should be such an efficient oversight of the work in these
final stages that there will be no diffieulty on the part of
the country with reference to the acceptance by therailway
company of the work when completed. These are the
subjects which are exposed in this notice.

Mr. POPE. The engineers always expressed themselves
very well satisfied with the work done. The chief engineer
has passed over i t overy year, and, of course, ho will pass
over it again. We have engineers there sufficient to look
after the work. There is no objection whatever to the
adoption of the motion.

Motion agreed to.

OCEAN MAIL SERVICE.
Mr. BLAKE moved for:

Statement in detail of the annual cost in conneetion with the ocean
mail eervice, for salaries, allowances of mail clerks and conductors, or
railway post office clerks in charge of the British mails; alo, for ail
correspondence as to the landing of the post office bags containing the
British mails outward bound fron Canada at Derry, and the saving or
los of time effected thereby.

He said: I have from time to time called the attention
of the Government to the propriety of considering the de-
sirability of reorganising that portion of the ocean mail
service which involves the maintenance of the system of
having railway postal clerks in charge of the mails on the
steamers. We are, I believe, the only country of those in-
terested in the trans-Atlantic mail service which keeps up
this system. The great correspondence which takes place
between Britain and the United States is handled at the
terminal points. There is no provision whatever for the
sorting of the mails on the voyage. The arrangements
which are made are such that the sorting takes
place very expeditiously at the end of the voy-
age in each case. The expenditure which wo
still encounter in regard to the transport of tho
mails to Britain is very large, underthe contract, and there
is added to it the cost of a service which, as I bave said,
has been dispensed with a very long time by the other
cojintries. It does not commend itself to me as a wise ex-
penditure of money. We are actually doing work which
should be done at the end of the transit and not during the
transit. I can hardly conceive, if this system is necessary
in order that the mail matter may be expeditiously
handled, that the two countries in the world which are
most interested in rapid communication by mail, and which
have, I suppose, the largest correspondence, Great Britain
and the United States, should find it unnecessary to adopt
the system. The other branch of the motion is with res-
pect to the landing of the post office bags containing the
British mails outward bound from Canada at Derry. It has
been represented to me by business men.who have crossed
the water to buy goods that it happons much more of ton
than not that they reach a point, say, Manchester, twenty-
four hours in advance of the mails which have been landed
at Derry, with a view to their reaching Manchester
more quickly. The passengers stick to the steamer, and
they arrive at Manchester frequently twenty-four hours
before the mail arrives. That has been represented to me
by a gentleman of the utmost respectability, to whom that
incident has happened more than once, and he tells me that
it is somewhat common. Such an arrangement should be
made with the captain of the steamer that, on his arrival at
Lough Foyle, ho should be able to judge whether a saving
of time would be effected by landing the mails. I do not
mean to say there should be a special train. I believe there-
is not. I believe it depends on the regular train from
Derry. That makes it easier for the captain to judge, con-
sidering the departure of the train, whether ho could catch
the mils or not, and how soon, in the ordinary course of rail.
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and steam, the mails would reach their destination. But,
however it may be, it seems an extraordinary thing that
this effort to make more expeditious transport of the mails
should end so frequently, as I am told it does, in the very
reverse.

Motion agreed to.

SQUATTERS IN THE QU'APPELLE VALLEY.
Mr. LISTER moved for:
Return of copies of all correspondence between Mr. Taylor, M.P. for

Routh Leeds, and Mr. Wood, M. P. for Brockville, or either of them, and
the Government, respecting the claim for compensation of William
McLeod, J. D. Jewitt, S. M. rtiles, John Stevenson and R. R Coleman,
or any of them, squatters in the Qu'Appelle Valley, together with copy
of all reports made by the said Taylor or Wood, and either of them,
respecting the said claims. Also, all correspondence between Mr.
Gordon, Dominion land agent, Calgary, and the Government, and all
reports made by said Gordon to the Government, respecting said claims,
or any of them; also, copy of any award made in regard toe said claims,
or any of them.

lie said: in connection with this matter I may say that I
have no personal knowledge whatever of the subject matter
of the motion, and I shall content myself with making a
statement just as I have received it. The parties mentioned
in the motion, along with others, were squatters in the
Qu'Appelle Valley, on property now owned by the Bell
Farming Company. According to the statement given to me
these squatters went upon the land prior to the time the
Qu'Appelle Valley Farming. Company became the proprie-
tors; in other words, the rights of the squatters were botter
in law-so they believe-than the title of the Qu'Appelle
Valley Farming Company. There was some difficulty about
the squatters. The company were anxious to get thom off;
and the squatters having gone in and selected the
lands as homesteads, were desirous of staying there.
Whatever their right may have been, neither the Govern-
ment nor the company undertook to enforce what they con-
ceived to be their rights in law against these squatters.
Some time during the Session of 1884 a person representing
these squatters came to Ottawa and was given to under-
stand that their claims would be settled justly and fairly.
On that assurance ho returned to the North-West, and during
the follo wing spring the gentlemen named in the rosolution
appeared on the scene in the Qu'Appelle Valley. They are,
ot course, warm supporters of hon..gentlemen opposite, and
the statement made to me is, that they were authorised by
the Government to effect a settlement of the claims of the
settlers. I do not vouch for the correctness of that state-
ment; I merely, as I stated before, give it as it was given
te me. They were induced to enter into an arbitration
suggested by these gentlemen, upon the distinct promise,
as they say, that they would be pormitted to take up other
homesteads in other portions of the country, without doing
any duties; that the full time that they would have to live
upon the homestead would be allowed to them, and that a
patent would ho issuod to them; further, that they would
be allowed to pre-2mpt and would be given three years for
the payment of their pre-emption. Thoy say that on those
representations they consented to the arbitration. An arbi-
tration did take place, and I believe an award was made
by Mr. 'Taylor, M. P. for Leeds, and Mr. Wood, M.
P. for Brockville. That award, I believe, covers the points
I have stated, namely, that they were to get their homesteads
free, without having to live on the homestead, to bo taken for
for any length of time, and to have their pre-emption free;
and they were also to be ailowed certain damages, to which
they were entitled, for improvements they had made on the
place. Payment under that award was to be made at a fixed
time; no payment was made. It is claimed by the set-
tiers that the Government repudiated the arrangement made
by the arbitrators, that they insist on these people having
te live on the place some eight months, and on the usual
and ordinary terms, so far as the pre-emption is concerned;

and further, they complain that they have not been paid
the amount awarded to them. Now, whether these gentle-
men were representing the Government or not, I am not in
a position to say. These people hold that they were doing
so, or they would not have entered into the arbitration. They
supposed they were sent there in compliance with a promise
made to them in the preceding Session. At all events, the
award was entered into, and they say it has not been carried
out according to its terms. If such is the case, I think there
is no doubt that these men have not been properly dealt
with. I think that the Government, on the facts being repre-
sented, will be inclined to do to these mon what is right. In
the case of the pioneer settlers of this country I feel that
neither this Government nor any Government is justified in
doing anything which is not perfectly right, and if
anything has been misrepresented-I do not pretend
to say that these gentlemen did so-but if those settlers
misunderstood the character in which these gent4emen went
out to them, I think the Government should be prepared to
give effect to the understanding of the settlers. I feel that
nothing more is necessary than to bring the matter to the
attention of the House and the Government, in order that
those people may be justly, fairly, and equitably dealt with.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There can be no objec-
tion to the motion, and the papers will be brought down.
The House will thon see from the papers exactly what took
place. Neither of the gentlemen mentioned who acted as
arbitrators acted as the officers of the Government, or at the
request of the Government; they acted as arbitrators be-
tween the Qu'Appelle Farming Company and the squatters.
Some of these mon had no legal or equitable claim. They
went out, believing that the company were going to have a
large tract of land, and to see what they could make out of
it-a very common trick in the North-West. They set up
exorbitant claims, thinking that either the Government or
the Qu'Appelle Company would pay them for their real or
imaginary improvements. However, some of them put
their cases or grievances into the hands of one of these
gentlemen-the hon. member for Leeds. These two gentle-
men went up there, one acting as arbitrator for the settlers,
with their consent, and the other acting on behalf of the
Qu'Appelle Company. They made an equitable award, I
suppose, between the Qu'Appelle Company and the set-
tiers. I have no doubt they have acted impartially, and
have no reason to doubt that the award is satisfactory to
most of the settiers. I believe there are only two or three
of the whole ot them who object, and they object because
they were found not to have had cither an equitable, a legal,
or a moral right.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). My name having been alluded to
by the hon. member for Lambton (Mr. Lister), I feel called
upon to offer a few words in explanation. Over a year since
a gentleman named Johnson appeared in Ottawa, represent-
ing certain parties known as squatters in the Qu'Appelle Val-
ley. At the same time, M ajor Bell, the manager of the Bell
Farming Company, was also in Ottawa. Before that there
had been disputes between cert du squatters and the man-
ager of the Bell Farming Company, it having been claimed
by the squatters that they were in possession of the land
there before the grant was made to the company, which
statement was denied by the company. Neither party, as
has been truly said, ever entered an action at law, on the
one part to asert their right, or on the other, to eject the
squatters from the soi]. My hon. friend, Mr. Taylor, the
momber for South Leeds, bad been acting for the
squatters, three or four of.them having come -from the rid-
ing ha represents. Major Bell, as many of you know, is an
old Brockville man, and I acted in the capacity of his solici.
tor for sone years. Well, it was proposed, eithor by the
person acting for the squatters, or by the company, I forget
which, that the questions in dispute between the company
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and the squatters should be referred to arbitration. At
that time the squatters selected the hon. member for South
Leeds, because ho had taken a very active part in trying to
get for them all the concessions from the company ho
could, and in laying befbre the Government their alleged
rights. I having acted for Major Bell for soma years, as I
have stated, ho very naturally asked me if I would act as
arbitrator, in the event of their not agreeing upon
the terms. I consented to do so, not supposing at
the time that it would be necessary for us to
visit the North-West in order to settle the differences
in question. I supposed that the evidence which had
been taken, I think by Mr. Stephenson, the colonisation agent
there, would have been used, or that the squatters would have
made declarations and sent them down here, and that in that
way we should havo been enabled to adjudicate upon their
claims. lowever, it was found necessary that Mr. Taylor
and myselfshould go up there, view the promises and the
improvements these men had made, see personally for our-
selves the ground of their complaints, and looki uto,
as far as we could, the rights of each of the parties. Now,
Mr. Speaker, I knew nothing of the Governmont whatever
iu this transaction. I had no communication, one way or.
the other, with the Government or with any official of the
Government; and although it is the right of any hon.
member of this House to move for returns, I question
whether it is the right of any hon. member to even intimate,
simply on the strength of a letter from a dissatisfied party
to an award, that another hon. member of this House has
been connected with the Government in a transaction of this
kind or any other, because that is a very serious matter. I,
as a lawyer, would be very poorly qualified to represent my
position as such at the bar, if I did not know that that was
coming very close to the line of a violation of the Inde-
pendence of Parliament Act. I had no more to do with
the Government in that transaction than I had with
any individual outside of this House; and the same
eau be said of my hon. friend, Mr. Taylor. Now, Sir,
I do not know that an award was ever yet made
which was satisfactory to all the parties to that award. In
this case, the reference was drawn by the solicitor acting
for the squatters. We had nothing to do with that; and so
far as our conduct as arbitrators is concerned, when we
were in the Qu'Appelle Valley, I can only say that we
worked as hard, I think, as we ever did before in our lives.
We viewed all the improvements those men had made; and
my hon. friend, as a practical man and a farmer, was very
well fitted to look after their rights, while I, though acting
on behalf of the Bell Farming Company, had no object in
doing anything but what was right by the squatters. I
have no hesitation in saying, as a lawyer, that I do not
think they had even the shadow of a legal right. I do not
say that in any spirit of bias against them, for I have noth-
ing against thom ; but my assertion has been borne out by
every lawyer who has looked into their claims; and I ven-
ture to assert that if the hon. member for Lambton (Mr.
Lister) investigates them, ho will find that, with one single
exception, the case of a squatter named Thompson,
these men had no claim to an inch of the ground on
which they lived. But we did not enter into that arbitration
on any such theory. We knew that some of these men, at
all events, thought that they were right, and it was in that
spirit that we entered upon our duties. So lar as the award
itseolf is concerned, I am satisfied that it is a liberal one.
There were a few of the squatters who had no shadow of a
right whatever. They merely came into the Qu'Appelle
Valley, and finding a few squatIers there who did think
they had a right, they joined forces with them and were
quite content to remain there as squatters, standing midway
between Winnipeg and the Rocky Mountains, and by
complaining of their alleged grievances, injured our country.
Now, I do not regret that my hou. friend has brought up

Mr. WooD (Brockville).

this question. So far as I am concerned, I am satisfied that
every serap of paper relating to our conduct in connection
with it should be printed and laid before the publie, thon
it will be foupd that the squatters on the Bell Farm have
been fairly dealt with by the arbitrators.

Mr. LISTER. I desire to say to my hon. friend who has
just spoken that I have no knowledge myself of the matters
referred to in the motion. As I understand, it is tho right of
every man to have his grievances, or his supposed griev-
ances, brought before the Goverument, and it is the duty of
a representative to bring those matters before the House
and the country. Now, the hon. gentleman has stated that
ho was not acting with the Government; that ho had no
communication with the Government or any official of the
Government. I am bound to take his answer; but it is
somewh&t remarkable that the award these hon. gentlemen
made provides that lands belonging to the 'Government
shall be given to these squatters. If there was no authority
for it, why was that a portion of the award ? My hon. friend
says it is not in good taste for me to refer to the position ho
occupied there. I cannot agree with him; I take issue with
him on that point. While I do not charge him with having
been guilty of any impropriety-I can scarcely believe ho
would be; I am bound to take his word for that-I say I
have, at the same time, a perfect right to make this state-
ment fully, fairly and frankly, as I think I have doue.

Mr. WOOD (Broekville). If. my hon. friend will allow
me, I will mention now what I omitted to say whon on my
feet before. I never, to any one of these squatters,
represented that we were acting for the Government.
It never entered my mind to do so, because it would be quite
contrary to the fact; and so far as the recommendation
made by my hon. friend and myself with regard to these
squatters, and the claim they should have to other lands, is
concerned, we understood that the position the Government
took was that if the squatters would settle their difficulties
with the company and agree upon whatever damagues the
company should pay them, if any damages there were, the
Government would allow them, upon other ]and they
might take up, the time they had spent upon the land of
this company. This was agreed, we understood, upon the
principle that these men thought they were acting within
the law, and this accounits for the fact that in the award
that was made-a copy of which I have here-the sugges-
tion was made by the arbitrators that the time those
men had spent upon the Bell Farming Company's land
should be allowed them. We had no interest in inserting
that clause, but did so in order to assist the squatters, if we
could. I may add, to show the good faith in which we
acted, that it was only a few days ago this was mentioned
to the hon. member for Lambton (Mr. Lister) by my
hon. friend, and the hon. gentleman would not have known
anything about it had ho not learned it from my hon. frind.

Motion agreed to.

SECTION B ARBITR&TION.

Mr. CASEY moved for:
Copies of case submitted to the section B arbitrators by the Gov-

ernment and the contractors respectively; of the evidence taken be-
fore the arbitration, and of all the records of that arbitration not
already brought down.
He said: The reason I think it desirable to get the copy
of the case submitted by the Government, and that subuiit-
ted by the contractors, is that in the agreement of sub-
mission, signed on behalf of the Government and the
contractors, no particulars are mentioned, except in regard
to one part of the claims, which I may brieffy describo as
coming under the head of re-measurement and re-classitica-
tion of the work. All the claims for consequential damages
ariaing out of the delay in the completion of section lb and
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out of reduction in the amount of work to
be done on section B itself, are contained in the
two letters of the contractors, dated January, 1881, and
2tth of February, 1883, which are included in the papers
brought down last Session. I find that the agreement of
submission signed by the Government and the contractors
refers to several Orders in Council as authorising the sub-
mission; first, one dated 28th March, 1881; the second, the
2nd of April, of the same year not brought down; and
finally one dated 9th July, 1883, closing the matter and pro-
viding for an immediate reference. All these Orders in
Council speak in the vaguest possible terms of the claims at
issue and laid before them. Tho claims are only defined in
the two letters from the contractors:

" They commenced the work under our contract il the early part of the
summer of 1879, but as the contract was awarded too late for us to
get in our supplies in the winter of 1878 and 1879, we were unable to
make much progress until the frost set in, in the month of November of
the latter year, since which we have pushed on the work with vigor,
not merely in the actual performance of the building of the road, but
also in making preparations to complete the construction of it within
the time limited by our contract, knowing, as we did, that time was of
the essence of our contract, and thaz it was required of us that our
contract should be completed by the time therein limited. We have
had to contend with difficulties of no ordinary character, and the
facilities for getting our supplies, machinery, carts and men required
for the successful prosecution of the work, and which we had a right
to rely on under the terms of our contract, viz., the use of the road
being constructed under contract 15, which, although by the terms of
the contract the Government were not bound to give access by the first
day of July, 1879, they were bound to do, to quote from the specifica-
tions (Number 98), 'sometime thereafter,' which means, as we are
advised, within a reasonable time thereafter, and which, even up to
this time, is not yet fully completed, and it i ouly since September
last that we were permitted in uny way to avail oarselves of t e use of
that portion of the road."

These are the complaints of the contractors as set down in
their letter of 7th January, 1881. This is the claim which
Sir Charles Tupper told us he had always resisted, and in
regard to which hie did not believe the contractors had the
ghost of a claim on account of delay, because the Government
had not contracted to give them access over contract 15 at any
specified time, and he had persistently refused to recognise
this claim. I think it strange, therefore, that he should
have allowed this part of the claim to go before the arbi-
trators. I doubt if it was submitted to them in definite
terms. It appears to have been included in the award of
two of the arbitrators, and dissented from by the Govern-
ment's nominee. It is possible that the arbitrators may
have granted damages on a claim which was not intended
to be submitted to them. It is absolutely necessary to let
us see the detailed case submitted by both parties to the
arbitration. If the Government case contemplates the con.
sideration of this claim by the arbitrators, I contend they
were not only acting contrary to their duty, by subnitting
suci absurd claims to arbitration at all, but were acting
contrary to the repeated declaration of Sir Charles Tupper,
that he had resisted, and would resist, the grant of any
damages in connection with that claim. Then the con-
tractors go on to point out that they have got a considerable
quantity of plant, which turned ont not to be necessary after
the reductions in rock work which were made on the road.
They specify derricks, and so on. They agy they had
made a great deal of road to get access to their contract,
and that the expense on this road was so much money
lying idle and unprofitable to them, on account of the delay
referred to. This is another branch of the first claim, and
if one is not allowable, the other should not have been
allowed. They go on to make a caleulation in figures, which
I need not quote in detail, but they point out that the redno-
tions made by the Government in the quantity and quality
of the work involved a reduction of $737,500, which, with
allowances for increase on cost of pile-driving and trestle-
work, and taking into account a reduction on the quantity
of earth work, makes a total reduction on the whole cost of
the contract Of 81,173,574. This saving, this reduction,

which Sir Charles Tupper used to allude to as a saving, has
) almost entirely disappeared since that time. The contract-

ors advanced it as a reason for getting damages. Sir Charles
Tupper advanced it as a reason for claiming credit for the
Government. Now, if we take into account the $395,000

a awarded as damages, the large proportion of the
8926,000 for which the contract for finishing the
line between Port Arthur and Winnipeg was let
to the Canadian Pacifie Railway, which must be applied
to the finishing of section B alone, and all the" other expen-
diture for arbitration and completion of work, nearly all this
large saving has vanished. The Government, in attempt-
ing to make a saving, only furnished the contractors with a
claim for damages, which has almost swept away the saving
itself. Then they go on for two or three pages in regard
to matters upon which they feel themselves aggrieved. In
the second letter they. refuse to go on with the work at all
except under certain conditions which they mention. The
great question to be decided is whether these two letters, in
all their detail, in all their contradictoriness of statement,were
submitted to the arbitrators as representing the case of the
contractors, or whether some carefully prepared case was
submitted on their behalf, and an equally well prepared
case on behalf of the Government. I doubt whether it will
be found that a carefully prepared case was submitted on
behalf of the Government, because, if one had been, I
believe the arbitrators would have followed the lines of
that case in their award, and stated how mucb was due
to the contractors on each item, as they did in their
first award, where specific questions wore submitted to
Lhem. I haev not only atsked for the case bur, for the
evidence taken before the arbitrators, which I thii k is a
very important part of the record which should be sub-
mitted to this House. By a strange fatality, following many
other proceedings of the Government which tended to
make this case look suspicious, it was decided by the arbi-
trators to exclude the representatives of the prese
from their meetings, and to keep their meetings
as secret as any of the meetings of the famous Star Cham-
ber, and so add the only clement which was needed to make
the case look supremely and utterly suspicions. Ali the
proceedings between the Govornment and the contractors
had been sLhroudcd in mystery, and when information was
extracted, that information was vague and unsatisfactory.
The final trial of the case between the Government and the
contractors was shrouded in complete obscurity. Nothing
was allowed to leak out to the public, except what was
gathered from the general statements of the contractors or
parties who had been, or were to be, examined before the
arbitration. If the Government desired to cover the case
with suspicion they could not have adopted a better plan
than that of securing the secrecy of the arbitration, Sir
Charles Tupper said last Session that it was the action of
the arbitrators themselves, that they claimed that an arbi-
tration was not necessarily a public tribunal. They may have
been right in that. I do not say chey were not. But the
arbitration would have been made a public tribunal if the
Government had requested it. The exclusion of reporters
was due to the negligence of the Government in not making
such request, and that negligence was due to a desire to
keep the evidence which came before the arbitration from
the public. They have succeeded in keeping it from the
public so far; it remains to be seen whether the Minister
will succeed still further, by treating this public evidence in
regard to a public case as confidential, as h has some other
matters. If he does so, I think there has been a consider-
able waste of public money, for I find that a certain firm of
reporters, who are not supposed to be on the most unfriendly
terms with the Government, who are not supposed to need
any little attentions of that sort to make them friendly,
were paid the enormous sum-for I think it is an enormous
sum, under the circumstances-of $3,800 for reporting this
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evidence. I think, after spending 83,800 for having that
evidence reported, the hon. gentleman ought to bring it
down.

Mr. POPE. If you will sit down yon shal1 have the
whole of it.

Mr. CASEY. I am glad to hear that we are going to
get something that we ask for. I also ask for all other
records not already brought down. This, I think, will cover
the items which I could not specify without technical
knowledge of what passed before the arbitrators in regard to
the dissent of Judge Clark and the matters in which he
differed from the arbitrators.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFC RAILWAY-REPORT OF MR.
VAN HORiNE.

Mr. BLAKE moved for :

Cories of the report of Mr. Van Horne, vice-president of the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway Compiany, of September last, and of Mr. 8. B. Read,
C. E., of the same month, with reference to the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way in British Columbia

And also, for copies of the reports of engineers of high standing as
to the route of the Canadian Pacifie Railway at the point where a tem-
porary line has been built, referred to in the letter from Mr. Van florne
to the Minister of Railways and Canals, of 19th May, 1884, and for
any report of Mr, Fleming on the subject, in the possession of the rail-

the large rock slide immediately east of the long tunnel through a spur
of Mount Stephen. All of the elide, except abaut one hundred and fifty
feet in width, seelas to have been formed from gradual accretions, as the
face of the solid rock forming the cliffs south ot the line has weathered
and worn away. There is no evidence of any recent movement that
could not be guarded against. Bushes of varions kinds grow on the old
and gradually accreted portion. The one hundred and dfty feet of the
slide above referred to, is the track of a small stream that cornes out from
under a glacier about one thousand feet above the grade line. This
glacier extends up Mount Stephen, nearly or quite to the summit, the
upper portion being hidden from view by a projecting spur of the moun-
tain. This smnall stream is radually accumulating debris from the gla-
cier, and in times of extreme summer heat, when the largest amount of
snow and ice is being melted, a flood of water rushes down this slide,
carrying with it the accumulated debris into the valley below with great
force. A trusa bridge one hundred and fifty feet in length eau be built
over this slide through whîch these accumulations can ne ptssed with
safety.

"a But the temporary line around this place is so well built, and promises
to answer present purposes so well, I should think it unwise to spend
any money on the intended permanent line until the traffie really de-
mands it."

I had supposed, from having read this in the newspapers,
that there was no question as to the permanent line, as to
the route which he adopted, and as to the engineering pro-
bleis involved in its location; but another paper, which je
referred to in the latter portion of this motion, as to the
letter of Mr. Van Horne, of the 19th May, 1884, leads to a
different conclusion. It je amongst these returns that were
brought down in pursuance to a resolution of the flouse.
Ie says this:

way company. "Plans and profiles of the proposed line, from the summit of the

Rie said: The reports te which I have allade- were Rocky Mountains down to the Columb a River, covering the most diffi-
cult work on the entire line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, have

made publie some time ago by the company, apparently, already been submitted to you.
and they were printed in the Montreal -erald of 2th Septem- "While this section of the lina, with some modifications in places, is

er, 1884. The reort of Mr. Van Horne is a very interest- entirely feasible and the best that can be obtained, some important
bar, •T pengineering questions have yet to be settla, as regards some portions of

ing document to the company, announcing the result of his it. It has been examined by a considerable number of engineers of high
tour of inspection, more particularly over the British Colum- standing, who, while agreeingas te the general question of the feasibiity
bia section. It contains, amongst others, these paragraphs : of the lina, and its merits as compared with any other, differ widely

as te what should be done at particular points.

"From the favorab!e character of the wàrk and the progress already "Several extensive boulder slides on the mountain sides have to be

made, I think there will bc no difficulty in completing the mountain crossed, and there is some doubt as to the probability of tbeir move-

section within a year from this date, and for Si 000,000 ieas than the ment ; and at Tannel Mountain, above the lina ot the railway, a glacier

estimate of last winter. Within the same time, the eastern section will exîsts,the movement and effect of which are as yet unknown, and.eau
alse be completed, so that by Seotember next a through rail connection only be surmised. While the proposed permanent linaeis entirely feasible,
between Montreal and the Pacific coast will be established." notwithstanding the existence of the glacier and the boulder seldes, the

local mndifications necessary te protect the lina against their move-
Then we are particularly informed that Mr. Van Horne is ment should any be found te occur, would materially increase its cost.
happy to state, as one result of that trip, that his doubis ",This diffic"It section occurs at the beginning of our present sea-

sona work, and embraces a tunnel through hard rock of about 1,400 feet
about the value of the mountain section had been entirely in length, only about eleven miles fromn the present end of the track,
removed ; and after giving interesting deta4ils of the cir- and this tunnel must be completed before the work beyond eau be reached
cumstances which have removed those doubts, which had to advantage. lu the opinion of the construction engine ers, this would

existed up te that time in the mmd of the vie- resalt in delaying the final completion of the lina, nearly if not quite
unhappily eeone year. The question of time being au important element in addition
president and engineer of the railway company, as to the te the grave engineering question before mentioned, the company, at
value of the mountain section, and after discussing othor the suggestion of Mr. Sandford Fleming, who had examined the lina in

person and whose suggestion was approved by aIl of the engineers
portions of the line, he proceeds to say :familiar with the ground, whose opinion was asked, decided upon a tem-

"I do not hesitate to say that the Canadian Pacifie Railway has porary lina dropping down from the summit of the Rocky Mountainsinto
more good agricultural land, more coal and more timber, between e comparatively level valley of the Kicking Horse river, by means of a
Winnipeg sud the Pacifie coast, than all the other Pacifie railwa rade of 232 feet per mile, following the river valley several hundred
combined, and that every part of the line, from Montreal te the Paci feet below the lina as located on the mountain side, and intersecting
will pay.1 the located lino again about thirteen miles from the point of divergence;

and as some years might be necessary te deternine the disputed ques-
Well, I will not trouble the House with the details of tions regarding the permanent lina, it was decided to make the tempor-
this, but I think it is such an interesting general report ary line available for operation for as long a time asmight be necessary,

andoL, cttmaking the gradients uiform, the curvature as lightas practicable, andand contains so many attractive statements, that it wile constructing tke lina substantially. This temporary line is estimated
well that we should have it amongst our records. Then to cost about $403,000, and the heavy gradient of 232 feet per mile will
the report of Mr. Read, the engineer who was instructed be four miles in length. A heavier gradient was used without difficulty
to make a survey and inspection of the line, contains num- on the Northern Pacifie Railway, pending the completion of a long tun-

n te .n n nel, and similar gradients have been used on one or more other railways
erous interesting particulars; but the one to which I wish crossing the western mountain ranges. This heavy gradient occurs on
especially to draw attention, is that with reference to a section of the railway where the traffie must be very light
the temporary track. Mr. Read saye: for many years, where there will be no local traffic

whatever, and where three, or at most four trains,
"I gave some attention to the nine miles of temporary track that has each way per day will carry all the business to be doue, se that for a

been built around a tunnel, and seme heavy work in the vicinity of number of years te come there will be ne pressing need of a light' r
Mount Stephen, for the purpose of saving a year's time in completing gradient at the particular point mentioned, and it would seem that the
the road throngh to the Pacifie. This part of the road has four per immediate expenditure of the large amount necessary te build the
cent. grades and curves, of tan degrees. As far as I examined this permanent lina at that point would be unwise as well as unnecessary,
temporary lina, I found it thoroughly built, with seventy pound rails as it would not appreciably affect the transportation of freight and
(per yard), and first-claus fasteninge. It will answer all purposes for passengers or the cost Of operations.
traffie for years te come, without material increase in the cost of oper- "Moreover, I have no hesitation in stating that the differanoe in the
atiug. The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe, and other roads crossing the cost of constructing the permanent line at the present time, when the
Rocey Mountains, have grades equal te or exceeding this one, work must be pushed to the utmost limits and when wages are unnatu-

"I also examined the section of the proposed permanent line aronad rally high, as compared with doing it without.pressure of time and when
which the temporary lina kas been built, and especially, as you suggested, wages have returned to normal rates, will amount to the entire cost of

Mr, CAay.
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the temporary line, so that in the end the cost of the railway when fully
completed will not be affected. This expedient was decided on shortly
after the close of the last season's work, and the cost of the temporary
Une was included in the estimates of the cost of the completion of the
entire permanent, Une as submitted by the company to the Government
during the last Session of Parliament. Similar expedieno s for the saving
of time and ultimate expense are very common on large works of this
kind. The plan and profile of this temporary Line will be submitted.n"

There are several points which are important in connection
with this communication. In the first place, it appears
that there is a considerable divergence of opinion on the part
of numerous engineers who have been consulted, and have
given opinions as to the metbod of overcoming the difficul-
ties in the construction of the permanent lino of the Cana:'
dian Pacifie Railway at this point. In the second place, it
appears that these differences of opinion are partly due to
the circumstance that there are several boulder slides and a
glacier, the local movement of which is not ascertained, and
it will take several years to ascertain what the local move-
ment is, so that engineers will be able properly to doter.
mine how the lino may be constructed. While Mr. Van
Horne assures us with groat positiveness that the lino is
feasible, ho equally assures us that it will take several years
to find out the proper mode of construction, and therefore
the necessity of establishing a temporary line, which, he
thinks, notwithstanding the enormous through traffic which
is to pass to and from the east over the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, will answer very well. I should not have said
" notwithstanding the enormous traffic," because ho says
the traffic will be very light for many years, and ho thinks
thore will be no harm in having a temporary line with a
grade of 242 feet, which is now found to be 2,37 feet to the
mile. It seems teobe important to obtain the opinions ofthose
engineers which are stated to have been obtained by the
company, and which indicate different methods or sugges-
tions as to the solution of this problem, which, however,
after inspection by those engineers, Mr. Van Horne doclares
will take several years to solve before you can get even the
data for its solution. Thon we are told that the Government
ought to provide for the construction of the temporary as
well as the permanent lino eut of the loan and subsidy, be-
cause Mr. Van Horne does not presume to say that the
price of the permanent lino, at the rate at which work is
boing prosecuted, would cost much more than the tom-
porary lino if the work was gone about in a leisurely
and reasonable fashion, and by prosecuting the work in a
reasonable fashion, enough would be saved to build both
the temporary and the permanent lino. So it appears that
the price which is going to be paid in consequence of hurry-
ing through with the work is not quite clear. You find the
ergineers stating that $400,000 would be saved on that
small section of the railway by going a little slower, and
yet Mr. Van Horne proposes that the country should pay
for the temporary lino bocause, ho says, that in the end the
temporary and permanent lino would cost no more than the
permanent lino, if we put it through at the same rate as the
rest of the work was prosecuted. Thon yon have the chief
engineer considering this subject and dealing with it. He
says:

e nstruction of the Northern Pacifie Railway a course was pursued
similar to that now suggested by the vice-president."

[le proceeds to state the instances on the Northern Pacifie,
and thon goes on to say:

" My estimate of the cost of this 13 miles, if constructed rapidly, was
s978,000; and [ have stated that if sufficient time be granted, it uan, in

my opinion, be built for at leaist 33 per cent. less, or for $656,00. This
difference, together with the rails and aleepers available for the te-upo-
rary line, would enable the company te build the two lines at an ex-
penditure within my esti-nate for the permanent line. If this estimate
be correct, little or o los. could arise from building the temporary line,
and communication from ocean to ocean woulbi be accomphshed earlier
than by permanent line."

Thora is the statement, and upon that statement an Order
in Council was passed, authorising the granting out of the
loan and subsidy of payments for the construction of the so-
called temporary line. Those statements are, I think,
statements of high consequence. They indicate very serions
difficulties in the locating of the permanent line, difficul-
ties, it is said, not to be solved at the present time. They
indicate tremendous grades for the line which is to carry
the traffic over that portion of the railway for a great many
years. They indicate grades-while the maximum grade
on our standard railway is 80 feet -of 232, which now ap.
pears to be 237, or nearly three times as great as the maxi-
mum. They indicate, also, divergence of opinion on the
part of the engineers as to the method of overcoming the
permanent difficulties. They indicate an exceedingly light
traffic for this portion of the line; they indicate that the
rate at which the work is being pushed forward under the
arrangement made by the Government has caused the cost,
in this region, and under those circumstances, to be one-half
as much again as if it had been proceeded with under the
contract.

Motion agreed to.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Returns showing :-lst. The total number of timber licenses and per-
mita to eut timber, sawlg3, cordwood, ties, or poles,.on lands not with-
in the disputed territory, applied for an refused since lut February,
1893. 2nd. The date of each rejected application, and the name and
iesidence of each applicant. 3rd The geographical location of the
area applied for and not granted, and the area of the same. 4th The
offer of bonus, and Crown dues or stumpage in each or any case accom-
panying such application. 5th. The reason assigned for refusai in the
case of each offsuch rejected applications.-(Mr. Blake,forMr. Charlton.)

Returns showing:-Ist. The total number of applications made and
not granted, for licenses or permits to eut timber, sawlogs, cordwood,
ties and poles, within the territory lately in dispute between the Pr.sv-
inces of Manitoba and Ontario. 2nd. The date of each rej-ieted appli-
cation and the name and residence of each applicant. 3rd. The geo.
graphical location of the area applied for and not granted. 4th. The
offer of bonus, and of Orown dues or stumpage in each or any case
accompanying such application. 5th. The reason assigned for refusai
in the case of each of such rejected applications.-(Mr. Blake, for Mr.
Charlton.)

Return giving copies of ail regulations or orders issued by the Depart-
ment Of the Interior, concerning the sale or management of agricultural
lands, timber laude, pasture lands, mineral lands and town sites, since
26th February, 1884.-(Mr. Charlton.)

Return showing :-1st. The names of grazing land lessees who have
cattle upon their leaseholdsu; the number of acres in each leasehold ;
the date of the lase; the geographical position of the area covered by

ueach lease ; the number of the lease ; the number of cattler ree Being called.upon to report upon this matter, I have the Jhonor te u ;th erdatho bths leasehold was first stocke with
state that my estimate of the probable cost of the western division of cattle ;eadehe teate n o aehoed bs eases 2nd.
the central section did not include the building of a temporar>' lino at ,atl and the aggregste number cf acres coveret b>' such beases. 2nd.
an Point, but wa merely intended te cover the coat of the construea The names of grazing landlessees who have not placed cattle upon their

anypoit, ut as erey itenedto ove th .cstof he onsru- leaseholds . the number of acres in each leasehold ; the geographical
tien of the permanent ine withiu two years. Titis estirnato was a closelashdu;henmootcrsiecheahoi;hegoahil
one, and if the construction of the permanent lino within thattime be position of the area covered by each lease ; the number of the lease and

oneandif he onsructon f te prmaentlinewitin hattim behe aggregate number of acres covered by such leases.-(3£r. Charlton.)
insisted upon, there will not, I behieve, be any portion of the loan orto
subsidy available for the proposed temporary section; and if the plan Statement showing:-lst. All sales of coal lands since 23rd April,
row proposed is to be carried out, and if the company look to.the sub- 1883 ; the name and residence of each party to whom sales have been
sidy and loan ouly, I see no meaus of doing it, unless both temporary made ; the number of acres sold to each . the price per acre received
and permanent lines can be brorght vithin the limita of those re- from each ; the location of the land sold; the total number of acres sold,
sources. At the same time, were this temporary line in operation and and the total amount received from such sales. 2nd. All leases of coai
the permanent line completed, save this gap of 13 miles, and were the lands made since 23-d April, 1883- the name and residence of each
construction of this 13 miles allowed to proceed leisurely during sev. lessee ; the number of acres leased to each ; the payments made by
eral years after the road is in operation, I have no doubt it could be each- the location of each leasehold; the total number of acres leas9d
donc more cheaply by at least 30 per cent. than if pushed forward at and the total sum derived from such leases, the considerations paid and
the present time, when labor is dear ansj means of acces costly. royalties collected ; and also from aIl other charges, if any. 3rd. Copies
There is no difficulty in working a grade of 232 feet, and during the of all applications, correspondence, protesta, and written communica-
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tions in relation to coal lands sold or leased since 23rd April, 1883.-
(Mr. Charlton.)

Return showing amount paid out on account of High Commissioner to
London since the creation of the office; showing separately the amount
paid on account of residence, furniture, and all fittings and additions
thereto, and amount of salary paid to 1st January, 1885, and ail items
or allowances on account of taxes, light, fuel, travelling and other ex-
penses, inclnding salaries of private secretary and other servants or at-
tendants, each item separately set out, up to Ist January, 1885.-(Mr.
McMullen.)

Return showing:--l. The number of Canadian voyageurs sent to
Egypt last autumn under orders of the Imperial authorities. 2. Names
of said voyageurs, with places of residence when enlisted. 3. The
names of ail officers of the Dominion forces or of the militis of Canada
sent in command of said voyageurs, with pla ce of residence. 4. The
names of ail officers of the Canadian militia who applied for permission
to join the expedition to Egypt, or cffering in any other capacity.-(Sir
Richard Cartwright.)

Return showing :-lst. The total number of applications for timber
licenses or berths in the Province of British Columbia, and within 50
miles of the lne of the Canadian Pacific Railway; the date of such appli-
cation ; the place from which it was made; the name and address ofthe
applicant ; the area applied for and the geographical situation of the
same ; whether the application was rejected or granted, and, ifrejected,
the reamons assigned for the sane. 2nd. The total number of applica-
tions for timber licenses or berths in the Province of British Columbia,
and within 50 miles of the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, made
to the Government of British Columbia and transnitted to the Depart-
ment of the Interior at Ottawa ; the date of sncb application; the place
from which it was made ; the name and address of the applicant; the
area applied for and the geographical situation of the sane; whether
the application was rejected or granted, and, it rejected, the reasonassigned for the smre. rd. A surnary statemnent showing the number
of licenses or permits granted, either upon applications made at Ottawa
or made at Victoria and transmitted to Ottawa, designating
when the application was made, the date of the application and
the name and address of the grantee. 4th. The geographical loca-
tion of the area covered by each license or permit issued, and
the number of square miles embraced in each, and the aggregate
amount of the sarne. 5th. The amount of bonuses or per-
missions received upon each and the aggregate amount of the same.
6th. Full particulars as to the Crown dues or stumpage charged or
chargeable upon each license or permit issuied, as to whether by per-
centage of values or specific charges. 7th. A statement in case of each
license or permit issued, as to whether the Government had caused a
survey to be made of the sarne and was in possession of estimates made
by its own surveyors, woodsmen or bushrangers, as to the kinds, the
quantity and the quality of timber upon each area covered by such
license or permit. 8th. Whether, in each case where a license or per-
mit was granted, the berth was put up at public auction, after due
public notice was given, inviting tenders, and was sold to the highest
bidder, or whether granted upon application or tender from the grantee,
without .inviting public competition. 9th. In case of application by
two or more parties for the sane berth, and competition between them
for the purchase of the same, the name and residence of each applicant
and the particulars of the tender made by each. 10th. Copies of ali
claims, petitions, remonstrances, letters or communications made to the
Government respecting snch permits or licenses, applied for or granted;
also a copy of ail maps or plans showing the location and areas of such
licenses or permits. llth. A minute of all assignients of such licenses
or permits recorded with the Government, with the names sud residence
of the assignor and the assignee and the consideration in each case
paid.-(Xr. Charlton).

Copy of any further commission or Order in Council, or correspon-
dence touching the position or salary of the High Commissioner of
Canada, not already brought down.-(MIr. Blake.)

Statement showing, in the case of each election which has taken place
since the general election of 1878:-(l.) The date of certificate of the
judge or court showing the election was void, or of the communication
from members that there was a vacancy, or of the member's warrant to
the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, or of any other instrument underwhicb prmmary action was taken tewards a uew electien, specifying in
each cae the nature of the instrument. (2n) Date et receip ,by bm
Speaker or clerk, as the case may be, of above instrument. (3.) Date of
the issue of speaker's warrant to the Clerk of the Crown in (hancery
to make a new writ. (4.) Date of the receipt of the Speaker's warrant
by the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery. (5.) Date of the issue of new
writ bythe Clerk of the Orown in Chancery. (6.) Date of despatch of
new writ to returning officer. (7.) Dates named in new writ for nomi-
nation and polling respectively. (8.) Dates on which nomination and
polling took place. (9.) Date of return. (10.) Date of receipt of returnu
y Clerk of the Crown in Chancery.-(Mr. Blake.)
Copies of all Orders in Council, leases, correspendence and other docu-

ments in possession of the Government, in reference to the leasing of the
pieceof property in the city of Kingston known as the Tête du Pont
Barracks.-(Mr. Platt.)

Return of correspondence, reports of engineers and others, in refer-
ence to the construction of a breakwater at Salmon Point, together
with lista of tenders and amount of each, and alil other documents in
possession of the Government relative to the above mentioned work,
-(Mr. Platt.)

Mr. BL.rAn.

Return of correspondence, petitions, reporte of engineers, light-
house inspectors, and others, in reference to change in dimensions or
location of the lighthouses known as "range lights," at Weller's
Bay, Ontario.-(Mr. Platt.)

Return showing, in detail, all moneys paid since the 23rd day of Jan-
uary, 1883, for and on account of ail proceedings, by way of preparation
or otherwise, in the matter of the northerly and westerly boundaries of
the Province of Ontario, including the expenditure of the reference of
the said matter to Her Majesty's Privy Council, England, and including
fees to counsel, 'solicitor and agents, and including all sums paid to the
Hon. John O'Connor in connection with the said matter, and the sums
paid for printing his report or memorandum, together with the amounts
paid, to whom and when paid ; also all other expenses incurred with
respect to the said matter or relating thereto, with the names of all
persons to whom and on what account the payments were made, and the
dates of such payments respectively.-(Kr. Lister.)

Copies of all permits, liberties or other papers given to any person or
persons to cut timber in any part of the territory declared by Order of
the Queen in Council to be within the Province of Ontario; and of all
Orders in Council, departmental regulations or orders relating to the
sarme.-(Mr. Mills.)

Copies of all Orders in Council, leases, correspondence and other
documents in possession of the Government, in reference to the leasing
of the piece of property in the city of Kingston known as the Market
Battery.-(Mr. Platt.)

Return :-1. Of aIl contested cases judged upon the merits in the Su-
preme Court of Canada, during the twelve months ending lot February
instant. 2. Of the dates of final arguments. 3. Of the dates of final
judgment. 4. Of the divisions, when such have been among the judges,
at the rendering of the final judgments.-(Mr. Curran.)

Copies of all reports, correspondence, contracte, Orders in Council
and other papers, in connection with the arrangement under which pub-
lic moneys have been paid by the Government to the ailiax Steam
Navigation Company.-(Mr. Blake.)

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

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 10:30 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TuEsDAY, 24th February, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 62) to amend the Act to incorporate the Bank
of Winnipeg.-(Mr. Watson.)

Bil (No. 63) to incorporate the Portage la Prairie and
Lake of the Woods Navigation Company.-(Mr. Watson.)

CIVIL SERVICE ACT.

Mr. CHAPLEA U. I desire, with the consent of the
House, to give notice of a resolution which I desire to add
to the resolutions respecting the Civil Service Act. It is to
provide for the salary of one or more superintendents of
letter carriers, the salary not to exceed $800. I find this
has been overlooked. I therefore move that the flouse
resolve itself into committee on Friday next to consider the
following resolutions :-

1. Resoived, That it is expedient to provide that each member of the
Board of Examiners appointed for purposes of the Civil Service Act,
shall receive a salary of six hundred dollars per annum .

2. Reaolve, That it le expedient to provide that the members of the
Board shall be paid such travelling expenses while engaged in their
work, as may be determined by the Governor in Council.

3. Resolved, That it i expedient to provide that the Governor lu
Council may appoint a secretary to the Board, with a salary not exceed-
ing one thousand dollars per annum, and a clerk having a qualified
examination certificate, to assist the Board, and the latter shall be a
third class clerk of the Department of the Secretary of State.

4. Resolved, That it is expedient to provide that the minimum salary
paid to a chief clerk shall be one thousand eight hundred dollars, with
an annual increase of fifty dollars per annum, up to a maximum of two
thousand six hundred dollars.
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5. Resolped, That it is expedient to provide that when the duties of

any superior officer or clerk, during his absence or by reason of his
demise, but not through superannuation, are continuously performed by
an officer or cIerk of an inferior class, or junior rank, during a period
of more than three monthu, the officer or clerk performing such duties
may, on the recommendation of the Deputy Hlead, concurred in tby the
Head of the Department, by Order in Council, and provided that funds
are available under Parliamentary vote for such payment, recelve in
addition to hie ordinary pay the difference between such ordinary pay
and the pay of the oficer or clerk whose duties he has performed for the
time he las performed such duties. Aa

6. Resolved, That is expedient to provide that all payments of money
to permanent employés, other than salaries to be made under the pro-
visions of the Civil 8ervice Act, and whether specifically stated or not
in the estimates submitted to Parliament, shall be made only under the
authority of the Governor in Council.

7. Resolved, That it is expedient to provide for the appointment of one
or more superintendent of letter carriers, at a salary not to exceed $800
each, as may be determined by the Guvernor in Council.

Motion agreed to.

RETURNS.

Mr. McMULLEN. I beg to call the attention of the Sec-
retary of State to the fact that a return for which I moved
last year, showing the amount paid to printing'and publish-
ing companies in the Dominion for a number of years back,
has not been brought down in full.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have already laid before the House
all the information that was in the Department with refer-
ence to this subject, and nearly everything which was asked
for by the motion. I hope to be able to place the remainder
before the House in a day or two.

Mr. VAIL. I desire to call the attention of the Minister
of Customs to the fact that a return laid on the Table yester-
day, purporting to show the quantity of sugar imported at
Halifax and Montreal, is incomplete, so far as regards Hali-
fax, inasmuch as the quantity is simply given in bulk, with-
out giving the vessels' names or the details for each cargo.

Mr. BOWELL. I am under the impression that the
paper laid before the House contains all the information
asked for, if not more than was asked for. There are two
distinct propositions in the motion, and only in the second
-the one referring to Montreal-are these details asked for,
and in the return they are given for that port. If the hon.
gentleman desires the same information with regard to both
ports, he should have asked for it. I was very particular
in ordering that full return should be made, especially as
the fact bad come under my observation and knowledge
that there has been some discussion in the newspapers and
among the merchants as to the relative value at which
sugars are entered.

Mr. VAIL. The Minister of Customs must surely have
seen that the closing part of the motion referred to both
places.

Mr. BOWELL. It does not say so.

Mr. VAIL. I do not see how it can be understood other-
Wise, as it must be obvious that the object was to get a com-
parative statement, and that, therefore, the return would be
of no value unless the figures were given for each cargo. 1
take it for granted, however, that he will have no objection
to furnishing the correct information, and if not I suppose
it will be open to me to move another motion, as I know he
is disposed to give us all the information we require. I
may say that I do not want the information for any par.
ticular purpose except to enable me to judge of the relative
value of the sugars imported.

Mr. BOWELL. There is no possible objection to bring-
ing down all the information the hon. gentleman asks for,
but I leave it to the House to say whether Ministers are
to attempt to fathom what gentlemen want when they place
motions on the paper. If they state distinctly what they
require, I am quite sure the Departments will supply the

information at once. If he requires a statement for Halifax
similar to that which I have given for Montreal, I will
have great pleasure in handing it to him; but in the next
motion he puts on the paper I hope he will kindly state
what ho wants and all he wants.

THE BUSINESS OF THE SESSION.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders of the Day are called I
would call the attention of the First Minister to three subjects
that are referred to in the Speech, upon which I should
suppose by this time we should be supplied with some
papers. The first is with reference to the Hudson Bay ex-
pedition, the report of w.hich was to be laid before us. I
think it is time that we should get this report. Then in the
9th paragraph, a statement is made with reference to the
necessity of encouraging the speedy construction of linos
of railway through the North-West Territories, and we are
told that we shal be asked to aid railway enterprises by
liberal grants of ]and. If the Government has adopted a
policy on that subject I think the papers announeing that
policy should be laid before us, even although the form of
the parliamentary action to be asked for is not yet divulged.
Reference is also made in the Speech to the exhibitions at
Antwerp and London, and we are asked to consider the
best means of aiding these objects. The sane organs to
which I referred a short Lime ago indicate that the Govern-
ment has adopted a policy in this matter, and that com-
missioners have been appointed who have been ongaged for
the prosecution of their work for some time. I think,
therefore, that the papers which would show the policy
adopted, as far as possible, should also be laid before us
without delay.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I find on enquiry that
the report respecting the Hudson Bay expedition is attached
to a report of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries. With
respect to the grants to railways in the North-West the
papers are all ready, with the exception of those relating to
one road, that is the Manitoba and North-Western. That
company has been urging an alteration in the terms, and
that subject has been under discussion; otherwise the papers
would have been brought down.

Mr. BLAKE. Are the others brought down ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. BLAKE. Well, I think we should have them.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. • Yes, I think so. All the

correspondence and Orders in Council respecting exhibi.
bitions will be brought down.

THE BUDGET.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I stated last week, in answer
to the hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) that I hoped to be able to make the financial state-
ment on Friday. The estimates for next year are not com-
pleted yet, and therefore I shall have to name Tuesday of
next week.

THE FACTORY REPORT.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Can the hon. Minister,

or any member of the Printing Committee, say whether the
Factory Report will be printed and distributed within a day
or two ?

Mr. BERGIN. It is being printed. It is in the hands of
the printer now.

CHINESE COMMISSION REPORT.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I desire to ask the right hon.
leader of the Government when we may expect the report
of the Chinese Commission ?
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Mr. BLAKE. Ask the Seoretary of State.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I hope to have a Message w

report before to-morrow.

THE DEPUTY SPEAKERSIIP.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the third rea
Bill (No. 26) to provide for the appointment of a
Speaker.

Motion agreed to on a division, and Bill read the thi
and passed.

CENSUS OF THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. P3PE moved consideration of Bill (No. 21)
vide for the taking of a census in the Province of M1a
the North-West Territories and the District of Keewi
amended in Committee of Whole.

Sir RICHAR D CARTWRIGHT. Before that mc
put I desire to call the attention of the flouse to a p
which I called their attention in Committee, respect
desirability of acquiring information on two or thr
tional points-in the first place, the material of whi
bouses in the North-West are composed, in the
place, the number of apartments in each houn
in the third place, the number of families r
under each roof. Now, I can hardly understandi
reasonable a request, for information which ever
gentleman in this House knows is in itself vi
should be refused. If I understood correctly the
offered by the Minister of Agriculture, it was
because he considered that at the present moment the.
too many lists in the schedule committed to the en
tors. On that point I shail have a word or two
presently. But I desire to call attention to this fac
that this infoi mation is in itself very desirable, and
next place, that it will, if obtained, give us a better
of testing the advance of the North-West, from tunie t
than almost any other item in the census schedule
was recently laid on the Table. This is one of the ve
items which, if included in the returns, it would be
power of the enumerators to take with reasonable ac
In almost every other case the enumerator is obligec
pend on loose and vague statements made by the
consulted. In this case he can with his own eye
himself with all the information I desire him to
Moreover, it can be got at a minimum cost; all tha
quired is to add a line or two to the census paper.
that paper is already very large, but no serions expei
be incurred by complying with the request I make.
other countries I know of, such informatio:
be obtained fr .m one quarter or another, and w
it is or is not included in the census return
matter of no moment ; but if we are to have this
mation, it is only by means of the census enumerato
we can obtain it. I have always considered the absence
class of information from the consus of 1871 and 188
rious omission; and I desire not only to obtain it for 819
and the North-West Territories, but I desire that the
dent shoukd be establhshed, so that in taking future ce
this very valuable item of information may form part
regular details required by law. Now, Sir, in orde
the flouse may know that I am warranted in sayin
the census, as at present taken, abounds with a great
details which can by no possbility be accu-ate, I wi
call attention to certain items in the census of 18
find there that nearly twenty pages, and somethin
fiteen distinct entries required to be made up all ov
Dominion, are devoted to items like these : Total n
of pounds ot home-made butter, pounds of homE
cheese, pounds of grapes, bushels of other

pounds of maple sugar, pounds of hops, and a variety
ith the of items of the sane kind. Now, if accurate information on

these points could bave been obtained, the hon. Minister
might have been justified in asking for it, and in loading
down the census tables with all these details; but Iput it
to the common sense of every hon. gentleman in this House

ding of whether one farmer in a hundred, or in five hundred, is able
Deputy to give the cousus enumerators the number of pounds of

home-made butter or cheese he bas produced, much less the

rd tuenumber of pounds of grapes or of maple sugar. Any one
who lias paid any attention to the way in which such infor-
mation is obtained, knows that farmers scarcely ever dream
of keeping accurate accounts of these various matters. Tho
fact is that all these details are simply guesses, and nothing

to pro- more; not one of them can be depended on. They are
anitoba, approximations, more or less accurate, generally less accu-
atin, as rate than more. I dare say the information would be valu-

able if it could be relied on; but the bon. Minister, who is a
man of pi actical experience, knows that very few farmers

tion is keep accurate accounts, even of the quantity of grain thoy
Oint to raise, much less of these details with which the census is
ing the encumbered. Now, I do not want to harass the Minister,

ee addi- but I say that it is an act of pedantry on his part to insist
ch the on getting information on such details, which ho knows can-
second not be accurate, and to refuse to get information on the points

se, and to which I have referred. I move:
esiding
why so That the said Bill be not now considered, but that it be re-committed

to amend clause 4 by inserting at the end thereoi the following words :
y bon.' "the material of which each dwelling is constructed, the number of
iluable, rooms it contains, and the number of families residing under the same
reason roof."
partly .Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman says it is of the utmost

re were importance that we should know what the houses are made
umera- of, how man y rooms in each, and so forth; but it is of no
to say consequence that we should know how many pounds of
t, first, sugar are made in the country. Well, that is like a great
in the many things the bon. gentleman has said. He says
means these people are guessing. It is ho who is guessing. lie

o time, says the quantity cannot be obtained. Why, there is not a
which man who makes sugar, who does not know almost to the
ry few very pound how much ho makes. Is there a man who
in the raises hops who cannot tell how many pounds ho sells ? Is

curacy. it not ridiculous for the hon. gentleman to say that this in-
d to de- formation cannot be got directly ? It is the vory informa-
parties tion you can get directly.
supply Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is not.
obtain. Mr. POPE. I think this House will agreo that it is

True, very important we should know how much sugar, how
nse can many pounds of hops are used-much more important than

In ail to know exactly what kind of timber a bouse is made of
n eau or how many rooms it bas. Does the on. gentleman sup-
rether pose there is a farmer in the country who makes butter and
s is a cheese who does not know how many pounds of each he

infor- makes?
irs that Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes.
of this- Mr. POPE. The thing is perfectly ridiculous. It shows

1, a se- what an impracticable man the bon. gentleman is. Let the
amutoba hon. gentleman condescend once in a while to dine with a
prece- farmer, to go to a farmer's house and look at him, and the

ususes- farmer will tell him at once that what the hon. gentleman
of the bas said is perfectly ridiculous. I object to this work ther thatb on. gentleman proposes. I do not see any possible good

g that that an come from taking such information just now. If
many it were a question of taking a new census, I would consider

il just the hon. gentleman's proposition; but just now when we
381. I have taken a census in the rest of the Dominion without
g like this particular item, I think the hon. gentleman should de-
er the cide to withdraw his motion.

e-made Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. Certainly not,
fruits, Amendment negatived on a division.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then I propose to
move:

That the said Bill be re-committed to amend the saime, by adding at
the end of the last clause the following words: "that it shall be the
duty of each.enumerator to met down in a.separate column the names of
aIl persons included by him in the populaon of hie district, who are
not at the time of the taking of the said census actually present in the
said district."

Now, I want to call the attention of the House to this.
During the taking of the preceding cousus, we, from this
side, called attention to the manifestly freii',iiient intention
with which it was taken. The result of' that census has
been that we have paid 8500,000 for a document as to
which we only know this, that it dos not contain one
single statement that can be relied upon; that in the very
first statement, the most important of all, the statement of
the number of people who are now in the Dominion of
Canada, that census has been deliberately and fraudulently
falsified, and falsified for a purpose; and that that purpose,
so far as the hon. gentleman, the hon. the Minister of Agri-
culture, and those who support him could make it, was, I
believe, to deprive the Province of Ontario of its legitimate
representation.

Mr. POPE. I call the hon. gentleman to order. He las
no right to say that the Minister of Agriculture falsified
those returns.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I say that tho cen.
sus was taken in a way to produce a false ropresentation.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think that the hou. gentleman stated
that the Minister of Agriculture had frauduléntly taken the
census for a purpose. In that he is not in order.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What I say is, that
that census bas been taken in a way to render the state-
monts made in it worthless. That census has been takon
in a fashion which lias caused several thousands of people
in every Province to be put down as residents of this coun-
try who are not residents there. There may have been
many purposes for that. It may have been from an
adherence to an absurd and obsolete system of taking the
census ; and it may have been for the purpose of depriving
the Province of Ontario of a large share of the representation
to which it is entitled; it may have been that it was supposed
that by this mode of taking the census many thousands
would be counted to one or other Province, which that Pro-
vince was not entitled to have, and in that way that the
Province of Ontario, in which that was not so likely to hap-
pen, would be deprived of a considerable portion of its
representation. But whatever may have been the object,
whatever may have been the purpose, the fact romains thati
we have a census which cost us $500,000, if not more, andi
of that cousus, no man who takes the trouble to analyse it,
to scrutinise its tables, can affirm with certainty any pro-j
position except that in the most important part of all, it
exaggerates by thousands of people the number of persons,
supposed to be resident in Canada. That is the1
result of the system which bas been adopted. From1
various portions of the country I have heard complaints as
to the way that cenosus has been taken. Over and over
again, instances have been given to me in which men who1
have been absent from this country for three, five, seven,(
eight, and ton years, and who have no sort of intention ofE
returning, have been put down as inhabitants of the Do.1
minion of Canada. I say it is very unfortunate that this1
has been doue, because it authorises very great and veryi
deserved distrust of all the statements which are made in
this cousus. Now, I desire, as far as possible, to prevent(
that fault being committed again. If the hon. gentlemen1
are really desirous of giving us the facto, if they really de.
sire to show us, not those whom they imagine or whom1
they think ought to be in Canada, but who are in Canada-(
mn any part of it-at the time of the taking of the cousus,1

thon they can have no objection to take the census in their
own fashion, but at the same time to insert a column in
which shall be stated the number of persons and the names
of the persons whom they admit not;to be in that part of
Canada in which the consus is being taken at the time it is
taken. If they do not do that, thon we shall know perfectly
well that this cenaus is not being fairly taken, that it is not
being taken with a view of aacertaining the number of
people that are bere. Now, in the case of Manitoba, and
the other territories, there is a double reason for this.
Naturally enough, the people who suppose that they may
receive additional subsidy or additional representation by
virtue of this census, may be a little disposed to exaggerate
their number. That is one of the points in which the
enumerator is often obliged to take the statements of the
head of a family without being able to satisfy himself of
their perfect accuracy. By doing what I propose the
Minister may secure a return according to bis own fashion,
if ho pleases, but ho will, at loast, give us the means of
checking this return, of ascertaining who were in the
country at the time. There can be no excuse here such
as was applied in other cases, that a large number of
people, at the time of taking the census, might be
absent in the prosecution of their ordinary avocations.
That excuse cannot be applied to the Province of Manitoba.
All that we demand, all that I demand, in this matter is
that the Minister shall have a separate column, in which the
names of those who are not at the time the consus is taken
residing in Manitoba shall be stated. If he declines, there
can be only one inference teobe drawn, and it is that this
census is to be utterly incorrect, that this census, for which
I presume we shall be called upon to pay a large sum of
money, will be so incorrect in regard to the most important
figure of it that we shall only know, as we know in regard
to the census of 1881, that it does not show the number of
people actually at that time residing in Canada.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the hon. gontlo
man bas not exercised his usual calm discretion in using
the language ho did in proposing this amendment. He said
that this system was obsolete and effete, though it is the
same which las always existed in Canada, and, I think, in
the United States, and I am not sure whether it exists in
England or not-no, it does not exist in. England-but the
position of the population in the United States is similar in
almost every respect to that of Canada, and therefore this
system must be considered an effective system and not at all
obsolete or absurd. 1 do not think the hou. gentleman isjusti.
fied in taking that line, especially as the system was adopted
and approved of by Parliament, and I think the hon. gentle-
man did not exorcise is usual discretion when ho said not
only that this was done for a purpose, but that it was done
for an improper purpose, for the purpose of depriving Onta-
rio of its proper proportion of population, and that not only
were the Government and the Minister chargeable with that
improper purpose, but those who supported them wore also
chargeable with it. In other words, the hon. gentleman
charged all the members from Quebec, Nova Scotia, New
Brunswick, Prince Edward Island, Manitoba and British
Columbia with having entered into a fraudulent
conspiracy to rob poor Ontario of its proper repre.
sentation. That is the deliberate statement of the bon.
gentleman. I do not think that those gentlemen in the
House who were here at the time when the census was settled
will admit that that charge is a correct one. With regard
to the motion, the desire of my hon. friend whob has charge
of this Department is to bave the census taken in exactly
the same way as the last census was taken, to the same ex-
tent and with the same particulars, so that it will be on all
fours with the consus of 1881. When the next general
census takes place and the whole subject is resumed, it may
be that, with the progress of the country.and with the in-
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creased light of experience, the de jure system may be
altered and the system adopted which now obtains in Eng-
land, where there is a fixed population, where the people are
not transitory to anything like the same degree as they are
in Canada. The general directions which are given with
respect to the mode of taking the census are shortly
these:-

" The principle adopted for the registration of the population is that
which is called by statists the population de droit or de jure; that is,
the population legally domiciled within the territory of the Dominion,
and including ail persons who may be temporarily absent from their
place of abode, whether at the fisheries, at sea, or in' the forest, wilder-
nasa, etc.

'ÂIl persons are to be registered in the Province and particular
locality in which their home, family dwelling or place of abode is
situaie, although they may bappen to be in other parts of the Dominion,
in the forest, or at sea, or in foreign parts, on the day with reference
to which the census is taken.

"In order to make the details of this system of registration very
c'early understood, cases that will occur in practice are furnished in
the form of instruction as follow :-

"Sea-faring men or fishermen at sea on the coast, lumbermen or
hunters in the forest, merchants or tradesmen, or laborers, or travelle rs,
or students, or any others happening to be temporarily absent from
home and not permanently settled elsewhere, are not to be considered
as absent for the purpose of the census ; but their names are to be
registered by the enumerator as being present. Therefore, the names
of seamen at sea, college students and school children, of the sick in
hospitals, ot inmates temporarily present in educational, charitable, or
penal institutions, are to be taken down in their own Provinces, at
their own domiciles or homes, and not at temporary abiding places or
institutions. ln other words, aIl living members of one family are to
be registered as being present at the family abode, unless they are
settled in hes of thir own, or bave left the country with the inten-
tion not to retur."J

This system, I think is the one best adapted to our scattered
and transitory population, and I think it would be a great
mistake to have the census taken on any other principle,
introducing new particulars, from that which obtained in
1881. We want the census, in the first place, for the pur-
pose of comparison, and, secondly, for the purpose of ascer-
taining the scattered population in the North-West, and I
think;the people of the North-West will feel that, instead of
it being the deSire ofmy friend to exaggerate the population
there, ho is trying to diminish the actual number of people
in the North- West by the course ho is taking. I hope the
bon. gentleman's amendment will not hoecarried.

Mr. BLAKE. I am unable to agree in the reasoning of
the hon. gentleman, or in the accuracy of his historical
retrospect of the adoption of this system. I recollect very
we'l when the first Census Act was passed providing for
the census of 1871. I recollect enquiring across the floor-
I think it was I who made the enquiry, but, at any rate, I
recollect an enquiry being made as to the principle uponi
which that census should be taken, the de facto or the de
jure system. I recollect the hon. gentleman himself, then
as now the First Minister, answering that it would be takenj
on the de facto system, which ho thought the proper sys-i
tem ; and that measure passed on the faith of that state-i
ment that the census would ho taken on the de facto system.
But, when we came back, we found that it had been taken
on the de jure system. I have no doubt that the hon. gentle
man made the statement in good faith, that it was his inten-
tion to have it taken on the de facto system, but, without
further consulting Parliament, ho changed his mind and
had it taken on the de jure system and that is how
we got into the way of the de jure census. I do not1
agree with the hon. gentleman that this amendment
involves a departure from the de jure system. I en-
tirely agree with him that having had our census of 1871
and that of 1881 on the de jure system, and this being
one for the:purpoe of comparison, the same general prin-1
ciple ought'to apply; otherwise I should advocate a census
on the de facto system. But we called the attention
of the Government, on the last occasion of the dis.

Sir JouN A. MAODONALD.

cussions in Parliament, to the importance of securing this
additional information in that sense. Now, nothing that
my hon. friend proposes is to make this census less accu-
rately one capable of being compared with the results of
the census of 1881. Ie does not propose that the principle
shall be altered in the slightest degree; ho doos not pro.
pose that the column shall be changed, that the instructions
shall be changed, that anything shall be done except to pro-
vide this additional information not provided by the consus
of 1881, and what those of us who have given attention to
that subject know to be the facts of the census of 1831), and
know to be essential-this additional information as to the
number who are taken as inhabitants of the district and who
are not within the district. I have had it from men in
various parts of this Dominion, to whom the enumerators
applied, that they were asked: Well, how many children
have you ? So many. Well, are they hore ? No.
A son, two sons, a daughter, two daughters, are away.
Where away? In the States. llow long away? Ton,
fifteen, twenty years. Well, do you think they will nover
return? Oh! I can't say they will never return. I hope
to see my son again, I hope to see my daughter again.
Down they went, although it was quite certain that if they
did return they would return only as visitors to the paren-
tal home, although they had adopted a new residence.
Now, I have had that statement made to me over and over
again by respectable individuals whom I saw, and who
voluntarily communicated the tact to me in particular dis-
tricts. Gentlemen who had taken pains to ascertain found
that in the census district with which they were connected,
numerous instances of this kind occurred, cases in which
the party who was counted had in no case been less than
ton years, and in some cases, twenty years away. Ail that
is asked is that we shall have this check upon the operations
of the enumerator, and this piece of information for the
public-how , many mon and women, what percentage of
the whole numbers whom you count as residents of the dis-
tricts are, in fact, at that time, non-residents; that is all.
The very circumstance that the enumerator is called
upon to give this statement ivill be an important check ;
it will be an important lever towards accurate enumera-
tion. He will be told ihat if ho reports a very
large percentage on the total number as belonging to
a district who were not present, whon the visit was
made, this fact will cast suspicion upon his enumera-
tion, and ho will be disposed to be more rigid than
the enumerators were formerly as to whom ho shall
count. These instructions were offered for his guidance
when the last census was taken. They are admirable
instructions; the hon. gentleman bas read them to us, but
we know they were not complied with. We know that thes e
instructions which dealt with men who were temporarily
absent on a fishing voyage, with the girl at a boarding
school, were extended by the enumerators to cases of por-
sons who wore not in that position, but were in the position
I described a little while ago. While we' cannot ascertain
that while you cannot call upon the enumerator to state the
duration of the absence of each person whom ho counts, you
can take that broad and general test of how many of all
you count are actually there-what proportion are there
and what proportion are away. I say that is an easy thing
to be done. It does not add to the cost, it does not add to
the complexity, but it will add to the accuracy and value
of the census very much.

House divided on amendment of Sir Richard Cartwright:

That the said Bill be recommitted to amend the same, by adding at
the end of last clause the following words: "That it shall be the duty
of each enumerator to set down in a separate column the names of ali
persons inclnded by him in the population of the district, who were at
the tire of the taking of said census actually present in the said dis-
trict."
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Allen,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain (Wentworth),
Béchard,
Bernier,
Blake,
Bourassa,
Burpee (Sunbury),.
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Middlesex),
Campbeli (Renfrew),
Cartwright,
Casey,
Casgrain,
Catudal,
Charlton,
Cockbun,
Cook,
Davies,
De St. Georges,

YEÂS:
Messieurs

Edgar,
Fisher,
Fleming,
Forbes,
Geoffrion,
Gillmor,
Glen,
Gunn,
Harley,
Holton,
lunes,
Irvine,
Jackson,
Kin,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Langelier,
Lister,
Livingstone,
Mackenzie,
McGraney,

Mc Tsaae,
MeMullen,
Mills,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Platt,
Rar,
Rinfret,
Robertion (Shelburne),
Scriver,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Trow,
Vail,
Watson,
Weldon,
Wells,
Wilson, and
Yeo.-62.

NAYS :

Messieurs
Abbott, Dupont, Mclelan,
Allison, Farrow, McNeill,
Amyot, Ferguson (Welland), Massue,
Bain (Soulanges) Tortin, Mitchell,
Baker (Victoria), Foster, Moffat,
Barnard, Gagné, Montplaisir,
Beaty, Gaudet, O'Brien,
Bell, Gigault, Ouimet,
Belleau, Girouard, Paint,
Benoit, Gordon, Pinsonneault,
Benson, Grandbois, Pope,
Bergeron, Guilbault, Pruyn,
Bergin, Guillet, Reid,
Billy, Hackett, Riopel,
Blondeau, Haggart, Robertson (iHastingg),
Bossé, Hall, Royal,
Bourbeau, Hesson, Rykert,
Bowell, Hickey, Scott,
Bryson, Hilliard, Shakespeare,
Burns, Homer, Small,
Cameron (Inverness), Hurteau, Sproule,
Carling, Ives, Stairs,
Caron, Jamieson, Taschereau,
Chapleau, Jenkins, Tassé,
Cimon, Kaulbach, Taylor,
Cochrane, Kilvert, Temple,
Colby, Kinney, Tilley,
Costiga, Kranz, Townshend,
Cou ghlin, Landry (Kent), Tupper,
Coursol, Landry (Montmagny), Tyrwhitt,
Curran, Langevin, Wallace (Albert),
Cuthbert, Lesage, Wallace (York),
Daoust, Macdonald (King's), White (Cardwell),
Dawson, Macdonald (Sir Joha), White (Hastings),
Desaulniers (Mask'ngé),Mackintosh, White (Renfrew),
Desaulniers (St M'rice),McMillan (Vaudreuil), Wigle,
Desjardins, McCallum, Williams,
Dickinson, McDougald (Pictou), Wood (Brockville),
Dodd, McDougall (C. Breton),Wood (Westmoreland),
Dundas, McGreevy, Wright.-120.

Amendment negatived.

Mr. MILLS. I beg to move in amendment:
That the said Bill be recommitted, so as to provide that the census be

taken in the Province of Manitoba, and in the Districts of Assiniboia,
Alberta and Saskatchewan.

I need not detain the House with any observations, I called
the attention of the House to that subject when the Bill was
before us for a second reading. Hon. gentlemen will know
that the North-West Territory embraces about two million
square miles, and the District of Keewatin is of very con.
siderable extent. I mentioned the other day, and I repeat
it now, that there are no settlements in the District of
Keewatin, and there are no indications that there will be
any settlement there for years to come; that the districts I
have mentioned are districts within which the Government
have for some years been carrying on surveys, through
which a railway runs, and where any projected linos of
railway that may be undertaken for some time to come will
be found. It embraces the whole country known as the

fertile belt. It seems to me that if the Government are
auxious to ascertain the population of the North-West
Territory for practical purposes oftener than once in ton
years, they should confine their operations to those districts
where settlement is going forward. I have in my hands
here a map showing those districts where they are
going forward. There will be ample room for the
work which the Government proposes to undertake
within these particular limits. The districts not embraced,
that is, the terrritory lying north of the fertile belt
and the whole Keewatin District, are districts to which no
settlers have gone in, where no population will be found
except, perhaps, a few trappers who are engaged in trading,
and the Indians, who are of nomadic habits. It seems to
me that the proposition is a reasonable one. It is consistent
with the duties this House owes to the public, because it
embraces the whole territory, within which it is desirable
the work should be done which the Government have
brought under the attention of the House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDOINALD. This matter was discussed
when this Bill was before the House before. The officials
will make enquiry in the vicinity of Winnipeg and thore-
abouts, and if there are no people in Keewatin there will be
no census ; if there are any white people or half-breeds they
will be taken.

Amendment (Mr. Mills) negatived on a divizion.
Bill read the third time and passed.

MARITIME COURT OF ONTARIO

Order for the House to go into Committee on Bill (No.
11) to extend the jurisdiction of the Maritime Court of
Ontario (Mr. Allen) read.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I- think there was a sort
of suggestion thrown out by the leader of the Opposition
that this Bill should be postponed for some considerable
time.

Mr. BLAKE. It was thrown out from the other side.
The hon. gentleman threw it out.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I received te-day a
deputation of a number of shipowners, of large shipowners,
who are alarmed at the effect which this Bill would have if
it became law. They bad a meeting last week in Toronto,
and the Toronto association appointed a respectable and
influential body of representatives to protest against this
Bill. I desire that all the objections to the measure shall
be set out, and then fully considered. I hope the hon.
member will not press the Bill, because there is no hurry
abolt it.

Mr. ALLEN. Lot the Order stand.

WHAIRVES AND DOCKS IN NAVIGABLE WATERS.

Mr. TUPPER moved the second reading of Bill (No. 18)
respecting wharves, docks and piers constructed in navig-
able waters. He said: This Bill, of which I have charge,
is, as I stated on a previous occasion, of considerable interest
and importance to the shipping interest of the Dominion
and to our mercantile people. It deals with a question
hitherto untouched by our legislation, and affects particu-
larly that kind of property of which there is so much in the
Dominion, namely, wharf property, and the rights of owners
to grants of water lots in navigable waters. According to
the law as it now stands and the decision of the Supreme
Court of Canada in several cases, there is no legirslation by
which the owner of a grant of a water lot can erect on that
water lot a wharf. The law-lays down that a wharf built
in such waters can be deemed an obstruction, and is an
obstruction to navigation, all the Queen's subjects having
a right to navigate without interruption navigable waters.
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So that the different wharves and structures in the harbors
of this country are at present in such a position that they
are liable to destruction, and the owners have no redress.
This subject, being one of great importance, I propose that
this Bill be read the second time and carefully considered by
a Select Committee, because I am aware that great caution
must be exercised, and I must confess that the clauses have
not been so carefully considered as is desirable in a Bill
dealing with such an important subject as this treats. After
the Bil has been read a second time, I shall move that it
be referred to a Select Committee, which I am prepared to
name, so that the whole subject, and the different decisions
affecting it, which have been given by our own courts, may
be carofully considered, and some measure arrived at which
will satisfactorily deal with the question. In Massachusetts
the subject was dealt with long ago, when that State was a
British colony; and there, I believe, there was power vested
in a local authority delegated by the Legislature, by which
the local authority or superintendent decided how a wharf
should be built Ôr a dock constructed. And by dock, as
stated in the Bill, I mean what we generally under-
etand in Canada as a dock-water between different
wharves, in which ships lie from time to time. This
Bill is drafted somewhat after the Bill dealing with
the erection or construction of booms in navigable
waters, and provides for the filing of a plan of any
proposed wharf or dock, the same to be subject to the
approval of the Governor in Council ; and it proposes in
respect to those wharves already erected and standing, as 1
say, without any legislative authority and thorefore exist-
ing by mere sufferance, to legalise them for a year, as in
the case of the Boom Bill of 1883. If those ditferent
wharves are not approved within a year, they will be
treated in the same way as booms in a like position are
treated under the Boom Bill. This Parliament has dealt
with the question of obstruction in navigable waters in the
Boom Bill of 1883, and last Session the subject was also
touched upon in the amendments to the Public Works Act,
chap. 16, Act of 1884, where the right of supervision was
vested in the Minister of Public Works and the Minister of
Marine in regard to the foreshore. I move that the Bill
be read a second time.

Mr. KAULBACI. I hope this Bill appearing for its
second reading, is not intended to have a retrospective
effect, or that it will in any way interfere wilh the rights
of private parties, rights to lands and lands covered by
water, vested in them by the Local Legislatures of the dif.
forent Provinces previous to the passage of the Act known
as the British North America Act of 1867.

Mr. DAVIES. So far as this Bill deals with the con-
struction of wharves and piers in those portions of the
navigable waters which the Supreme Court of Canada,
by its decisions, have determined to be under the
control of the Dominion Government and the Dominion
Parliament, I have no objection to it. But so far as it
attempts to legislate away existing vested rights in wharves
and piers which have been legally built by the authority of
local statutes, and in waters where the Dominion authorities
have not sole control, I do object. The matter is, a very
important one, for perhaps the line where the provincial
jurisdiction ends and the federal jurisdiction begns is not
very clear. I think the hon. gentleman is right in refer-
ring the Bill to a Select Committe, for in its present form
it is one which can nover be consented to. For instance,
nany of these wharves and piers were built 70 or 80 years

ago under a local statute and they are perfectly legal. They
do not interfere with navigation, and at any rate they are
essentialy necessary, and to say that it should be within-the
power of the Dominion executive to declare them illegal
structures, or to interfere with these vested rights, would
be monstrous. I understand that the leader of the Govern-

Mr. TuPPxa,

ment himself does not assent to such a proposition ; but I
believe that under the Bill that would be the effect, and
that no matter under what authority the wharf was con-
structed, if the Dominion Government does not approve of
it, it becomes a nuisance. So far as the Bill legislates in that
direction I am strongly opposed to it, but so far as it is pros-
pective in its operations, and is confined to waters over
which the Dominion Government has control, I think its
object may be a good one. If I vote for the second reading,
it must be with the distinct understanding that I oppose
the retrospective character of the Bill and those clauses
which interfere with vested rights.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman is
quite right, as the Bill is one which will not interfere
with the logislative action of the difforent Provinces. It is
of a sinilar character with an Act passed in 45 Victoria
respecting bridges over navigable rivers, and also 48 Vic-
toria, chapter 43. I quite agree with the proposition of my
hon, friend, the pronoter of the Bill (Mr. Tupper), that it
should go to a Special Committee, and I think my hon.
friend from Charlottetown (Mr. Davies)-

Mr. TUPPER. I have the hon. gentleman's name on the
committee which I intend to propose.

Mr. BLAKE. I am sorry the Government doos not
think proper to take charge of this measure as it is a much
more important one of necessity than the analogous one to
which the hon. gentleman refers, with reference to booms
in navigable waters. Its application is much more extended,
and yet the Government thought the other measure import-
ant enough to bring it down as a Government Bill. Of
course that does not prevent its being within the compe-
tence of the hon, gentleman to introduce it to the
attention of the House-I am not raising that question-
but I think a measure which affects such a num-
ber of existing interests of one kind and another should be
dealt with on the responsibility of the Government, and I
should like to have seen the hon. gentleman offer to take
charge of this Bill. If ther have been, as I believe there
have been, in various localities throughout Canada, wharves
or piers, or what we sometimes call docks-because that
word is oftentimes in the West applied to the wharf instead
of to the water-space between two wharves-erected for
whole generations without formal or legislative or executive
authority-and it all are to be placed in this precarious
position, that the right of the present proprietors is to be
subject to their bringing lu their maps and plans within
twelve months, and getting the assent of the Governor lu
Council, I am afraid there may occur a vast amount of
utterly unnecossary expense to multitudes of persons. I do
not suppose the hon. gentleman's Bill is intended to render
lawful wharves and piers which are at present lawful.

Mr. TUPPER. No, it is not.
Mr. BLAKE. Quite so; I was speaking of the hon. gen-

tieman's intention, and not what the hon. gentleman has
done. But mark this; it being now the statement of the
promotor of the Bill, that he does not intend to ask us to
make unlawful those which are lawful, the first section
applies only to those which are unlawful at this day. To
what end, therofore, shall you provide that:

"No wharf, dock, or pier, shall be constructed or maintained (except
only as provided by section 4), etc."

At this moment, all the wharves and piers which this Bill
can at ali affect must be wharves and piers which can be
dealt with as nuisances, which are unlawful now ; and why
then declare that twelve months from date, they shall be-
come nuisances and shall not be maintained ? It must be
to facilitate the proceedings for their destruction, for their
abatement, and render it easier that the ancient wharves or
piers in respect of which there might be some presump-
tion, or at any rate an extremo disinclination on the part
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of a jury or tribunal te deal with adversely and deal with
them on the same footing as if they had been erected
a year or two ago. I think that would be an unfortunate
state of things. My impression is that in the vast majority
of cases to which the Bill applies, it will be found that no
harm is done to navigation and no disturbance will take
place, by the proprietors of the wharves or piers. But if
you are to expressly declare that their title is bad, if you
are to negative the legality of their maintenance, you cal
on them to come in here and bow down to my hon. friend
before me and prepare plans, and thon, if ho thinks proper,
they must go down. Thon my hon. friend objects that the
fourth clause may be construed as rendering unlawful thosé
which are at presont lawful. Of course this would be a
monstrous proposition except on the ground of great public
interest-this interference with the rights of individuals,
of which the hon. gentleman has shown himself so great a
champion in a controversy which I shall not mention at
this moment, and thoreby disturb the harmony of the occa-
sion. I do not· know what is the purpose for which the
hon. gentleman proposes to give the power which is to be
given by section six, to charge tolls. If the wharf or dock
is lawful, or is to be made lawful under this Act, then in
common law the right which may follow from the owner-
ship of the lawful dock or wharf to charge tolls will exist
irrespective of the Act. But it is possible that they
may be given a new right in favor of the individual
as against the public as to terms on which the wharf
would be used, which would be improper. The clause,
therefore, as it strikes me at this moment, is unneces-
sary for the protection of the owner of the wharf or
dock in his exercise of the common law right, because
that is enough; and if any circumstances now exist which
disable him by usage or otherwise, from taking such tolls as
h. has the right to take, I do not see that we should say
ho should bi given the right. I throw out these ideas to
show that difficulties and complications may arise, and that
the Bill is one which should properly come under the
responsibility of the Administration.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am not at all prepared
to dispute the arguments of the hon. gentleman in support-
of his contention that this Bill deals with a subject to be
taken charge of by the Goverunment. Still, my hon. friend,
on his own responsibility as an independent member of
Parliament, introduced this Bill without any previous con-
cert or communication with the Government, and the Bill
boing before the House, the House had botter deal with it.
The Bill will go to a committee, where it can be carefully
considered, and when it returns from the committee it will
be then for the Government, as it will be their duty, to
consider whether they ought not to give a decided opinion
on the Bill as reported.

Mr. WOODWORTH. This Bill deals with interests so
great and of such mammoth proportions that I agree with
the observations made on the other side of the House, in
favor of the Government taking it under their charge. In
my own county there are some 15 wharves which are more
or less public. I applied to the Department of Marine and
Fisheries, which, under the Act of 1877, deals with this
class of public works, and I found a great deal of trouble in
inducing the Government to take over these wharves and
make them Dominion wharves to all intents and purposes.
They are built under the authority of the Local Logislature
of Nova Scotia, from which they have received from time to
time very large amounts of aid. My hon. friend opposite, who
led the Government of Nova Scotia for a number of years,
knows that the estimates every year contain appropriations
for these wharves; so that they have become vested rights,
and for this Parliament to touch them in any way injuriously
affecting their interests, would arouse a great deal of com-
plaint among the people of Nova Scotia. It is a very
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delicate subject, which calls for the exercise of great care
by this House that the vested rights of no corporation or
quasi corporation are affected hurtfully by this Bill. I
think the law officers of the Crown should look into this
matter very carefully, and see that it is not dealt with in a
higglety-pigglety manner, and the authoritative declaration
of the Government should be had before any Bill like this is
allowed to become law.

Mr. WELDON. According to my observation, this
is one of the most important Bills ever brought before this
House. If passed, it would very seriously interfere with
all the owners of property- bordering on the Gulf of St.
Lawrence and the Bay of Fundy, where there are high
tides. We know that wharves teobe useful at all must be
up to low water mark, or oven beyond it. Many of the
lands on the Bay of Fundy, are granted down to low water
mark. In the City of St. John the wharves are built to
the harbor lino, which is fixed by the law of the Province
of New Brunswick, and extends out below low water mark.
The effect of this Bill would be to compel all these owners
before the end of twelve months to get their wharves legal.
ised. There is a distinction between wharves and booms.
In the case of booms a conflict of authority bas
arisen between the Dominion and Local Legislatures
as to the granting of powers to boom rivers, and
we know that booms which entirely cross a stream,
must necessarily, to a certain extent, temporarily
impede navigation. Wharves, however, are different;
they do not necessarily obstruct navigation, although
it is a principle of law as laid down by my hon. friend,
that a party has no right to build a wharf below low water
mark where it may interfere with navigation. I quite
endorse the remark of the hon. member for King's, Nova
Scotia (Mr. Woodworth) that this is a.matter which ought
to be dealt with by the Government. With regard to the
question of tolls, in many cases, wharfage and other tolls
are regulated by the Local Logislature, and the effect might
be very serions if the Parliament gave power to wharf
owners to impose reasonable tolls. The effect might be
simply to leave the different wharf owners to charge what
they please, or what might be considered reasonable or
unreasonable in the view of the owner of the vessel or the
owner of the wharf. Perhaps there would be no objection
to establishing some supervision over wharves in waters
over which this Parliament has jurisdiction; but it seems
to me that to pass a retroactive measure, affecting wharves
which have been built for upwards of sixty or eighty years,
would-be fraught with great danger and hardship.

Mr. VAIL. I am glad to see that the importance of this
Bill is fully acknowledged by the House, and I do not think
too much has been said as to the desirability of getting this
question settled, because, as has been said, it is very dimcult
to see where the jurisdiction of the Dominion ends and the
jurisdietion of the several Provinces begin. lu Nova Scotia,
se far as I understand the matter, the local authorities have
claimed the right to grant water lots in the harbors and on
the shores outside of the harbors. The question las been
raised as to the right of the Provinces to grant water lots
within the harbors; and I believe the Dominion Govern-
ment itself has been somewhat doubtful on that question,
because, if I am correctly informed, only a little over a year
ago the Dominion Government applied to the Local Govern-
ment of Nova Scotia for the grant of a water lot in the
harbor of Halifax. This shows that the question is an
unsettled one at present, and I am very glad that we are
to have some legislation which will settle this important
question. I hope, whether this Bill goes to a committee or
whether the Government take charge of it, the right will not
be given to the Dominion Government to interfere with the
wharves and piers on the shores of the bays of Nova Scotia,
at all events. We have bays from five to ton mileS in width,
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some of them having fifteen or twenty piers on their shores,
and it cannot be held for a moment that any pier that could
be built in waters so extensive as those would at all
interfere with navigation. It is quite right the Dominion
should have complete control over all matter affecting
navigation, and so long as they have the control over
harbores and the water lots within the limits of what are
still known as the harbors of Nova Scotia, I think it is
quite proper for them to leave the others in the hands of
the Local Governments. I hope the committee appointed to
examine this Bill and remodel it, will take into considera-
tion the important effects it will have, if left in its present
shape, on the shores and bays of Nova Scotia, outside of
what are considered at present as harbor.

Mr. TUPPER. 1 am glad to notice the unanimity of
hon. members with regard to the importance of the principle
involved in this Bill. The hon. member for King's, when
he understands the causes that have led to its introduc-
tion, will be one of the warmest supporters of this measure.
As I have said, it is not framed with that care and ceution
such a Bill requires, and is justly open to the criticisms
passed upon it by the leader of the~Opposition, and the hon.
member for Queen's, and the hon. gentlemen who followed,
in regard to the manner with which the idea which I have
in view is embodied in the different clauses. My object is
not to interfere with the legislation anterior to 1867. 1
know that in Prince Edward Island and New Brunswick
there is legislation dealing with this subject before 1867.
That demonstrated the necessity now, since our courts have
decided that such legislation is useless to support rights
ac ired since, for this Bill. The hon. member for King's will
fin OD further enquiry that it is in the interest of every

will see, it is a substitution of a clause for the forty-third sec-
tion of the Act passed, 32-33 Vic. The object of my amend-
ment is te make this statute conformable to the English
statute dealing with this subject. The main alteration is that
justices of the peace are vested with the jurisdiction te award
compensation in cases of common assault or battery. Hither-
to clothing was often destroyed or damage done by these
offenders, and a justice of the peace could only impose a fine.
This enables the Justice of the Peace te do what I think ho
ought to be able to do, award compensation not to exceed
ton dollars. That is similar to the provision of the English
Act dealing with this subject, and therefore there is a
further amendment introduced, making this a matter
cognisable by two justices, instead of one as heretofore,
because of the additional jurisdiction which is vested in the
magistrate's court, this power of awarding compensation
There is also the omission of the power which obtained in
the old Act, but is not in the English Act, of praying the
magistrate to proceed summarily. The English Act leaves
it in the bands of the court below, either to proceed sum-
marily or to send the matter te a higher court. It is
desirable, I think, to have a clause framed conformably to
the English Act, so that we may have the benefit of English
decisions in connection with it from time to time. There
is also another alteration which is similar to the one I pro-
posed ln another Bill, enabling the justices to include in the
conviction the order, not only for the fine and the costs, but
also for the charges of conveying the offender te the place
of confinement. The form of conviction includes that, and
the justices invariably follow the printed form, but it has
been held on certiorari that the conviction could be quashed
because these two last lines are not authorised by the Act.

man who owns at present a water lot below low water Mr. DA VIES. So far as the amendment of the hon. gentle-
mark. There is no desire to interfere with vested man is concerned which merely alters the section enabling
rights; on the contrary, my object is to secure them, a person who has been fined to be imprisoned for the costs
to enable owners to recover dockage dues or wharfage and charges of conveying him to prison as well as the costs
dues because the courts have decided they cannot do of the cause, I have no objection, but there is one clause in
so unless the wharves are sanctioned by proper legislation, the Bill of the hon. gentleman which I think may give rise
unless the property they use is protected by proper to no little difficulty. For an assault now a man is fined,
legislation; some legislation is therefore desirable. The and that fine goes to the Crown. None of it goes to the
criticisms with regard to the fourth section are correct; prosecutor in the nature of damages, and there is a part of
the Bill does not sufficiently exempt from its operation the assault section which prohibits a prosecutor from suing
those rights about which there is no dispute, that is the in a civil action if ho once prosecutes in a penal action.
rights acquired under legislative authority previous to That, however, has been held ultra vires, it has been held
1867; and in regard to the sixth and last clause to which that this Legislature has not the power to take away the
attention was called, the clause dealing with collection Of right to sue for private damages. The idea is a very good
tolls and dues, I quite concur that where you have built and one to enable the magistrates in trivial assault cases to
own a wharf you have authority by law to collect, for the award 810 or $12 as compensation, if we have the power to
use of the wnarf, a fair and reasonable toll. This clause pass it. I question it, however. It seems to me that it is
was inserted by me because a similar declaratory clause, as altogether within the civil rights belonging to the Local
it were, is found in different English Acts regulating the Legislatures, and, if we exercise it, if we have the power to
rigbts of owners of wharfs and pr>perty of this character. exorcise it, we take away the man's right to
It is, I take it, merely declaratory, and nothing more. I go before the courts and sue civilly for damages.
-am very glad to find that the important principle involved fie would be estopped afterwards from going into another
bas drawn the attention of hon. members, and is likely to court and suing for damages. Now, after prosecuting for
be followed by legislation which I am sure ail proprietors a breach of the law and punishing hie assailant by a fine
of wharves are anxious to obtain. which goos to the Queen, ho may sue for damages, and ho

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time. is not limited to $10, $20, $30 or $100. I hed a case the
other day in which large damages were found, because the

Mr. TUPPER moved: man was scriously injured, but, if you allow the magistrate
That this Bill be referred to a Select Oommittee composed as fol- to give oven $10 damages, I think the civil remedy would

iows :-Messrs. M cCarthy, Wood (Brockville), Cameron (auron),Mulock, be taken away from the man, and so my hon. friend would
Davies, Weldon, Ouimet, Bossé, Laurier, Langelier, Girouard, Town- defeat the, to soma extent, the very meritorious object ho has
shend, McIsaac, Woodworth and the mover. in view. I suggest the advisability of taking out of the

Motion agreed to. Bill altogether the por.tion of the section which enables a
QFFENCES AGINST THE PERSOIN. magistrate to give compensation.

Mr. TUPPER. The criticism of my hon. friend opens
Mr. TUPPER moved the second reading of Bill (No. 42) to up a very large subject. At present, under the criminal

amend the Act respecting offences against the person. He law in regard to property, the magistrates have the power
said: I introduce this Bill at the suggestion of one of the of awarding compensation in addition to the fine, and I do
judges of the county courts of Nova Scotia, und, as the House not know of a case in which the point has been raised

Mr. VAIL.
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which the hon. member now raises. At the first blush, I
do not know with what success it could be raised. There
have been many cases wbere damages have been awarded
for malicious injury to property in addition to a fine
Therefore, I think I must press upon the House this clause,
especially as the hon. member admits that it would be fair
that the magistrate should have that right. I think, too,
the hon. gentleman's argument could be answered in this
way, that, though the Act says a certain sum ehall be
imposed by way of fine and so much for compensation, still
it is not enabling the man to recover damagos or enjoy a
civil right, and so le not interfering with the jurisdiction of
the local legislature. It is specified that the punishment
shall include the fine and so much in addition, all as a
punishment. The hon. gentleman's criticism, if it be sound,
will affect a considerable part of the criminal law as it now
stands. This principle obtains in the criminal laws dealing
with petty injuries to lands and personal property in the
case of trespasses, and I do not see why exception should
be made in regard to persons in cases of common assault.

Mr. MILLS. I think it is pretty clear that this is a mat-
ter of civil riglt so far as compensation for any personal
injury is concerned. I do not think we have a right so to
deal with the criminal law as to embrace the civil rights of
the parties as a more incident of our legislation. If one
man commits a trespass upon the property of another, any
damages ho may have done to the property and may be
liable for in a suit for civil damages certainly could not be
controlled by our legislative action here, and I can see no
difference between that and this case. If we have been
dealing with the civil rights of parties as well as with
offences against the criminal law, we ought to retrace our
stops. If there are any such cases on the Statute book, it
is clear that we have been exceeding our powers, and we
should not persevere in a course of that sort. Even if
we had the power to legislate, we ought not to
himit the compensation to the sum of $10, because
a magistrate might compensate in that way when
the effect would be seriously to injure the party who was
entitled to damages. My learned friend beside me has
mentioned the case where a party obtained an offer of $100
damages for injury done to him by a similar action. Now
if this clause were law and a magistrate acied upon its pro-
visions and granted compensation to the extent of $10, then
the party would be precluded from bringing a second action
for zhe same injury. It seems to me that this is clearly
ultra vires, and thut howover meritorious the Bill may be in
other respects this portion ought to be struck out.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There may be a question
as to whether this does not affect civil rights. The Bill is
very convenient in the interests of peace, of course. I think
the magistrate shouId have the power ot punishing the party
by fine going to the Crown and also by fine going to the
prosecutor. But i do not see, oven if ho had the power of
granting compenation, exoept at the special instance of the
prosecutor, that ho would be deprived of his right of civil
action by any legislation of ourr It might be well that the
law should provide that the fine should be so much, a cer.
tain portion togo to the prosecutor u pon his stating that ho
abandoned his civil rights. That would be ail very con-
venient, but still the point taken by the hon. member, I
think, is a good one. I would snggest to him that the debate
be adjourned until the matter can be more fully considered.
I move the adjournment of the debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-DEBT.

Mr. CHARLTON asked what was the aggregate amount
of floating or unsecured debt of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way Company on the first day of the prcsont month ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government are
unable to answer the question; they have no information
on the subject.

TREATY BETWEEN THE UNITED STA'TES AND
SPAIN.

Mr. VAIL moved for:
Copies of ail correspondence with the Imperial Government on the

subject of the flig Treaty between'the United States and Bpain,whereby
American products are admitted into Cuba and Porto Rico on more
favourable terme than the products of the Dominion.
He said: A few days before the close of last Session, I
called the attention of the Governmont to a treaty or
arrangement which had been entered into between the
Government of the United States and the Government of
Spain, whereby certain products of the United States are
admitted to entry in the Islands of Porto Rico and Cuba
on much more favorable terms than the products of the
Dominion of Canada, or in fact any other British possession.
I also pointed out at that time that the people of the
United States had the privilege of entering dry fish,
which is a very important export of the Province of
Nova Scotia, in Porto Rico at a rate of duty some
twelve or fifteen cents per hundred pounds les than
British fish. The House will understand the importance of
this matter to the West India merchants and fishermen of
Nova Scotia, when I state that the annual shipment of dry
fish from Nova Scotia to Porto Rico alone is about 150,001)
quintals, nearly one-fifth the whole catch of fish in the Pro.
vince of Nova Scotia. Besides this, we ship a large quan.
tity of pickled fish to that Island. In the Island of Cuba
the difference is greater. They admit United States fish at
from 27 to 30 cents per hundred pounds less in duty than
British fish. Our exporta to the Island of Cuba are not nearly
so large as those to Porto Rico, but they are very consider.
able, and up to the time that this treaty took effect,
which was on the lst of March last, the exports to. that
Island were rapidly increasing, Besides fish, we export a
large quantity of white pine lumber to the West India
Islands. The difference of the duty at Cuba in favor of the
Amoricans is about $1.60, which, you will see, is a very
important item. Besides this, the Ainericans have the
privilege of entering their vessels by paying one-half the
tonnage duos that British vessels are obliged te pay.
For instance, British vessels pay at the Island of Porto Rico
$1.25 for discharging and 81 for loading, while United
States vessels are allowed to enter and discharge cargoes
by paying 62J cents per ton for discharging, and 50 cents
for loading. Now, Mr. Speaker, in this matter I am not
stating that for which I have no authority, and though I
have not been able to procuro a copy of the treaty, I have
here a copy of one clause of the report of the executive
committee of the Halifax chamber of commerce, made in
March last, which I propose to read to the House. It is
headed "A Blow at Our Fiah Trade," and this is what they
say in reference to that treaty:

"Your committee learn that a treaty has lately been made between
the United States and Spain, whereby the flag of the United States is
placed on the rame terms regarding Oustoms duties as that of the latter
country. The conditions of this treatv does not apply to British
ehipping, and we are consequently placed at a great aisadvantage in
Cuba and Porto Rico, to which the treaty more particularly applies,
the difference in favor of the American flag, so far as we can isarn,
being equal to an average of about 20 per cent. on the whole tariff. On
our fish, which is our chief export to these islands, ir amounts to cou-
siderably more. By calculations made on data received, it would
appear that in Porto Rico fish by British flag pays about 12 cents per
quintal more than fi4i by American vessels, and that the tonnage duty
for landing and loading cargoes l 100 per cent., or just double, on
our vessels, to what is exacted from the Americans. In Cuba the
differential duty in favor of the Americans is still larger, amouuting to
about 27 cents. per quintal. Cuba and Porto.Rico are amongst ourbest
customers, shi pment to the latter having some yeare reached nearly
150,000 quin taIs, whie teCuba the demand o steady and jncreaing.
It will therefore be seen that if the Americans continue to enjoy thosq
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great advantages, and we are excluded, that it will be a heavy blow to
our trade, and calls for prompt and energetic remonstrance from our
Government. The eharges made by the Spanish Government through
the consulates of 10 cents per ton on securing Spanish clearances is
also very burdensome, and has been objected to by the United States,
wh c aim that no foreign Goverument bas a right to impose such a
charge, which is equal to an import tax on the product cf their

o yhave reason to believe that this unfair tax will be abolished in
the United States, and our Government should take immediate steps to
place us in the samne position."

This was Bigned by John Deull (president), Thos. E,
Kenny, John S. Iaclean, J. J. Bremner, C. P. DeWolf,
J. C. MacIntosh, ail good supporters of the Government, and
other members of the executive committee. I find,
moreover, that a few days ago the board of trade of
St. John, N.B., the cityrepresented by the Finance Minister,
also referred to this subject. In a petition te the Governo'r
General in Council the board say:

" And your petitioners would respectfully imprese upon the Govern-
ment that the present js a most opportune time to enter into reciprocal
trade relations withthe Britieh and Spanieh West India islands.

" That we can supply mest of the manufactured goods-productions
of the soil, forests, mines, and fsheries-that are imported into those

islande, and in exchange, can take their productions, which already
ind a large and rapidly increasing market in Canada, owing largelyto
the sugar refining industries now established in this Dominion, which
may hope to nlot only fully s upply our home market, but with the
peenar facilities that muet be developed by reciprcity with the West
ndies, to alcs export refined sugar extenively teo other countries.

"oThe West India 'carrying trade has eretofore been largely done ie
Canadian bottome, owing to t cheapness with which that class cf
vessels can be built in Canadas.' The tarif at present existing u h.e
Spanish West Indies being about 40 per cent. in favor cf the United
mtates, as against Canada, is a great obstruction te our trade; and
should the reciprocity treaty now negotiating between Spain and the
nied tat es be rati fid, and Canada debarred fromI sanie terms, our

Ipane iWest India 1crn trade brnlyas.."tfoebe lrey oei

I have fnot been able, as I stated, t secure a copy of the
treaty, but I have here a copy ef prices current issued b
Lawton Bros., commission merchants, Hiavana, Cuba, dated
.Tanuary lat. Ini one column they give the rate of duty on
British goods, and in another column the rate on United
States good, and I have selected some fow ef the products
of Canada which we might, I think, be able te supply to
Cuba, so as te show the difference in the duty payable. The
following are some of the articles:-

Apples....... .............
Beans...........................
Bran-...........................I
Brooms.......................
Butter............ ....... .
Bacon.... ...............
Boal o...... .......

wheat flour...............
Cod fish.......................
Lars..............
Smokcd herring .....
Lard....................
White pine bumber.
Mackerel...................
Mess pork.....................

kl countries
except $pain and United States.

United States.
$ ets. $ cts.

1 47J per 100Ibs.1 15 per 100 Ilbo.
1 12 do O82t do
o 64-30 do O 48.30 do
3 68 perdozen. 276
6 67 ô522 do
3 84 2 87
2 90 2 20
o 61*50 per ton. O 49-50
0 22J each 0 15
5 40 400
1 12t 082¾
3 84 per 100 Ibo. 2 07

4 48J 3 35
6 40 4 80
1 12¾ 0 82Î
1 86 1 38

Difference.

c ts.
o 32j
O 30
o 1s
O 92
1 44
o 47
o 74
o 12
0 07J
o 80
O 32
1 17
0 30
1 13
i 60
O 30
O 48

It will be found that the difference is a very marked and
important one. I now call the attention of the Minister of
Finance to the statement made by him last year, in connec-
tion with this subject. The hon. gentleman said:

"The attention of the Government had been called to this subject
previous to the statement of the hon. gentleman. We have obtained
some information with reference to the effect of this treaty or arrange-
ment between the two countries; but, as far au we have received it, if
it includes the question of tonnage, it does not bear out the statement
the hon. gentleman has made, though I dare say he may be right.
The arrangements made between Spain and the United States were not
really as favorable as those between Canada and Cuba or Porto Rico.
There were charges nade that did not exist here. They have been re-
moved and the Uaited States have been placed in the third list of duties.
The Government are quite alive to the importance of having our trade

Mr. VAIL.

on as good terms as that of the United States, and no time will be lost
in endeavoring to bring about such arrangements as will place us on
quite as favorable terme as they have."
Nearly a year has elapsed, and I am anxious to learn what
the Government has done in this important matter. I sup-
pose the answer will be-I do not know that I have a right
to anticipate it-the sterotyped one, that some negotiations
have been going on and some progress has been made ; that
although this is the case, the Government are not in a posi-
tion to bring down papers and tell the country exactly how
far they have gone and what progress they have made. What
I complain of, however, is, that so much timô has elapsed
without the Government approaching the Spanish Govern-
ment on this important subject-of course, through the
British Government, because we are not a treaty-making
power. The Government, I think, should have given attention
to this question immediately after prorogation last Session,
Surely if the United States Government could, more than a
year ago, have arranged such a treaty as that to which I
have referred, and which has such an important bearing on
our trade, and could since that time have made the necessary
preliminary arrangements for a wider and more favorable
treaty, our Government should at least be in a position to tell
this House and the country that they have done something and
made some substantial progress. It is too important a matter
to us in Nova Scotia to admit of our keeping quiet much
longer. Surely, a year is long enough withn which to have
made some progress in this matter, and unless something is
done I am afraid the people of Nova Scotia will have just
reason to complain that tho Government have noglected
their interests, while, perhaps, thoir attention has been en-
gaged with some things of lar less importance.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I may say to the hon. gentle-
man who has moved this resolution, that early after the
return of the High Commissioner to London, he was in-
structed by the Government to take certain steps with a
view to securing the same advantages to Canada as were
secured to the United States by the treaty referred to. In-
structions were given to him to make certain propositions.
If those failed, ho was to make other propositions. Corre-
spondence was entered into between the High Commissioner
and the Imperial Government, and it was settled that ho
was to act in conjunction with the British Minister in Spain,
in negotiating a treaty of this kind. It was stated at the
time the treaty was made that a more extended treaty
would likely be arranged between Spain and the United
States during the summer. It was found that negotiations
of a much more extended character were being prosecuted
between the representative of the United States and the
Spanish Government. It was found debirable-in fact our
fligh Commissioner was communicated with-to say that
understanding, as we did, that the new treaty proposed was
so extensive in its operations, that the authority given the
High Commissioner would be inadequate to meet the
enlarged concessions proposed to be given to the United
States. Under those circumstances the ligh Commissioner
waited until the larger treaty was agreed upon, and thon he
was instructed tu put himself in communication with the
foreign office, and with the Government of Spain. The
answer of the Spanish Government was, that they declined
to continue further negotiations with the representative of
the Government of Canada until the decision of the Senate
of the United States was known, as to the new treaty; and
therefore the matter stands in that position until the action
of the Senate is known. I might state that it would not be
in the public interest to say what instructions were given to
Sir Cha9rles Tupper in reference to the Flag Treaty. If the
treaty made is ratified the Uovernment will probably be in
a position to give decided instructions to the Righ Com-
missioner in the larger and more important question. The
Government think it would not be in the interests of the
public to state exactly what the instructions were or to
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bring down the papers which would show exactly what we
propose in tie first place, and then as an alternativesug-
gestion.

Mr. VAIL. I agree with the Finance Minister, but the
trouble is, that the old treaty is in force, and i say that the
proposed treaty between Spain and the United States pro-
vided that the other treaty shall cease when this becomes
a fact.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY.
deal with a much larger questi

Of course we will have to

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

After Recess.

Mr. BLAKE. I wish to say, with reference to the state-
ment of the Finance Minister, that while agreeing with
the view that after giving instruotions to the High Com-
missioner it would not be proper at the present time to
bring down those papers, 1 regret much the caurse of pro-
cedure, which in its efforts at diplomacy the Government
lias thought fit to pursue. It seems to me that the true
course for the Government to pursue was this: The moment
we found that the Spanish Government and the Government
of the United States had agreed on a treaty under which
more favorable terms existed for the trade of the United
States than for the trade of Canada, their attention should
have been directed to the singlo point of placing the trade
of this country on as advantageous a footing as that of the
United States. It is true that their attention being directed
to that matter it was diverted by the circumstance that a
treaty of a more enlarged character had been negotiated
between the United States and Spain, but that treaty,
although so far as Spain was concerned, it may be-I am
not aware as to the constitutional principles of that country
under the present constitution-it may be that it was finally
assented to; but still, under the constitutional provisions
with reference to the United States, the assent of that
country was not completed until the Senate had passed
executively upon it, and even . to-day it is quite
uncertain whether it will ever become an effective
treaty or not. In this state of things the Govern-
ment of Canada ought not to be diverted from the object
to which I have referred, by pursuing a proposal for an
enlarged treaty, and particularly since the Spanish Govern-
ment had deolared-as the Finance Minister las announced
that they did declare-that they did not wish to enter into
negotiations with Canada for an enlargement of the com-
mercial relations, on the basis of the United States treaty,
until it had been decided, by the action of the Senate of the
United States, whether the treaty was to become operative
or not. I can understand that course of action by the Spanish
Government ;- they may have determined that it would not
be well that the relations between Canada and Spain should
be of a different character than those between the United
States and Spain; they may have determined that a differ-
ent consideration would arise as to the proposed negotiations
if the treaty was unfavorably viewed by tIe United States.
But for all the intervening time, in the meantime, now, until
it shall b6 decided whether the Spanish treaty shall become
effective or not, our trade remains under the relative dis-
advantage which bas been created by the fact to which my
hon. friend'has alluded. That difficulty still subsistse; and
supposing a new treaty should not be operative, by reason
of the Senate of the United States refusing to assent to it,
the hon. gentleman hu to begin his negotiations again, to
put the country on as favorable a condition as it would be
under that treaty, and in the meantime we suffer the dis-
advantage from day to day and from hour to hour. There-
fore, I say, a great miscarriage took place when the Govern-
ment suffered itself to be delayed in the progress of the
negotiations to put us and keep us abrest of the United

States, with respect to the commercial advantages referred to
in this discussion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman sup-
poses a great many things, from the brief and incomplete
statement which the Finance Minister was obliged to
make, because he was obliged to preserve that reticence
which was his duty, and any breach of which might cause
the failure of the negotiations. The hon. gentleman must
not suppose that either the British Ambassador or the High
Commissioner has been idle during the period he bas
mentioned. The hon. gentleman knows, or he should know,
that if there is one thing as to which constant vigilance has
been exercised by the Canadian Government and its repre-
tentatives in England, it has been with regard to the nego-
tiations with Spain. The hon, gentleman knows that Sir
Alexander Galt, whose diplomatie abilities even he will
acknowledge, was in Spain; that he spent a long time
there, and that he was fully accredited by Her Majesty's
Government to act in accord with the British Minister
in Spain-with Mr. West, and afterwards with Sir
Robert Morier. Pressure was brought to bear upon the
Spanish Government with the view of opening up the
trade of the Spanish West Indies withCanada on
mutually advantageous terms. The Spanish Government
seemed to agree with the idea, but suggested thut
perhaps it might be widened, so that there might be a
reciprocal treaty not only between Canada aud the Spanish
Antilles, but between Canada and the mother country of
Spain. Of course an intimation of that kind could not be
thrown over or rejected or limited. The mere fact of doing
sO would injure any arrangement of a more limited nature.
I do not know whether the information reached the hon.
gentleman, but we know that in consequence of frequent
changes of Government in Spain, the Government who re-
ceived bar frst advances s( readily were removed, in some
way after the Spanish fashion, and another administration
came in who were not so friendly; and all attempts, both
by Her Majesty's Government, on behalf of Great Britain
itself, and by our representative, fell to the ground and
were not entertained. We cannot force Spain to make a
treaty; but the pressure has been continuons. It has not
been given up or surrendered or forgotten for a moment,
and lier Majesty's Ambassador, Sir Robert Morier-I eau.
not say the present Ambassador, because I believe he has
been removed within a few days-as well as Mr. West, the
British Ambassador at Washington, have bèen fully alive to
the subject, and have lost no opportunity of pressing upon
the Spanish Government our desire to have the same privi-
leges as the United States; and we have, I believe, offered
reciprocal advantages as regards Canadian trade. Every-
thing that could be done has been donc; there lias not been
a moment of delay, and no opportunity has been lost or
neglected. The particulars cannot, of course, be gone into,
but I believe we never stood a fairer chance of making an
arrangement with Spain. The matter, however, rests with
Spain and not with us. The United Stàtes, unfortunately
for us, can offer greater advantages than Canada. Whether
the present treaty made between Spain and the United
States will be ratified or not we cannot say. I fancy there
will be no chance of its getting the sanction of the Senate
during the present Congress, or during the term of the
present moribund Government; and it is impossible to say
whether the treaty will be taken up in a special Session,
under the authority of the new President, or whether it will
stand over for another year before it is sanctioned by the
United States. As to all that we cannot say. Meanwhile,
however, the negotiations are kept alive. Spain, naturally
very anxious to secure the enormous advantages which the
present treaty woald give to Cuba, does net desire te distur b
that arrangement or make any new arrangement with Canada
until that whole question is first settled. The advantages
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offered by that treaty to Spain are so enormous that she
would sacrifice everything-she would sacrifice a dozen
Canadas-for the sake of getting that trade. To get
$20,000,000 annually, which it is alleged by the New York
Nation would be given by the United States for that trade,
is a matter of such importance that Spain would not look
at anything else. Should that treaty come to nothing,
failing to receive the sanction of the Senate, whether a
treaty of a financial nature can be finally ratified without
the consent of the Lower House, the House of Representa-
tives, is a great constitutional question which has neveryet
been settled. Meanwhile, all we can do is to be constantly
on the watch ; to be vigilant. We are vigilant· we
believe we have dons everything we could do ; and
hoping and believing that we shall get the support
of this House on both sides, we will continue to
watch every opportunity of pressing for a treaty
which will be reciprocally advantageous to Canada and the
Spanish Antilles. You ses how anxious Spain is to have
that treaty with the United States sanctioned. It is rumored
in the press that she even offered to do what was never
done befor-to add the trade of the Philippine Islands to
that of the Antilles for the sake of securing that treaty.
The situation of Cuba is to-day so desparate that unless
some relief of that kind is secured there is no hope for
the Spanish Antilles, and they will be in a revolutionary
mood. Spain will not look at anything until that question
is settled. If that should fail, I think Canada will have
more than a fair chance of making an advantageous treaty.
I can only assure the hon. gentleman that there will be no
neglect, but that there will be continual watchfulnoss and
pressure on the part of the Canadian Government upon the
Government of Spain, in the first place, directly through
our own officers, and then constantly, every day, through
the interventionof Her Majesty's Ambassador. ,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I had not the advane
tage of hearing the first remarks of the First Minister.
Did he state whether the Canadian Government were taking
part in the negotiations which were recently going on
between the British Government and Spain, with a view
to a treaty between Mer Majesty's Government and Spain,
which would secure the admission of Spanish wines on
more favorable terms into England, for corresponding con-
cessions in the way of reducing the duties now levied on
English goods imported into Spain ? That would afford, I
imagine, an opportunity for something to bo dons. Did
the First Minister mention that ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Perhaps I had better not
now enter into details on that matter; but the hon. gentle-
man will understand that in the event of an alteration in
the English wine tarif in favor of Spain, a corresponding
advantage must be given by Canada before we can hope to
have any arrangement with Spain.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I wished to ascertain
whether the Governrnent had called attention to that point.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, yes.

Mr. WELDON. I quite understand that the steps taken
in connection with the British Ambassadors were mosti
essential, more particularly in view of the new treaty now1
before the United States Senate; and judging by what I
observe in the United States press, the people of that(
country are becoming daily more alive to the importance ofi
getting that trade with Spain. Hitherto, under the late(
treaty, we have labored under a great disadvantage. A1
great portion of the vessels of New Brunswick and Nova1
Scotia are engaged in the West Indian trade, and wo have(
hitherto enjoyed a great portion of the trade between the
Spanish Antilles and the United States. That is being1
gradually roduced under the operation of the present k
treat ,and if the new treaty cornes into force it will be

Pr JO.,i A. MACDONALD.

practically destroyed. I will give a statement which was
made up to show what the ffect of the new treaty will be
with regard te our products. An elaborate statement was
made with regard to a brig of 333 tons register carrying in
a cargo of shooks to Cuba valued at $3,300. At present she
will pay in Cuba 81,961 tonnage dues and consul fees, while,
if the new treaty comes into force, an American vessel will
pay $1,900 loss. Thus the result would be practically to
destroy our trade as it stands. Now, under the present
regulations fish can be carried to the United States and
thonce shipped to Cuba cheaper than it can be carried
direct from United States ports. As shown by the state-
ment of the hon. member for Digby (11r. Vail), the follow-
ing are the differences in dues chargeable to vessels, foreign
or Spanish or American, under present treaty -arrange-
ments

Potatoes in Spanish or American vesels, $0-81 per 100 kilos.
do 4 foreign " 0. 8 7 "

Rails " Spanîsh or American " 2.60
do " foreign " 8.77

Pork " Spansh or American ' 2.82
do " foreign 4 4.06

Butter " Spanish or American " 6.49
do " foreign " 9.20

The result of the treaty will therefore be disastrous to us,
should it be endorsed by the United States Senate; it will
practically destroy trade between the West Indies and the
Maritime Provinces.

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. I would suggest to the
hon. gentleman that perhaps arguments of that kind are
not of a nature to strengthen our position.

Mr. BLAKE. Does not everybody know what ths duties
are? Do not the people of the United States know what
the duties are ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, The people of the United
States are not Spain.

Mr. BL&KE. Well, Spain is not so ignorant as the hon.
gentleman supposes.

Mr. WEL DON. The reason I put this forward is because
we know the present state of trade between the Maritime
Provinces and the mother country is most depressing, and
if we destroy our trade with the West Indies we shall have
no outlet for it at all. That is why I maintain that valu-
able time has been lost, and it strikes me that if we had the
right we claimed, on this side of the House, we ought to
have, to negotiate a treaty ourselves, instead of going
through the red tape circumlocution offie, we might have
been in a position to have a treaty now. While we have
been watching and waiting, the Americans have got ahead
of us, and are in a position to command the trade, not only
with Cuba and the Spanish Islands, but eventually with the
West India Islands.

Mr. DAVIES. The importance of this subject is ao great,
that I believe it warrants me in making a few remarks on
it. The right hon. gentleman either failed to catch the
point made by the leader of the Opposition, or skilfully
evaded it in his answer, by deprecating any discussion at
prosent upon the negotiations going on with regard to a
new treaty. Hon. gentlemen on this side do not wish the
Government to divulge matters not proper to be divulged,
but the point made by the leader of the Opposition, and
one which has great weight with hon. gentlemen on this
side, is this: that the House is entitled to know something
of what has been done by the Government with respect to
the existing tariff between Canada and Cuba, before a new
treaty can be negotiated. The hon. gentleman said we
onght to be satisfied; that the Government have done every.
thing; but he has failed to mention one step the Govern-
ment have taken ; ho has failed to mention one item of in-
struction that they have sent to our ligh Commissioner.
The charge we make is, that they have neglected our in-
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terest te such an extent that we are at present in the dis-
advantageous position, explained by the hon. member for
Digby, of having te pay very much higher duties than the
United States, and that we wilt have to remain in that
Sosition for one, two or three years, until this treaty

be either approved or disapproved of by the Senate
of the United States. In the meantime, our trade
will become more crippled year by year, and this at
a time above all others when the Maritime Provinces
demand some outlet for their produce. I have listened
carefully te the remarks of the hon, gentleman and those of
the Finance Minister, and have failed te find that the
Government have taken any active steps whatever to guard
our interests, or that they have made any demand that we
should be placed in the same position as that of the United
States. To talk about the inopportuneness of referring te
facts which are public, facts which the hon. member for
Digby copied from the prices current of a cireular known
to commercial men all over the Dominion and the United
States, the Havana prices current, which is in the hands of
every man who deals in the trade between Canada and Cuba,
is beside the question. These facts publicly known show
that our trade is hampered, and in the face of them we have
the right to ask what steps, if any, have been taken te
remove the disadvantages under which we labor. Never
mind the new treaty. Hon. gentlemen opposite have a
perfect right te ref use te divulge steps now taken te secure
a new treaty, but they have no right te refuse this fHouse
information as te the steps they have taken, if any, te
remove the disadVantages pending the conclusion of a
new treaty, from which we now suffer, and from which we
will have te suffer, unless removed, se long as the United
States do not disapprove of their new treaty with Spain,
or until we succeed in having a new treaty ourselves.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Impartial people outside of this
House will agree with the suggestion of the First Min-
ister, that this debate is not likely to result in improving
our position or in aiding us te secure new treaty arrange-
ments. The same rule exists between communities as with
individuals. It is a new doctrine that, if you want te get
advantages, the first thing you must do is te declare that
without them yen cannot live; that you have everything
te gain and nothing te give in return. Hon. gentlemen
opposite, while lhey have pointed out from theirstandpoint
that without a treaty with Spain, without ourgettingsimilar
advantages to those provided in the Flag Treaty now adopted
between Spain and the United States, this country must be
seriously injured, have not pointed out, as they might, that
we have some advantages te present on our side. They
simply have presented an argument least likely te commend
this country te the Government of Spain as a country with
which it is desirable te have treaty arrangements. Of what
possible interest eau it be with Spain whether a treaty they
will enter into with this country is going te be advantageous
to us or net ? If they enter into a treaty, it will be at least
because the advantages te be gained will be reciprocal.
It seems te me, if we look back a little into the history of
this country, we will find there never has been a time
hardly when we have net had people declaring the condition
of the country was verging on ruin. In 1845, when free
trade was adopted in England, we had people in Canada
who declared that our future would be absolutely paralysed
in consequence of that policy, and it certainly was a policy
which, on the face of it, seemed calculated to bring great
injury to Canada; but we managed te live through it and to
prosper vory well, despite those predictions. When the
treaty of 1854 was adopted we certainly dorived consider-
able advantages from it, but when it was abrogated in 1866
what did we find ? We had a gentleman, Mr. Potter, sent
to Detroit, to the convention there, carrying with him let-
ters from gentlemen in Cauada, declaring that they ought

not to renew that treaty, because if it were not renewed the
condition of things in Canada would be such that we would
be compelled to seek annexation in order that we
might have commercial existence at all in the fu-
ture. The treaty was abrogated, yet, despite its
abrogation, we succeeded in managing to live and to
prosper. In 1874, when hon. gentlemen opposite were in
power, they sent the late Hon, George Brown to Washing-
ton, to negotiate a troaty which they felt was absolutely
necessary; they made every effort to get it. What woul d
have been said by hon. gentlemen opposite if the Conserva-
tives had denounced them because they did not succeed in
getting a treaty ? Surely they did all they could to get it;
they offered, as every one will admit, concessions, I venture
to say, no one would be disposed to offer to-day, to secure
a treaty with the United States; but the United States did
not oven give us the courtesy of discassing them in the
Senate. But nobody here complained that the Government
was recreant to its trust to the people of Canada because
the United States would not give~them a treaty, and when
we find hon. gentlemen opposite talk about our demanding
certain concessions, in order to secure a market for our
goods in foreign countries, and then attempting to show,
on the floor of Parliament, that this country depends for its
existence commercially on these concessions being obtained,
we cannot but conclude that their course is unfortunate,
and that they are not likely, by means of it, to secure the
concessions they ask. The leader of the Opposition tells us
that Spain knows all these things; that she knows what
the tariffs are; that she knows the position in which
we stand towards ber, compared with the United States,
and what the effect of a treaty with us will be, and
that nothing said in this House can affect her in the lcast.
But they do not know, and, Sir, they cannot know, because
it is not true, that the future prosperity of this country de-
pends upon their giving us a treaty; and I am bound to
say, and I tbink everyone outside of this House, at any rate,
will admit, that after the frank statement of the First Minis-
ter, that the Government are doing all they can, all that eau
be done, in order, to secure a treaty, a fair treaty, a recip-
rocal treaty, a treaty that will be advantageous to both sides,
and to secure it with the approbation and the support and
the influence of the Imperial authorities at their back, it
does not lie in mouths of those hon. gentlemen opposite
to attack the Government, because they are not
getting a treaty, because a foreign Government, over
which we have no control, have not yet seen fit to
give us the treaty which these hon. gentlemen say we
ought to have. The hon. member tor St. John (Mr.
Weldon) tells us that, if we had the right to make our
own treaties, if we had the right to go straight to Spain
wittiout the red tape, as he calls it, of going through tho
Imperial Government, we would have had this treaty long
ago. Does he not know that Spain would naturally
ask, who are you ? if we went there simply as a
colony. We go there with the Imperial Govern-
ment at our back, accredited by the Imperial
Government. The power of making treaties is an
attribute of sovereignty, and if hon. gentlemen are
only honest enough to admit frankly what they desire, that
they desire independent nationality, that we may go as an
independent sovereignty to demand treaties, we can under-
stand what they are asking for, and we can discuss it on its
merits. I am not going to say whether we should have it
or not ; it is not pertinent to this discussion ; but I do say
that he who undertakes to assert that a colony can have
the power of making independent treaties says what I doubt
very much whether he believes himself, but what I am certain
he cannot make any one else believe who knows anything
of the position of independent nations. The question
of a treaty with Spain or with any other nation is one of
a bargain between people, and we cannot demand, but we
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eau ask, we can negotiate, and, if those on the other side
are willing to enter into the negotiations, if theyseerit to
their advantage to yield concessions in return for conces-
sions, we can get treaties. I think, after the statement of
the First Minister, that the Government have been and are
earnestly engaged in the work of getting treaty arrange-
ments with Spain, the House and the country may fairly
leave the matter in that position, trusting to the Adminis-
tration to press as far as they can for those treaty arrange-
ments, wbich will be to the advantage of this country and
reciprocally, I hope, to the advantage of the country with
which we may make them.

Mr. MITCHELL. This is, perhaps, as important a debate
as any which has occurred during the present Session, and
it is one in which the future of this country is largely in-
volved. I have listened with very considerable interest to
the remarks made on both sides of the House, and
while I pay great respect to the utterances of my hon.
friend who has just sat down, and recognise the eloquence
with which he has put forward his view of the case, I must
say that I do not entirely agree with the conclusions at
which he arrives. I may also say that I do not agree with
the contentions of the other side of the House. I am in the
happy position that I think I represent independent public
sentiment, both inside of this House and outside; and
while I do not assent to propositions brought forward for
purely party purposes, for the object of making an attack
on the Administration, neither do I agree altogether with
those wholesale defences of an Administration which bas a
great many faults. I agree with the right hon. the
Premier that this not the time to discuss the question of
whether the Government have done their duty or not, that
this is not the time, when questions are on the tapis, im-
portant national questions are under consideration, import-
ant questions between two foreign nations, in which
we desire to participate, this is not the time for the
gentlemen on the Opposition benches to get up
and point out the reasons why it wili rin
and injure this country if our Governnient do not step
in and endeavor to secure a share of the benefits which a
foreign country has obtained. Theçefore, I think it is in-
discreet at this moment to arraign the Government, to pour-
tray the disadvantages and point out the ruin which this
country may suffer if this treaty is not negotiated. It is
not the time to point ont to the Governmont their duty.
They know their duty, and while I am not one of those
who believe they always do it, yet I believe that, in an im-
portant question such as this is, the Government have too
high a sense of the responsibility which devolves upon them
to allow an opportunity like this to pass thom without en-
deavoring to secure to Canada, or taking the preliminary
steps to secure to Canada, the advantages which she would
enjoy by participating in those which are given to either
Spain or Cuba. I hold that the time to arraign the Gov-
ernment is not now, but when, having their attention called
to the necessity of it, not only by the public prints but by
the motion of the hon. gentleman, they neglect it. I think,
perhaps, to some extent, the hon. gentleman's motion was
judicions and proper, but. I think the pursuance of that
motion, as followed out by some of the hon. gentlemen op-
posite, may work to the detriment of Canada and
may hinder and retard and handicap tho hands
of the Government in carrying it out. A word
as to what my hon. friend from Cardwell (Mr.
White) has said, and I suppose I may say "hon. friend,"
for everyone says he will be an "honorable " soon, and I
am sure ho will be a great addition to the Administration
when they get him. fHe arraigns the members on the
other side of the House and gentlemen like myself who
may sympathise with them in some particulars, by telling
them to ask for independence if they want it, but not to cx.

ar, WmTÎ (Cardwell),

pect to get the treaty-making power. It is not neceseary
to have independence to have thep ower to make treaties,
or at all events to get the power to arrange the prelimin-
aries of those treaties.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Hear, hear;
Mr. MITCHELL. I believe that all we have to do to-

day is to say to the Imperial Government: We, as Cana-
dians, knowing better than you can the necessities of our
trade and the peculiarities of our position, claim the right
to have you place us in such a position with foreign nations
that we may arrange the treaties with them, and, if it is
neessaey to confirm them, we expect you to do it sub
silentia, without question or negotiation, whether it suits
Birmingham or Manchester or Sheffield, or suits the ideas
of free trade or not, but because Canada desires it and her
statesmen ask it. I should like to speak further upon some
other points, but I have been suffering so much from cold
that I cau hardly give utterance to my views on this.
There is one thing, however, that I feel it my duty to say
as the representative of the county of Northumberland. I
had placed in my hands a letter received from a friend of
mine in Chicago, bearing upon a question which, if not
exactly directly in the sense of this motion, was so nearly
allied to it that I hope the House will allow me to refer to
it. We have heard of deputations of millers and of those
interested in the manufacture of flour coming to the Gov-
ernment and asking that an additional duty be placed on
flour because there is a discriminating duty against
it in the duty placed on foreign wheat. That is a
thing which directly affects the interest of the United
States and United States manufacturers, as it does those of
Canadians and Canadian manufacturers. It affects Canadians
not only in connection with their manufacturers, which
principally applies to the western portion of this Dominion,
but also as to consumers, which applies mainly to the
Province of Quebec and the eastern Provinces of this Do.
minion. Now, Sir, what is asked te be done? They claim
that there is a difference in the duty on heat and the duty
on flour, against the miller, because the relative duty is
greater on wheat than it is on flour, and these millers
modestly come here and ask this Government to increase
the duty on flour, to allow them to get wheat without a
discriminating duty against it, thereby adding to the in-
creased cost of an article of consumption which is the main
staple of the poor people of the country. Now, Sir, I say
that in place of levelling up the duty to make flour corre-
spond with wheat, if there is a difference, lot the Govern-
ment level down the duty. If we cannot get the duty off
flour altogether, as we ought to have, the Government ought
not, at all events, to increase it, particularly at a time of a
crisis such as exists in the country to-day. Sir, I have had
placed in my hands a letter in relation to that question,
and I will read it if the House will permit me:

" DzR Sin,-I see by the Canadian newspapers that it is the intention
of your Government to increase the duty on flour. As I believe you
are well posted on that subject, will you please let me know your
opinion. I hear on the botrd of trade here-
That is, in Chic4go-
"that should your Government put up the duty-
That is the point to which I wish to call the attention of the
Government now-how it is going to affect us with the
United States-
" they will petition the Congress to raise the duty on barley, rye, lum-
ber and fish from Canada, to such a figure as to stop its business. Ne
doubt your Government will hear both aides of the question before they
vote on it.
Now, Sir, what I ask is this-speaking for the consumers,
the large class of consumers, the large outside party of
which the right hon. Premier spoke of me as the represen-
tative, the other day-I speak for them, I speak for the con-
sumers in the Maritime Provinces, forming a very large
olas of the population, and I say that the duty ought not
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to be put upon a staple article of produce which forms their
food; and if there does exist any discrimination against the
miller in the country, lot the Government level down the
duty and take it off wheat, and bring it down to the level of
what flour is, and not add to the cost of living, to the cost
of the poor man's bread, by increasing the duty on flour
and levelling it up. That is ail I have to say on that sub-
ject just now. At a later stage, perhaps, when I can speak
more directly on the subject, and I am in better condition
to speak, I shall take the opportunity of discussing the sub-
ject at greater length.

Mr. HILIIARD. The hon. gentleman who has justt
taken his seat, I think, is out of order, because this is not
the proper time to speak on this question. The millors
have asked the Government-

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman must confine his
remarks to the question of the treaty ; ho must not speak
on the flour question.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thon, I think the hon.
member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) ought to have
been stopped.

Mr. BLAKE. O.herwise his observations would remain
unanswored.

Mr. MILLS. The House, no doubt, took note of the fact
that the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell)
threatened the Government with what might seriously
affect the country in case it persisted in the policy which
it was rumored it was likely to adopt. But the observa-
tions of the hon. member for Northumberland were not
relevant to the question before the House. The discussion
indulged in by the First Minister and by the hon. member
for Cardwell (Mr. White) was equally irrelevant to the
motion of my hon. friend from Digby (Mr. Vail). Now,
Sir, my hon. friend did not go into any such discussion as
the hon. member for Cardwell spoke of. He did not say
that the establishment of a reciprocity treaty with the
Spanish West India colonies was necessary to the existence
of the Maritime Provinces, or of Canada. That
was not the subject of discussion. Every one knows
the people of Spain, at all events, know that unless Canadians
believe that there is some advantage to be derived from a
reciprocity treaty, they would not seek to engage in such
a treaty at all; and if the First Minister or the hon. momber
for Cardwell supposes that we can go to Spain, with a view
of negotiating a reciprocity treaty and inform the Spanish
authorities that 'we have no interest in such a treaty, that
it would not be advantageous to the people of this country,
tbey would hardly take the trouble of entering into any cor-
respondence or of negotiating with us. I also observe that the
hon. member for Cardwell said that to speak of negotiating
treaties on our own behalf was scarcely less than treasonable;
that, in fact, it was a demand for separation in disguise, and
that those who are advocating the right to negotiate a
reciprocity treaty were in favor of independence. Well,
Sir,I observe that the Imperial Government has taken a
different view. I understand, from the public press, that at
this very moment they have authorised the Government of
Newfoundland to enter into negotiations with a view to a
reciprocity treaty with the United States, and certainly no
one supposes that the Government of Newfoundland, at the
present time, is demanding independence or separation from
the mother country. What is important at this time, is to
bring before the House the fact that in our commercial rela-
tions with the Spanish West Indian colonies, in monsequence
of the existing treaty between Spain and the United States,
the produets of the United States, such as we also might send
to the Spanish West Indies, are admitted from the United
States on more reasonable terme than they are from Canada.
Now, we understood that the hon, gentleman who is at the
bhea of the Government, and his colleagues, had taken

29

steps to secure a treaty between Canada and Spain similar
to that which now obtains between the United States and
the Spanish West Indian colonies. My hon. friend who is
leader on this side, asked the First Minister how it was
that these negotiations came to bg broken off ; how it was
the Government did not persist in these negotiations and
secure for Canada terms at least as favorable as those which
existed at the present time between the United States and
the Spanish West Indian colonies. The First Minister did
not answer that question; he evaded it. The Finance
Minister, just before we adjourned at six o'clock, informed
us that these negotiations had been broken off, and that they
had been allowed to stand over until it would be seen what
were the results of the proposed ratification of the treaty
which has been negotiated between the Government of Spain
and the Government of the United States. Well, Sir, we do
not understand, on this side of the louse, why it is that these
negotiations should be deferred. If the treaty is completed
between the United States and Spain, if it is ratified by the
Senate, and the Spanish Government are favorable to a
reciprocity treaty, why did our Governmont not take the
initiatory step ? Why did they not go at least as far as
the present treaty relations go between Spain and the
Jnited States ? That would have been a step in the right
direction, and it would have facilitated negotiations for
a further treaty, to secure more direct trade relations, even
than would have been secured by an arrangement of that
sort. What we would like to know is, why these negotia-
tions where broken off-why the Government did not per-
sist in them? The Spanish Government are favorable to
reciprocity; they have shown that by their negotiations
with the United States. We have the same products to
offer them, and the Spanish West Indian residents would
like to secure competition in their market, no doubt. They
would like to purchase Canadian fish upon the most favor-
able terms. They know that the supplies which they obtain
from the United States and from Canada would be obtained at
a more reasonable rate if both Canada and the United States
were competing in the Spanish West Indian market than if
it was made a close preserve for American products alone.
That being the case, and the course taken by the Spanish
Government being before us, we are satisfied that the Govern -
ment of Spain is ready to negotiate a treaty. They are
willing tò go at least as far as they went in their negotiations
with the United States; they are ready to go further if the
United States Sonate ratifies the new treaty. Why did this
Government not negotiate a treaty like that which is in
force? Why did they not secure to our people trade relations
at least as favorable as those which were obtained by the
people of the United States with the Spanish West Indian
residents.? I say the hon, gentleman has not given us that
information, and to talk about the imprudence of disoussing
the matter is quite beside the question. We admit that the
treaty is advantageous; we admit that trade relations freer
than thosewhich exist, will be advantageous. The very fact
that we propose to negotiate shows that we make that
admission. That being the case, there is no possible
imprudence in saying so. But what we want to know at
this time is why a treaty similar to that which now obtains
between the United States and the Spanish West Indies was
not negotiated, and why those negotiations were broken off ?

Motion withdrawn.

CANA DIAN PACIFIC RAIL WAY-CONSTR UCTION
NEAR LYTTON, B.C.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:

Information in the po3session of the Department as to the character
of the work done near Lyton, 8.0., on the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
on that portion of the road for which Mr. Hugh J. Keefer had a eub-con-
tract and which was under the inspection of hi sbrother, s. George
Keefer, Government engineer; also, copieo of any itatements as to the
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character of the material allowed as rock or as other tha'n earth in this
part.

Ie said: I make this motion in consequence of information
which bas reached me twice. At the close of last Session I
received from one source a very authentic and circnmstan-
tial statements given to me by a gentleman, who communi-
cated it upon the authority of a person who had personally
known of it, setting forth the fact that a very considerable
fraud had been committed with respect to this portion of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway; that a large quantity of
stuif which was entered and counted as rock was really
earth 'or sand, and that Rugh J. Keefer, the sub-contractor,
I presume under an arrangement with the main contractor-
I presume there was participation, but as to that I cannot
say-received, the Government's estimate having been
paid in that way, the price of rock for earth work to such
an extent that within a very few months large sums have
been accumulated by him. Since the commencement
of the present Session I have received, from
an entirely independent source, information to the
same effect. I made no enquiries,, and the informa-
tion in both instances was communicated to me spon-
taneoubly. It seoms to me to be myduty to bring this matter
under the attention of hon. gentlemen opposite and of the
House, in order that if those statements have not reached
the ear of the Government, proper enquiries may be made.
lion. gentlemen will observe that the case is one in which
the Government engineer is a brother, and my informants
believe ho was also, although not ostensibly, a partner with
the sub-contractor, Mr. Hugh J. Keefer; and if those facts
are correct, it would seem that a considerable fraud bas
been perpetrated on the country by the sueaQntractor and
the engineer.

Mr. POPE. I would say to the hon. gentleman that, of
course, I knew nothing of this matter. I understand from
the chief engineer that this is avery small contract and that
it was mostly earth work. I have some information bore
from the chief engineer. This is what he says: There was
a man by name Hugh J. Keefer, working upon contract
61, upon which Mr. George Keefer was engineer in
charge; hoeis said to be a cousin of George Keefer.
The part of the road on which Hugh J. Keefer appeared
to be working, and who was said to have a sub-contract,
was in charge of Mr. John Grey and Mr. Hlannington,
assistant engineers under Mr. George ieefer. Under
Mr. John Grey and Mr. Hannington were employed
a number of men as loose rock measurers, whose duty it
was to measure the bouiders as excavated, and record them
in a book; these were to be returned daily to the assistant
engineers, and upon these returns the quantity of loose rock
was calcu>ated ai the end of each month by the assistant
engineers, and checked by the engineer in charge. The
work on this portion of the road is of good quality.

Mr. BLAKE. I made no complaint as to the quality.

Mr. POPE. Any papers we have on the subject will be
brought down.

Mr. BLAKE. I am informed, and a statement is. that
$100,000 were extracted by this means. The hon. gentle-
man says loose rock, boulders and earth, but ho knows that
the difference in cost between boulders and loose rock, and
earth and sand, is very considerable. I daresay the differ-
ence is 25 cents on the one hand and $1.75 or $1.85 on the
other.

Mr. POPE. We do not pay $1.85 for loose rock.
Mr. BLAKE. I do not know what the Government are

paying for loose rock in British Columbia.
Mr. POPE. Nothing of that kind.
M.r. BLAKE. How much?

.Mr. BLAKE.

Mr. POPE. I cannot say. Probably not more than half
Motion agreed to.

RAILWAY ACCIDENTS.

Mr. MITCHELL moved for :
A statement in detail of the several casualties or accidents whereby

passengers were injured or killed which have occurrel on ihe Grand
Trunk Railway-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am glad to notice that my motion

meets with so unanimous a feeling of approval in this House.
and any of its branches, and the Canadian Pacific Railway., and any of
its branches--

I think I should have added also the Intercolonial Railway,
and any of its branches, and I shall be happy to have the
motion amended in that way, if any hon. gentleman

-wishes it-
from the lut day of January,1881, to the lt day of January, 1885,
stating in detail where and when such casualties oecurred, the
number of persons killed in each casualty ; also number injured,
stating whether seriously or otherwise, the sevral amounts paid, and to
whom paid, as damages in each accident, whether any law suits for
recovery of damages are pending, and stating in detail what amounts
are still claimed thereon ; also the causes of such accidents.

He said: I think, from the frequency of these accidents,
and the very enormous character of many of them, it is
very important that we should get this information laid
before the House, and that these railway corporations
should understand that public attention is being called to
the manner in which human life is being sacrificed upon
their roads. I am not pointing at any particular road now;
I think there is general carelessness on all roads, and I
think it is well to cali attention to this tact and get theEe
returns, as the law provides.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-COST OF
CONSTRUCTION.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:
A statement of the cost of the Oanadian Pacific Railway from Winnipeg

to a point 615 miles west of Winnipeg, divided nnder the usual sub-
headings of cost of railway construction ; or in case the company bas
not recorded the expense under the usual sub-headings, then divi:el in
suth a way and in such detail as the company has recorded it.

He said: I have more than once, on former occasions, felt it
my duty to call the attention of the House to the alleged
cost of this section of the Canadian Paciffl Railway. It was
with some difficulty, and after a good deal of delay, that a
staternent was obtained of the expense of the construction
of the dfferent sections, and the efforts up to this time to
obtain a statement in those details which are usual in all
works of railway construction has been a failure. We
know the general sub-headinigs under which estimates
are made for works of railway construction. We know
that they are almost invariably on one line-that there are
some leading sub-divisions which are well understood to be
the proper mode of estimating and of recording what is the
cost of a line. But, as I bave said, former applications
though acceded to by this -fouse, though thought
reasonable by this House, have not been responded to by
this company in a satisfactory manner. So with reference
to the contracts; we have not been able to obtain any of the
contracts for the construction of, the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, excepting one of the contracta of Langdon, Shepherd
& Co., and th e contract with the North American
Contracting Company. All the other contracts have
been omitted up to this time to be supplied to us by
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, though called for by
this Rouse by the medium of an address. I have said
that .I have fplt it my duty to call the attention of the
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fouse on more than one occasion to the cost of this section, Saskatchewan river, which, with its approaches, cost
and to impress, if by any means I can impress, on the between $500,000 and $600,000, which, if you divide it by
House, the importance of insisting on further information the comparatively small mileage I an referring to, you will
with reference to the cost of this section. We have several see makes an addition for one single bridge of something
tests which we may fairly apply with reference to the cost like $1,500 a mile over the whole distance. And lastly, the
of this section. lon. gentlemen will remember that the third unfavorable element comparatively is the well known
section of which I am speaking is the section from Win- circumstance, that in the course of the section to which I am
nipeg to a point 615 miles west-that is, to the point to referring, you pass the foot hills and up the Rocky Moun.
the eastward of the South Saskatchewan, se that the tains. After Calgary there are some foot hills, and although
heavy bridge over the South Saskatchewan is not up the hither slope of the Rocky Mountains the route is
embraced in the cost of this construction. In fact, fairly good, it is very much more expensive than the
there is only one bridge of any importance embraced ordinary work of the line. With these three rela-
in this whole stretch of 015 miles-I mean the bridge over tively unfavorable elements-the distance from the base
the Assiniboine-a bridge which is certainly important, but of operations, a very important bridge over a smalt
which probably did not cost, with its approaches, much more mileage, and a country comparatively diffloult, with a
than one-third of the cost of the bridge over the Saskatche- good deal of mountain work-the actual cost of that
wan. For the rest, the road is as easy a road as is to be section of 345 miles was $14,530 a mile. So that you find the
found anywhere, and the cost has been stated to us during branch linesnear Winnipeg costing $10,700; you find this
last Session, irrespective altogether of the terminais and section I have been speaking of costing $1t500; and yon
station buildings, and the offices and workshops at Winni- find Mr. Fleming's estimates, apart from equipment, to be
peg, so that we are dealing simply with the ascertained state- $11,700. And now I come to my fourîlh and last element
ment of the cost of 615 miles of line, of the cheapest descrip- of the calcuation in reaching the price, and that is em-
tion which it is possible to find in the character of the braced in the report of Mr. Reed, the engineer I referred to
works which are necessary. Now, as I have said, there are yesterday, with reference to a section in the mountains in
several tests we may apply as to what the cost of this lino British Columbia. Mr. Reed reports with reference to a
may be. In the first place, there is the estimate of Mr. particular section of 113 miles; and I am desirous to point
Fleming, made, I think, in the year 1880, for 1,000 miles of out to the louse what the features of this section are, and
prairie Une from Selkirk, trending more to the northward what his statement of the cost is, in order that we may
over a more difficult country than that traversed by the bring it into a comparison with the cost of the section to
southern line-more difficult ii several particulars, and which this motion is directed. The section to which he
notably so in respect of the river crossings-and certainly refers commeneces at Kamloops Village, and terminates at
a much more expensive piece of line which Mr. Fleming Griffin Lake, near the summit of the Bagle Pass in the Gold
estimated, at a period at which, if I remember aright, steel range. Mr. Reed says:
rails were much more expensive than they are at "From Kamloops village to ihe Little Shuswap lake, 38 miles, the
presont-at $813,000 a mile for the whole stretch, inclnding line runs near the shore of the South Thompson river, crossing the
a light equipment. A light equipment has been estimated tarma that are located in the valley, where the amal1 streams, trîbutary

. to the river, furnish water for irrigation. The grading and bridg-for the purpose of the preosent contract at $1,300 a mile, ing on this portion of the line is very light, and the material is mostly
which would leave the cost of that more expensive prairie sand and gravel. The trees are few and scattered, and the clearingand
section at $11,700 per mile. Of course it is to be observed grubbing will be very light."
as against the observation of its being a more expensive You will observe that this 38 miles is a very favorable
section, that the line of the Canadian Pacifie Railway is piece of railway construction, and may not unfairly be eom-
probably more substantial in the sub-grqIes than that re- pared, for most of the distance, to the prairie lino.
ferred to by Mr. Fleming. That is certainly an observation "From Little Shuswap lake to Sicamous narrowa, 45 miles, the line
quite fit to be made, and it would probably compensate will be somewhat more expensive. The Shuswap lakes are of irregular
fully for the more expensive natural features of the road to shape, and their arms, extending out between the mountains, diatort the

the northward. Now the ne.t element fr calculation * railway line and cause a loss in distance of about 8 miles. The line
tc nota .s o , th e nex elemen o fo cala i1n ci leaves the South Thompson river at the head of the Little Shuswap

the actual cost of the branch lines of -the Canadian Pacific lake, crosses a 'divide ' to the Salmon arm of the Shuswap lakes, and
Railway in the Province of Manitoba, and these are at a passes around on the south shore o uSi-amous narrovs.
fi their ownreports, which amount t 8"10,700per "lFrom the west end of the little Shuswap lake, goinig eastward, the

igure, by r0 excavation on the first 6 miles will average nearly 30,000 cubie yards
mile. These, lines, as we know, are not very extensive, per mile, about one-half of which will be rock. On the next 14 miles
though there is ain important line from Winnipeg to the the work will average 16,000 cabie yards per mile, all earth aad gravel.
soth and south-west-; but the cost to the company is The neit 13 miles wal average 16,000 yards per mile, 1,000 yards ot whici

will be rock, and the rest earth, gravel and sand. The remaining 12810,700 per mile, over a country certainly not superior for miles to sicamous narrows will average only about 10,000 cnbie yards
railway building to that of the 615 miles to which I have to the mile, 40 per cent of which will be rock. On this section there
referred. Another element in the consideration of actual will be two short tunnels-one of 240 feet and one of 300.

n"Prom Savonna's ferry to Sicamous narrow, a distance of 1(8 miles,cost-which is always more satisfctory than an estimate- the entire line is contiguous to navigable water, and is thtrefore more
is the actual cost of the 845 miles commencing ant the ter- favorably situated for cheap and rapid construction."
mination of the section which is the subject of this motion There you see a section of 45 miles of a very different
-the 345 miles which commences at the 615th mile west character-and I will advert presently, in more detail, to
of Winnipeg and terminates at the Rocky Mountains what I calculate to be the cost of that 45 miles.
is a piece of road very mrch more expensive than the 615 "lrom Little Shuswap Lake eastward there is a marked change inmiles. First of ail, it is more expensive in respect to the the elimate.1
haulage and the distance, because all the material which And be roceeds to state what the climate is, and goes oncomes from the east had to be hauled over the whole 615 dep
miles before it reached the initial point of those 345 miles; "Prom Sicamous narrows ta Grif-s lake, near the summit of Bagle

' assthla the Gold range, 30 miles, the hne follows the; valley of the
and we know tht during Ve year before last the cost of age river. But little if any rock excavation occurs, and the earth
the haulage of the material on the Canadian Pacifie Rail- work is very light. Some pile bridgmg and a short pivot bridge at
way amoudted to about $1,200,000, and that last year it Sicamous narrowswill be required. The oountry is densely wooded, and
amounted to over $600,000; s ta not an unimportant clearing and grubbing wîll cost about $n000 per mile over the remain-

point. Secondly, this piece of road, the 345 miles, posseseingt
very much more difflcilt characteristios, with reference to I say, with reference to that 30 miles, being the eastern
the bridging. There is a very important bridge over the portion of this section of 113 miles, that the observation I
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made as to the westerly 38 miles may be repeated, namely,
that it is a cheap lino. possessing the general characteristics
of the prairie line, except that there is a dense timber, and
therefore the clearing and grubbing will cost $1,000 a mile,
which is in excess of the cost on the prairie, where
that cost is almost nominal. Now, Mr. Reed estimates the
cost of this whole 113 miles at $16,000 a mile. Of course, the
locality is one of the least favorable for railway construc-
tion, because the base of supplies is very much more
distant, and the haulage is very much greater than
that which was essential to complote the 116 miles west
from Winnipeg. Then the broken character of the
country and-of the section itself involves a considerable
difficulty in railway construction. It is not possible in such
circumstances to construct as fast or as cheaply as when
you have an unbroken stretch of prairie. But apart from
the middle 45 miles, this section of 113 miles is not a diffi-
cult section. There are in that portion, according to Mr.
Reed's estimate, no less than 151,000 yards of cubie rock,
two tunnels, and 12,000 cubie yards of earth a mile, apart
from the 3,000 or 4,000 yards of rock a mile. There is a
very heavy timber over tbis section, making $1,000 a mile
for clearing, cutting and grubting, so that upon the whole,
looking at these circumstances, my opinion is that
a fair estimate for this 45 miles would be 22,500 a mile;
but in order to be safe, I reduce the cost of these 45 miles,
to $21,000 per mile, which makes 6945,000, while the whole
113 miles are estimated at $1,808,000, leaving $863,000 for
the remaining 68 miles, on 30 miles of which there is 81,000 a
mile for clearing, post cutting and grubbing. Therefore,
the comparison of these remaining 68 miles, with the
prarie section, to which I have alluded, remains unfavorable,
because you have $500 a mile about to add for the simple
item of clearing; and the comparison remains unfavorable
also with reference to the distance from the base of opera-
tions and the broken and mountainous character of the
country. But making no allowance for all those circum-
stances, assuming there was no more clearing than on the
prairie lino, assuming that the base of operations was as
near, assuming that the country was such that you could
press on the work with equal rapidity and facility through-
out that broken and mountainous country as on the prarie
section, still the cost would be $12,700 a mile, for the 68
miles of these 113 miles, and the total cost of the 113 miles
is 616,000 a mile. There you have my fourth element of
comparison or calculation, the cost of this section in British
Columbia, which, with its expensive 45 miles, Mr. Reed tells
us is going to cost $16,000 per mile, and eliminating
that expensive 45 miles, would cost between $12,000
and $13,000 a mile. With these four elements of
comparison, what I desire to know is, how it comes
that the section from Winnipeg to a point 615 miles west
has cost, according to the statement of the company, no
less than 816,780 per mile, or three or four thousand dollars
a mile more than any of these other pieces of the lino, and
more than what the estimate, properly applied, would lead
one to conclude it ought to have cost. To my mind it is
wholly inexplicable. I cannot understand how it can be
alleged that thie 615 miles cost this sum of nearly 617,000
a mile; and yet that is the statement the company has
returned to Parliament as the cost of that section. I have
reason to believe that the first 133 miles from Winnipeg to
Brandon, which was carried on under the former engineer
of the company, cost about $10,000 per mile. Under the
Langdon-Shepherd contract, which commenced at Brandon,
a very high increase of price, an inexplicable increase, was
adopted; but I cannot see how even there it could coet
more than $812,800 or 613,000 a mile at any reasonable rates,
and how we reach the sum of 616,700 or $:6,800 per milej
is wholly inexplicable. As far as I can judge, there cannotj
be les than two and a half million dollars of which we have
no reasonable explanation whatever in the cost of this sec-1

Mr. BLAKE.

tion. Now, some clue would be given as to what has
become of this money, as to how this which, by a sad ex-
perience too lightly to be repeated, we know is our
money, has been spent, if this motion be passed by this
House and if compliance with it be enforced from the com-
pany and we receive a statement, according to the usual
sub-heading of railway construction, of what the cost of
this sub-section was.

Mr. POPE. The papers will be brought down. I can
say to my hon. friend that he is laboring under a consider-
able mistake when ho Bays the first 615 miles was lighter
work than the 345 miles. I have travelled over all parts
of this railway, and I can tell the hQn. gentleman that the
345 miles are quite as light as the 615 miles. It is not
built as usually with a prairie road; the road is elevated
very high, so as to prevent snow collecting on it. The banks
on each side where thore is a cutting, and there are very
few cuttings, are levelled up for a very great distance, to
prevent the collection of snow. It is not very strange, it is
possible this piece of road referred to in Mr. Reed's report
may be as easily built as the road across the prairie, because
they would not take the same pains with it, and there is
nothing like the amount of earth to be removed as on the
prairies, nor are there high banks to be built in many places
as on the prairie. But the hon. gentleman is not singular
in not being able to understand that. I do not suppose
many lawyers who have devoted most of their time to the
practice at the bar would understand railway construction.
No doubt he las exercised great ingenuity and bas studied
the papers very closely, but it is an exceedingly difficult
thing for a man to come from a lawyer's office and to under-
stand why a section of grading should cost a great deal
more tban estimated; but ho will have the papers, and what
more information ho desires.

Mr. BLAKE. I am quite aware, and I did not say that
this is built as ordinary roads are; I said it was a road over
the prairie. I am quite aware that the embankment on this
line is wider than it ordinarily is.

Mr. POPE. And there is the height.
Mr. BLAKE. I am speaking of one of two things-the

hon. gentleman is tîying, as usual, to put two ideas minto
one sentence, but with my limited comprehension, to which
ho referred, I prefer to state one thing at a time. I was
speaking of the width of the embankment and was going to
speak of the height. I know that the embankments were
very wisely made higher, having regard to the pliable
material with which they were made. It is said that they
are much bigher than they need be, and I suppose they are
as high as a judicious engineer would. provide
them to be ; but the only information we
have on the subject is the amoant of earth work
over the whole lino. There is no statement of the earth
work on this section, although there is of the average earth
work all over, and it certainly is a surprising amount, one
of the things one wants to find out a little more about.
Even allowing for the earth work, I am still at a loss to
understand the cost of the lino. The hon. gentleman says I
come out of a lawyer's office and know nothing about
railways. I suppose ho would sayI do not know more about
railways than be does about law, and I admitthat isverylittle.
But, Sir, I am sorry to say that for a great many years my
life has been passed very little in my office, and very much
in this louse, and in the discharge of my duty as a
public man, and that I cannot take the hon. gentleman's
kind excuse that my attention to my own business pre-
vents me from understanding this matter. I think the
statements I have made will be found to be verified. They
are based not upon my own information, but u n infor-
mation supplied by the hon. gentleman himsel.f and the
Minister of Railways, with reference to other sections, an d
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what he says with reference to the Columbia section is :
I dare say it did not cost any more than the prairie section.
I dare say it did not. I dare say it was not more expen-
sive than the prairie section ; but, according to this esti-
mate of Mr. Reed, it cost a great deal less than the
prairie section, and that is the point. I want to know
hor it is that it costs so much less than the prairie. I do
not believe that they have given us an under-estimate of
this, and therefore I believe there is an extraordinary
amount of cost in the prairie line. Then, ho says that
345 miles from a point 45 miles east of the Saskatchewan
to the summit, is just as light as that from Winnipeg to
that point,

Mr. POPE. Average.
Mr. BLAKE. Of course it is an average that we are

talking of. le has been over the lino, ho srays. Part by
day and part by night, I suppose.

Mr. POPE. Every foot by day.
Mr. BLAKE. And perhaps ho was looking out of the

glass all the time ?
Mr. POP-E. No; I did not take my glasses.
Mr. BLAKE. What the hon. gentleman, running over

the Canadian Pacific Railway at beween 30 and 40 miles an
hour, on a special train, with my hon. friend from Ottawa
to cheer him by the way, and I know of no one who could
botter cheer him by the way, could not find out, I suppose is
not worth mentioning; but, for all that, we would like the
figures; and even if the work were just as light on the
average for the 345 miles.as it was on 'the prairie section,
there is the big bridge whieh I mentionod; and even if the
work were just as light including the big bridge, -

Mr. POPE. I did not say that. I did not say including
the bridge.

Mr. BLAKE. He acknowledges thon, that including the
big bridge, it was not as light on the 345 miles as on the
615 miles; but the fact is, that the admittedly heavier sec-
tion, what he now admits to be the heavier section, cost
$ 14,500 a mile and the lighter section, $16,700.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman must understand that
they did not include the bridge in that statement; it was
made when the road was first built. I must say that the
hon. gentleman has displayed a great knowledge of railways
when he says the usual width of a dump is 12 feet. The
width of that dump is 16 feet.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not speak of a dump at all.
Mr. POPE. Well, the embankment. Did ho ever see

one on a road that was 12 feet in width ? I nover saw one
less than 14 feet.

Motion agreed to.

SUPPLIES FOR THE HUDSON'S BAY STEAMER
"NEPTUNE."

Mr. VAIL moved for:
Copies, in full, of the accounts and vouchers of all provisions, coal and

other supplies furnished the Hudson's Bay steamer Neptune at Halifax
in July last.

Mr. McLELAN. I would ask the hon. gentleman to
amend that by adding "Copies of all tenders upon which
all the contracta were based."

Mr. VAIL. I have no objection at all.
Motion, as amended, agreed to.

INLAND FISHERIES.

Mr. O'IBRIEN. In the financial statement of the Trea.
surer of the Province of Ontario, delivered at Toronto the

other day, I find a claim made on behalf of the
Province for a sum, I think, of $129,000 for license
fées due to the Province for licenses for fishing in
the inland waters of Ontario. I think that, in view
not only*of the importance of the sum mentioned, but
also of the fact that the Government and other members of
this House have taken a great interest in the promotion of
our inland fisheries, it is for our interest to know, at the
earliest possible moment, in whose handR the promotion of
these fisheries is. It might be a strong argument for those
who favor a legislative over a federal union that in almost
every province of legislation whieh we take up we are ham-
pered, and our bands are tied, by being met with this confliet
ofjurisdiction. The constituency I represent is largoly inter-
ested in this question. We have some 100 miles ofcoast on
the Georgian Bay. We have in every township inland lakes
and rivers, which are largely stocked with fish, and we have
been making great efforts to preserve that industry, which
is of great importance and value. The Government ha ro
also done a great deal in this direction in the last year
or two, and I was hoping that before the expiration of
another Session we should have had these fisheries placed
on such a footing that we would avoid that which has hap-
pened in almost all the older Provinces-an entire destruc-
tion of the fish in the inland waters. So far as I have had
an opportunity of considering the nature of the judgment to
which reference is made, I do not think it goes as
far as is stated by the Provincial Treasurer. I do not gather
that it at all affects the rights of the Dominion to control
the fisheries, so far as legislation may go, irrespective
of feos for licenses. In fact, it soems to be in somewhat
the same position as the liquor question, and attended
with all the same difficulties. But, from a cursory examin-
ation of it, I do not think it debars the Dominion from exer-
cising that control over the fishing which hos already been
claimed and exercised. Of course we can hardly expect the
Dominion will continue to administer a branch of the execu-
tive if the fees are to be taken by another party, if they are
only to have the expense and another Legislature is to
receive whatever profit may be obtained. I cannot myself
understand by what process of calculation the Treasurer of
Ontario has arrived at the very large sum ho claims,
because the fact is, that so far as the inland fisheries are
concerned, which alone were affected by the judgment in the
Queen against Robertson, which came from the Province of
New Brunswick, the fees are excoedingly small and
the expense of management correspondingly great.
I think that seo far as any money intorest is concerned, the
Province will find that it had botter have allowed the sub-
ject to rest. But however that rn»y be, it is important that
we should know how far this judgment affects the Province
and the Dominion. Having taken mysolf great interest in
this matter, and knowing that other hon. members are in-
terested in it, and that the Government will be compelled to
take it into consideration, I beg to move:

For a copy of the judgment of the Supreme Court in the case of the
Queen aganat Robinson, so far as the same relates to the rights of Pro-
vincial Governments fo control the inland fisheries of the Dominion ; and
also for copies of all correspondence between the Guvernment o! the
Dominion and that of the Province of Ontaria in relation thereto.

Motion agreed to.

THE GRAND TRUNK RALLWAY.

Mr. MITCHELL moved:

For copies of the returns as required to be made under the Consoli-
dated Railway Act of 1879 and t he Acta in amendment thereof, of 1881
and 1884, by the Grand Trunk Railway Company, for the fiscal year
1883-84, ia each case separately ; and

lst. The number of miles ofMain line of Grand. Trunk, with state-
ment of actual total cost of construction and equipment thereof. The
separate oost per mile of construction thereof, without rolling stock.
The total amount of capital account now standing against the said
railway, including its equipment.
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2nd. A statement in detail, showing the several branches or side

lines now owned by the suid company, includingr the number of miles
iu each, with the amouxits severally paid for etch. no* such amouts
were paid ;-whether paid in cash or securities, and'the -statement and
character thereof in detail. The amount for which each of such securi-
ties waa sold, and the net amounts whidi were zealised la each.

3rd. A statement in detait of an.* raftway lins or lInès leased by the
Grand TrunkCompany ragreed lobe w kea by them on a percentage
of earnings or other terme, with the length of eaeh of such lines and
the conditions ln det ail of -the agreenmien relation thereto.

4th. A statemet ln detail of au inter et the Grand Trunk Railway
may have in any other railwey or Iail#Ways, with the securities in detail
that they may hold in relatiod thereto.

5th. A statement in detail of the net earnings of each of the railways
mentioned in the four preceding clauses, after the paymeut of working.
expenses, for the paf fiéatieia17ear cf each of the said railways, witb a
statement-inxdetal f thepercentage that working expenses bear in

6th.. Whether an, and what amounts were paid by the Grand Trunk
Company to*ardt-tbe eottraction of the Torodito and Ottawa Rail-
way,-ud the smadathdrmtWiith the.Ètateieatf ithmgross as well
as the net earniags of!the .aid railway, for the past 6nacial year of the
said railway, and astatement of where these funds came from; also, a
statement as to where they appear in the accounts of the Grand Trunk
Company's accounts or returna.

Mr, McM LL1 . I certainl think it ls unwise to
assist any -ion< gontleriau in this flousetoworry and annoy
a railw,y company in the waye'in which the hon. gentleman
is determined to auooy and worry the Grand Trunk. I do
not think it is wise. for this House to assist him in calling
upon the Grand, Trank Railway Company to bring down
extended returns of this kind. it will cost them a great
amount ofnoney)-and wilt be of no use to the country, that
I çan seev-J Lhavo noticed, sineit has been my privilege to
sit, l this Rouse, that the hon. gentleman has got some
peculiar spleen of his own sgainst the Grand Trunk, that
apparently is not very well known to any other mem ber. I
cannot uncderotand what it is. Possibly there may b a
810,000 nigger inthQ fonce, or something of that kind. I
have noticed thathe bas a continuous'antipathy against that
corporation. . The w9rd Grand Trunk is hardly ever men-
tioned in the Hous but that.he goes for that company like
a mad. bullataredrag. I'notice that the hon.gentleman bas
got three m.otionson the Order paper, and every one of those
motions is Grand Trainkrrand Trunk, all the.time. I would
certaiguly, like ta lisvAa explanation of the secret of his
anlpathy I ppçpra t me that in justice to the Rouse,
as wel-o weo j!mîelf, Atiho.-gentleman ought to enter iato
a detailod atagment o .411lthegrievances that exist btween
himself apd. the GraMç.nTran>. of altthe facts at issue be.
twcethem. Jthin rtainly that we should uQt permit,
this Ordorfpas nobil. the.1s, gentleman gives the House
suclhxplanteiQn as will wversuati als _ believing that, it is
necessry4u the public intore hat.t seW shuould permitit.
TbeGfa»d Trunk Company hs perforaied a, geat deal of
valnabl-service tQ this couitry; it.was-ihepioner lino.of
this J) ipion, atnd I dno t A iuki tis quiteeright that .we
should permit asy on. gettJpma iber. tg ask questions,
from time to time, to aunqy U», cqmpany a this kind ofc
style. I hopethe bon. gentleman will give theR ouse some
extended explanation of the cause which leadi him to take
this course,.

Mr. MITCHELL, I certainly did not desire to occupy
the time of the House at any length with remarks on the
Grand Trunk at the present moment; but since the hon.
gentleman who has just .sat down bas chosen to make
references to me, and thinks it is due to the House that I
should give some some explanation why I want these
returns, I shall be happy to comply with his request. That
hon. gentlemanhas oosen toimplyso, pesonal interest
or some S1O,O00 Digger lin ti. denee Or some ÚÛher reason,
which, I presume, ho intends to be joéular aboat ,. oat aIl
eventatoimply.that I-have ersoBal motives in.my motion
in relation te ;the Grand Trank. Sir, that 4hre>.may be.
some personal difference- between the.iesding reseutivei
and myself, is tre; and, Sir, I thought that I had given,
last winter, sufficient explanation of my attitude towardsi

Mr. MITCHELL,

the Grand Trunk Company. Was my hon. friend, who has
chosen to make these inferences about myself in the Com-
mittee of Railways and Canals last winter when this
matter was discussed, when another hon. gentleman, who is
now in my eye, chose to make similar references to those
which the hon. gentleman has just made? Does the hon.
gentleman not recollect what my answer was to my hon.
friend then ? I am prepared to make the same answer now.
I leave it to the flouse, who witnessed the struggle last
winter, between myself, individually, and a great corporation
-a struggle in the interests of the publie of Canada, a
struggle in vindication of Canadian rights, a struggle to
remove the stigma and stain that have been put
upon Canadian statesmen, the Canadian Government,
the Canadian people and Canadian institutions, by the
leading power that controls that corporation in London.
Was the hon. gentleman not in the Honse when I read the
report of the proceedings at the eemi-annual meeting, in
April last, when they charged this flouse with-corruption,
when they slandered the people and Parliament of Canada,
and when they found fault with our enterprise and at-
tempted to dictate to this Parliarment how they should spend
their money and what undertakings they should enter into ?
Did the hon. gentleman not hear those remarks; and if they
are not suffiient explanation of the reason why I have
placed these motions on the papers, I will give him and
this Hlouse further explanation. Everyone knows that this
corporation owes this country $26,000,000, and ton years'
interest on that amount, and that this corporation, through
its chief executive officer, threatenad the Government of
Canada that if they darod to enter into and encourage the
construction of a (janadian Pacific railway across the conti-
nent, the power and vengeance of the Grand Trunk would
be visited upon them. We want, and this House bas a rig'ht
to demand, that that company shall place before Parliament,
each year, information which they are bound to supply,
according to the statute. The hon. member who last spoke
should have paused before making an exhibition of himself
by questioning my right. or the right of any other hon.
member, to ask information on public affairs, information
on a subject which we have a right to know about, and
which i am sure the House will order to be granted.
Does any one question the right of the hon. member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake) when he rises, day after day, to
move strings of rekolutions respecting the Canadian Pacific
Railway, an enterprise which Canada has initiated and is
bound to carry out. Did anyone question the motives which
inspire the hon. gentleman. I might ask why should the
hon. member, day after day, place motions on the paper, call.
ing for statements and returns, and asking for information
in regard to the Canadian Pacifie Railway. Have I, bas
a6y hon. member, ever questioned the hon. gentleman's
right ? No. e has a right to move for information which
he desires to procure, and which he, as a representative,
h4s a right to demand; and why should I, as an hon. mem-
b4r, not have a right to call for returns which the statute
rôquires the Grand Trunk and the Canadian Pacific Rail.
way to lay before the House from year to year. But this
House has supreme power outside of the statute, and it bas
the right to obtain all -information from its debtors as to the
manner in which they are expending their money, as to why
they have entered into enterprises which may be very ques-
tionable in their character, such as braneh railwaysa nd spoc-
ulations which may imperil the safety of the $26,000,000
the company owe us. If that is not suffieient, I will tell
the hon. gentleman that it is the time Grand Trunk,that mon-
ster corporation which dictates to the people and the Govern-
ient of Canada, should understand, and their representatives
and controllers in England should realise, that Canada is
not going to tolerate any more of their insolenee, or put up
with any more of their insinuations. The other night I
read from the statements of Sir Henry Tyler and those who
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spoke in his interest-I have not the extracts here, but I am
able to produce them again-containing the insinuation
that>this flouse was corrupt, and asking how much of the
£6,00&,000: sterling voted for the Canadian Pacifie Railway-
had gone into the pokets of hon. members of this House,
or members of the Cabinet. Such an insinuation is an out-
rage upon the independence and honesty of this Parliament
of Canada,and oughtto have been resented in a more striking
manner by some hon. menibers on the Treasury Benches.
It has not been done, and I have an opportunity of doing it
now. If I had possessed the information then, which i have
now, I would have talked to them about ou, ruption. For
what were the thousands of dollare put in circulation in
Montreal-for what were they given by the Grand Trunk
on a certain occasion ? I may have to enlighten the hon.
gentleman about these things before we get, through. In
conclusion, I desire to say this: I have a right; in the public
interest, to enquire how the money that is due to Canada by

letters to the Minister of the Interior, asking him to give us an entry
for our land, but all we can do seema to be of no use. At different
times we have asked three members on the Government aide of the House
to take our case in hand. Two efthem proised to do so-the third one
advised us to go to the Iorth-West wheele and vas laimarket. l
1882 an order was sent from Otsw, .e tb.q Imd agent, asking him to
send in a report of the number of squatters, theit improvemen te, &c. In
1883 blauk forme were send tu to,. 61- u epi *iking us- some forty-two
questions. These forme had to b.Lfled up Vuder soat. Well, the
forme were filed up and sent to Ottawa. la- September of the same
year an order vas sent 1to th land agent to g teuen. entry for our
land. l a few daysthe order va ncacelled. The excuse tbey gave
us was that they vere not avare that the land as. reserveland.
During those few days seven of. the squatters got an entry. There are
eleven of us that hare the same rightto get an entry as those who got
lt. Will y ou be so kind as to take our case in band, and- try if you ean
get them to give us our land, snd oblige.

Tours truly,
"WILLIAM MUBTRo."

P.S-As for the company, every dollar's worth they had on the
land was sold by the sheriffig the aummer of 1883.

this company is going to be paid. I have a right to se as to Now, Mr. Speaker, there are some facts in this letter,
the condition of the enterprise which -is security for the some statements, whieh I desire to submit- to the atten-
money. I recollect, when we of the Maritime Provinces tien of the House. l find, by'the termsof this lItter, that
were entering into Confederation, this Grand Trunk debt in the fall of i481 eighteen heads of Afhmilies left the Pro-
was put for ward as an asset against the investments of New vince of Ontario to settle in the North-West, and these
Brunswick and Nova Scotia, when the matter was dealt eighteen heade of families, as this letter states, squatted
with in London, and it was iepresented and counted as a on vacant Governmont lands in Township 3, Ranges
good asset. 1, as one of those representatives, have a right 23 and 24, west. That is -the first faet. I find that ail,
to know what the particulars are and what is the condition or -nearly all, of these men, in the ýfall of 1881 arid the
of that security for repayment of the money. I have spring Of 1882, entered, into possoe'ion of what thcy
a right to ask why the Grand Trunk have put a million supposed to-be their lunds, >ad 'madesome improvements
dollars in the road between Toronto and Ottawa, which I thereon, such as putting up houses of the dimensions re-
cannot find -charged in the Grand Trunk accounts, but which quired by law, and entering on the cultivation of the soil.
was paid for by them. I want to unearth some of the jobs That is fact number two. I -l'fd, by ,the o ffcihl «aztte,
perpetrated in conneoction with the Grand Trunk, and I have that on the 28th of Febrary, 882, léng menths after these
a right, as a representative of the people, to ask that this men had squatted upen theland,'this Morton'Dairying and
information which is embodied in my motion be given to Farmi ng Company gave notice of, their intention to apply
us, for the purpose of finding out in what position Our ac- for an Actof incorporation, and somi menths after the 28th
counts stand, whether the condition of that enterprise is February, 1882, this company did become- incorporated.
satisfactory, or whether it is not the duty of the House and That is fact number three. Now, Sir, recolleet ail this
of the Government to deal with that corporation and pro- took place several months after the settlers or emigrants
vent it squandering money and thus removing ail chance of had entered on the settlement of their land. 1 find,
this country ever getting recouped any portion of the money further, that after these men had entered on the settle-
due it. These are my reasons for making this motion, and ment of their land, after they had made some improve-
I think they are good and substantial ones. monts on their- lands-and they were bond -flde settlers

Motion agreed to. from the Province of Ontario-some time in the year
1882 that -company gave notice to these setlers that the

SQUATTERS IN TOWNSHIP 3, RANGES 23 and 24, land belonged to them and gave them notice toleave
WEST. it. That is fact number four. I find that these men,

according to the statements of the letter, by petition, by
Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved for:_ representation, by letter and otherwise, stated their com-

Return showing plaints to the agents in- Manitoba, and sont their complainte
. The nsins of Il squatters or occupants on the various sections in to the Government, at Ottawa,,and in answer to thesecom-

Township 3, Ranges 23 and 24, 'west; when such sections became occa- plaints an Order in Connoil was passed, in 1882, and was
pied; the varions applications made by such squatterd or occupants to transmi-tted to the local agent, allowing thes. squatters to
acquire said land; ail petitions and correspondence with the Govern- make their entries. Faet number five. This action of the
ment respecting residence; all declarations made by such squatters or
occupants and sent to the Government touching said land; the names Govrnment was correct. Nobody has anyýèbjec tion to it.
of all personas who have been aUowed to make entries on said lands, and Alter that Ordor in Councilxeabhed the local ag nt, seven
the names of all squattera or occupants who have not been ,allowed of the eighteen heads of familie to whom 'I have referredentries; thc deciion or adjudirrationcf the Government respecting sil having beceme aware of the Order in (ouncil , -nade entry
sucb -daims, sad lb. reasons therefor. hvn eoeaaeo hýOdrW'knelimd nr

2. AlI claims made by the Morton Dairying and Farming ComDany to and thus secured theiir lands. But unfortunately within one
Fsaid lande; whea such claims were made; :tbe action of bthe overn week after the Order in Conci- had been transmitted
ment or Department of the Interior thereon ; a çopy of any agreement, to the local ent in Maniteba 1h. Order in Council
lease or hcense under which said company claim said land ; and al
correspondeace with the Government.and saidcompany respecting said was cancelled, and the remaining ëleven of the eighteen
claim, sndthe actipa-of the Governme gq ,Deps-rnt. theren ; -ad were deprived -f thoir right -of entry, andu p to the pro-
ail othpr doeument.s or ps-pers sf$ing s-id la. sent eannot get any redres. - I fnd unether fact estab.
He said : My reason for troubling the House with this lished by thisletter-thathi s1Morto Dairying and Farming
motion is contained in the following lotter, which> i shall Compan-y, almost the-moment ibegan t exist, ceased to
read to the House. It is dated 20th February, 1885, and exist. It becamie deyentrnd i&pembe' 1883 the
addressed to myself, and is in the following terme:- company's asseterwere soldcot'-y the ihei4ff Of Ma-hitoba.

"DAR Sn,-In the fall of 1881 1, with a number of others, squatted AR the assets aud )pety'OPthe obmpànlqwere wid by 1he
on Township 3, Ranges 23 and 24, west. In May, 1882, a compasny, by 8herif, and yet frh the fal Mf 1881 doW tethe <pesent
the name of the Morton Dairying sagd Farming Oompany, informed-us time'eleven -of the t heighe who-settled the lb d 'therethat these two townships were part of the land they bought ftom the
Governmet. Sbince that time we have sont a number of petitons and have been unable te ,obtaini ag-entry7 dor4lhfi lEhd.*Now
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you sce that those eighteen heads of families left their
homes in the Province of Ontario and went to the Province
of Manitoba and settled upon unoccupied lands owned appar-
ently by nobody, and claimed by nobody exaept the Govern-
ment, until months after they made occupation there. They
loft their homes in good faith, and settled there in good faith,
relying on the assurance of the Government to encourage, as
far as possible, all the immigrants that would settle in that
country. And yet, Sir, although these representations have
been made to the Government, although affidavits have
been sent to the Government, yet up to this hour
these men have been unable to obtain their entries. I
do not know how many of these unfortanate mon,
who have been dangling for throe years and a-half
between earth and heaven, hoping against hope, romain
in the country to-day. I know that my friend, Mr. Mustard,
who was a former constituent of mine, is there still; but how
many more remain in the country I do not know. It would
not be a wonder if many of them, dissatisfied and disgusted
with the treatment they have received from the Government
and from their officials in the North-West, loft the coun-
try and removed elsewhere. I hope, however, that better
counsels have prevailed among thom, and that they have
remained on their land. I hope that the energy and the
indomitable perseverance which have characterised most of
the immigrants who went to that country, have prevailed in
the case of these men, and that they have remained, there in
the hope, however faint it may be, that they will ultimately
receive justice at the hands of the Government. Now, I
regret that my friend Mr. Mustard has not sent
bis complaint to some person who has greater influence
with the Government than I have. I have no other way of
ventilating the wrongs of these men than on the floor of
Parliament, and I can only avail myself of the opportunity
this letter has given me to diseuse this question, in order
that the Goverument may see tho necessity of dealing
with the complaints of those mon in the way they
ought to be dealt with. I have more than once, both
during the prosent and the preceding Parliament, found it
my duty to point out, on the floor of Parliament, what I con-
ceive to be the harsh treatment received by the settlers of
the North-West at the hands of the Government or the
employees of the Government in Manitoba and the North-
West. I hoped, from the statements made in the Ilouse
last Session, that a more liberal and generous policy would
have been pursued by the Minister of the Interior in regard
to these settlers. If the statements contained in this letter
are true, and I have no reason to doubt them, I am sorry toj
see that a more liberal and generons policy has not pre-
vailed; because the First Minister must admit that if those
statements are correct, these men have been dealt with in
the harshest possible manner. They have been allowed to
remain there three years and a-half without their claims
being recognised, and the hon. gentleman must know
that nothing eau check the progress and retard the settle-
ment of the country so much as to lot mon like these romain
in the unsatisfactory condition in which they have been1
allowed to romai. I am sorry to say that the case inE
question is not an isolated case. I have had half a dozent
such cases brought under my notice since the opening ofC
the Session. But it would be of no use for me to go to thef
Department of the Interior. If the remonstrances sent1
to the Government by the settlers, many of whom aret
warm friends of the Government, do not prevail witht
them, I can hardly hope that my voice will influence them;
and my course is simply to state the facts to the House, in the
hope that the House may press the Government to deal liber-
ally with the settier. 1 have several other cases which I in-
tend to bring before the House, in the hope of securing some
redrens for these people. Mr. Mustard writes that he wishes
me to bring this matter before Parliament so that these
eleven mon, with their families, may obtain some redress.

Mr. CAmEaoN (Huron).

I remember that last Session, when I drew attention
to some of these complaints, the First Minister denied
that any man was dispossessed of his land in the North-
West or in the Province of Manitoba. If mon who put
their names to communications in the public press do not
state what is utterly untrue, the Departnent has deprived
more thon one man of land and improvements. Let me
refer to a statement made by a correspondent in a Winni-
peg paper. I do not vouch for its correctuess; but I will1
give the First Minister the man's name and address, and I
will put the letter on the Table of the House, so that it may
appear in Ransard. lis name is Livingaton, and he writes
to the Winnipeg Bun as follows

"I see in your issue of to-day that Sir John Macdonald, In the debate
on the Address, denies that any bond /gae settler has ever been dispos-
seseed.- This I am in a position to contradiet, for after residing in and
cultivatingmy homestead for nearly nine yesaradand having improve-
mente to the a&Mount of $20,000, My land was sold b y the Goverernent,
and I was dispossessed. Hundreds of others can tell the same etory,"
I have no doubt the correspondence on this case bas been
presented to the Department of the Interior. We find that
the Government's own supporters, in a certain locality in
the North-West, held a meeting, confined to Conservatives,
with the view of pressing this matter on the attention of
the Government; and being a purely Conservative meeting,
it was supposed that its influence and power would prevail
with the Government, and that the Government would see
the necessity, in the interest oftheir own followers, of doing
justice to them and giving them their entries. Sir, I do
not know what cause lias inspired the mad policy of the
Department of the Interior during the past two or three
years as regards the settlers in and the settlement of the
North-West. There muet have been some moving cause
unknown to the public, otherwise the settlers in the North-
West Territory would not have ground to complain. I find
in a public newspaper published in the interest of the Gov-
ernment, a report of a meeting of Conservatives at Moose
Jaw, at which resolutions were passed condemning the actioa
of the Dominion Government regarding their land policy. It
was resolved that the Government b menmorialised by the
Conservatives of that place, asking the Government to grant
au immediate solution of the land problem. The complaint
there made was justthe same as the complaint I am now
bringing forwara. The people had been living upon their
land for years before the lino of the Pacifie Railway in that
district was located, and yet almost up to this, moment, at
all events up to the end of 1884, these mon were deprived
of the right of entry, and were kept in a state of suspense.
I know of two or three cases of men from my own county,
who, through my persuasion, were induced to romain
on their lands in the hope that the Government would
recognise their entries. I remember last year mon-
tioning these cases to the First Minister, who com-
mended the action of these men in remainiug there.
They remained another year, but still without their entries,
hoping against hope, working on and improving the land in
the hope of getting their entries. I believe the Government
have now decided, and properly decided, that these mon wore
entitled to their entries, and I suppose they have given them
their entries by this time. It was not only by petition their
claim was urged; the press that supports the hon. gentleman,
from one end of Manitoba and the North-West to the other,
bas been pronounced on this subject. I propose to read an ex-
tract from the Times, to indicate the feeling that existed in
the North-West and Manitoba with respect to the land
policy on this question, a policy that is keeping the settlers
in a state of perpetual uncertainty and suspense. The Times
says:

"On the lands sold south of the railway belt--

And these are the lands to which I refer-
"there are scores of aquatters who, at this moment, are plantin their
orops in blissful ignorance of this fact, that some speculator will Boon
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own their farms and their labor spent on thern. It ie true the Depart-
ment professed, some time ago, that compensation for disturbances will
be given to those squatters who had made improvements, the compensa-
tion to be determined by a Government valuator; that, as a matter offact, the buyers at the sale buy not only the land but the improvements ;
and even within the mile belt, the Government will fi-d it a difficult
matter to inspect the farms sold and to appraise the improveinents.
South of the belt, this will be utterly impossible. Then all, looking at
its pecuniary results, is a failure. To reeerve a vast qunantity of land in
the market at a time when money is exceedinglf tight and the richest
speculators poor, was inadness. It is reasonably safe toe say that Com-
missioner Waish did not advise that step. It was, no doubt, taken in
pursuance of that inco.nprehensible policy which the Department has
adopted at the suggestion of ignorant or interested friends. But the
failure of the sale, in a pecuniary sense, is a small matter, compared to
the evils it is bringing to this country. A squa.ter who bas gone n upon
the land, now being sold, and ploughed and sown, will think himself
justified in holding it against all comers and his neighbors will think go
too. Mr. Meteaif, of' Kingston, has an easy ta8k in selling ilie land,
pocketing thetcommission; but the Departnent wil lfind, when it cones
to evict the squatter, that human nature, in the North-West, is much
the same as in Ireland. If we cannot prevail against the Government
and the speculator, the squatter can, at least, leave the country with a
eure."

I do not want the squatters to leave the country with a
curse. I do not want them to leave at all. I want them
to remain in the country, but if you want thom to remain,
you must treat them with ordinary fair play, you must
treat them with some degree of generosity and liberality,
and you must not prefer an insolvent and speculative land
company to the actual settier. That is what those men
complain you do. They say that they were there before
this company applied for an Act of incorpoi-ation; they
say that six months before the company made application
for incorporation they were on the land and made improve-
ments on it, and the Government agreed to give them the
land and sent them ont papers to swear to. They did swear
to these papers, and the Government passed an Order in
Council granting them the land, but before the entries were
made the Government cancelled the Order in Council, and
these mon are still without their entries. If that be the
case, they have a fair and just ground of complaint against
the Government. The Times still further discussed the ques-
tion. I want to make this point so impressive, pointed, and
strong, as to induce the First Minister, not from any-
thing I can say, but from what his friends say, to do
justice to these men:

"The fundamental blunder which underlies the policy of the political
parties at Ottawa is that the North-West settler l a pampered indivi-
dual, and that he ought to submit to little inconveniences like heavy
taxation, notably land regulations and disregard of his rights as a squat-
ter. The fact that large Bums have beern'spent on the railroad here is
held up to us as a proof of the beneficent treatment we are receiving at
the hands of the older Provinces. That we pay three times as much
per capita into the Dominion Treasury as the eastern tax-payer, that the
National Policy increases the price of everything we buy, without adding
a mill to the price of wheat, oats or ba ley, that even with a free home-
stead the settler's life is for some yeara a hard and unprofitable one.
These and such like considerations are quietly ignored. To make mat-
ters worse, the people of Ottawa forget that not many miles from here a
foreign flag offers the settler nearly all the advantages he can obtain
here, with others, good railway facilities, peculiar te every settled
region. He gets nothing here which he could notget elsewhere, an d it
should be the policy of the Government to treat him, not as though he
were beholden to it for special favors, but in terme of equality and in
a spirit of fair play. A few more blunders, a little more stamping on hie
corns, may provoke him, until he becomes 'unreasonable' in earnest."

I have drawn the attention of the First Minister to the
statement made by my correspondent, to the opinions of
the press that support him, and to a resolution passed at a
Conservative meeting dealing with this subject, and I trust
he will see the necessity, in the interests and prosperity and
growth of Manitoba and the North-West, to at once deal
with this question in a generous and liberal spirit.. He
must admit that for some cause-I am not going to diseuse
for what cause-the tide of immigration into the North-
West has not been what was expected. The First Minister
or some of his followers may say it je because I and
some hon. gentlemen on this side of the House ventilate
these questions on the floor of Parliament; but my tongue
je not to be tied nor my mouth closed when a wrong bas
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been committed, until justice be done. If our country is
only to prosper by our lying about the condition of affairs
in 'the North-Woet, I say the country should not prosper.
No country can prosper without the truth being
told, and I am satisfied if we tell the truth and
deal with the immigrants in a spirit of generosity
and fair play, that country is bound to prosper, and all that
hon. gentlemen opposite may do will not prevent it from
prospering. They may check its growth and stunt its pros-
perity to some extent, but its ultimate growth is beyond
peradventure, no matter what the policy of hon. gentlemen
opposite may be. That the state of the country is not what
it ought to be is beyond peradventure. A prominent member
of the hon. gentleman's party stated not long ago that we
had spent large sums of money in immigration, and that
every body knew the settlement of the country was not what
it ought to be; it was a truism that settlers were leaving in
large numbers for the United States. I do not say whether
that is true or noV, as it does not affect the motion I
am submitting; what I say is, that if the statemonts con-
tained in the letters of my correspondent be true, these
settlers have been hardly dealt with, and the quicker the
Government retrace their stops the botter for the country
and the settlers. I do not make this motion out of any
desire to do damage to the Government in any way, or with
any view of making political capital. My sole desire is that
something like justiceshould be done to these men. Hon.
gentlemen opposite may cheer derisivoly. They cannot
undorstand that a man cau honestly submit these facts
without political motives; they measure other people's
corn by their own half bushel. As I have said, I do
not present this case before the House with a view
of damaging the Governmont. I have some idea of the
difficulties the Government have to encounter in carry-
ing out their regulations, when the carrying ont of these
regulations is entrusted te the hands of their subordinatee in
the North-West. I know something of the way in which
these subordinates deal with the settlers there; and although
the Government are responsible for a good deal of the diffi-
culty, they cannot, in many respects, be chargeable, except
through their subordinates, for things that have happened
in the North-West and Manitoba. I make this statement
with a view of securing redress at the hands of the Govern-
ment, and I am sure if the First Minister finds the facts I
have mentioned teobe anything like correct, ho will give a fair
and dispassionate consideration to the question, and have no
hesitation in at once directing the Department of Interior to
rescind the Order in Council by which the Government
cancelled the Order in Council allowing these settlers their
entries, and thus give tho the right to enj-y the fruits of
their industry and the reward for their patience, long-suffer-
ing and forbearance.

Mr. ORTON. I did not hear all the remarks of the hon.
gentleman, but although the hon. gentleman stated in the
last part of his address that his object was not to injure the
Government, or to decry its land policy, I must say that
the tenor of the remarks which I did hear was calculated
not only to bring the pglicy of the Government in the
North-West into discredit, but to do what bas been done in
the past to so great an extent by the party to which the
hon. gentleman belongs, namely, to decry the North-West
and to doter settlement in that country. Why did he
read the remarks of newspapers decrying the management
of that country and comparing it with older countries; why
did ho refer to vested rights and to acts of oppression and
tyranny wlhich .are not exercised by the Government or
Canada? I maintain that there. is no land policy to-day
that can compare with that of Canada. The policy of the
Unted S*ates does not compare with the liberal land policy
of this Government. I am not familiar with all the cases
the hon. gentleman has brought forward, but I am familiar
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with one of those cases, that of Mr. Livingstone. Although
he introduced that case with the view, apparently, of decry-
ing the course pursued by the Government or by their
officers in the North-West, if he made himself thoroughly
acquainted with that case he would know that it resulted
from a transaction under the former Administration, when
the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) was at the head
of that Department, when a patent was granted which
apparently was fraudulently obtained. The member for
Bothwell has expressed regret, I believe, that that patent
was issued, but ho knows, as a lawyer, that there is no means
by which a patent from the Çrown can be-set aside-

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Oh, yes; there is.
Mr. ORTON-except by the law courts of the land, and

it was not generous or proper that the hon. gentleman
should refer to that as one of the instances in which the
land policy of the Government was detrimental to the
interests of the settlers of the country. I sincerely hope
that gentlemen on that side will come to their senses in
regard to this continuons harping upon the unfavorable
conditions in which the settlers in that country are placed.
I maintain that they are placed in an exceptionally favorable
condition. Although we have not, perhaps, all the money
at our command to build all the railways required in that
country, still there is nothing the Government have not
shown their willingness and desire to do; and if hon.
gentlemen would apply themselves to assisting the Govern-
ment to carry out their measures of good,instead of decrying
the country, they would do more good to the struggling
settlers. Men have gone up there and invested largely in
that country, but their best efforts have been marred by
the continua[ desire to injure the Government, by decrying
the North-West and the facilities by which the settlers
are surrounded there, and by making out that they are
suffering hardships equal to those of the serfs of Russia.
I am proud to say that the settlers in that country are in a
mach more favorable position than the settlers on the other
side of the border, Last year I heard an hon. gentleman
on that side of the House from Manitoba make some remarks
on this subject, and state that our settlers were not in as
good a condition as those on the other side of the border,
but they have told me to-day that the settlers in Mani-
toba and the North-West are in a much more favorable con-
dition than those in the neighboring States of Minnesota
and Dakota. It is well known to members coming from
that Province that the farmers in Minnesota and Dakota
are taking over their grain and paying 15 cents per bashel
duty, in order to sell it at Emerson and other points on this
side, so that they may have their grain carried to the mar-
kets of the world by the Canadian Pacific Railway. Not
only have the Government, but the Canadian Pacifie Rail.
way Company,#exerted ',themselves to the very utmost to
accommodate the settlers of that country, and to assist the
development of our North-West. I have no doubt they will
continue to do so in the future. There is a great deal still
to be done in that country, but I am sure that if the Gov-
ment fail, it is not from a want of desire but a want of
power. I hope, therefore, that 4hon. members on the other
side, instead of weakening their efforts, will co-operate in
every way they can to develop the best means for helping
the people of the North-West.

Motion agreed to.

IETURNS ORDERED.

Copies of all correspondence exchanged between the Department of
Publie Works and any person whomsoever, in relation to the construc-
tion of a wharf at Pointe aux Trembles, county of Portneuf.-(Mr. De'
St. George.)

List of the names, in detail, with the residence or business address of
each of the several stockholders of the Grand Trunk Railway Company
of Canada, on the lst day of January last.-(Mr. Mitchell).

Mr. OaTON.

Return of all free passes over the Intercolonial Railway issued to per-
sons not actually employed as officers or workmen on this road, during
the year 1884, distinguishing between annual passes, passes for a more
limited period, and single or return trips, with the names of persons to
whom, the dates when, and the occasion for which the same was issued.
-(Mr. Gillmor.)

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

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 10:50 p.m.

IHOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 25th February, 1885.

The SPEAKER took tha Chair at Three o'cl3ck.

PRAYERS.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

Mr. HAPLEAU presented a Message from His Excel-
lency the Governor General. -

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as follows

LANSDOWNE.
The Governor General transmits to the Ilusnie of Com-nonq the Report

of the Royal Oommission on Chinese Immigration, and the evidence
taken thereon.

GOVERNMllNT HoUse,
OTTWA, 24th February, 18S5.

PATENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. MoCARTHY moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No.64) further to amend the Patent Act of 1882. Re said :

he purpose of the Bill is to add several clauses to the
23rd section of the Patent Act of 1872. That section gives
to the Minister of Agriculture or lis Deputy power to hear
complaints with regard to the manner in which the licensee
of a patent has fulfilled some of the conditions under which
the patent has been granted, and it purports to make the
deoision of the Minister absolute and binding. Now, Sir, I
much doubt the power of this Parliament to pass such a
clause as that at all. It appears to me that it is a matter
which concerns civil and private rights, and that it should
be more properly left to the legislation of the Provinces.
But if it is the law I think it is well that there should be
some power given to the Minister to examine witnesses
under oath, which he has not now ; to compel the attend-
ance of witnesses, and to compel them to produce docu-
ments that may be necessary to the proper adjudication of
the matter. Further, I think there should be some appeal
from the Minister's decision, and I propose that the appeal
shall be to the Supreme Court. I introduce this Bill
knowing that from the strong views which the Minister
entertains as to lis powers under the Act, it may be impos-
sible to get lis assent to the abolition of that power, but
I believe that the jadicial and the executive power should
be separate, and I will gladly aecept any amendment which
may be proposed to my Bill which will have the effect of
doing away with the power the Minister has under the
Patent Act of 1872. In the meantime I move the first
reading of the Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. I am sorry to hear the hon. gentleman give
such an account of the autocratic habits of the Minister of
Agriculture.

Mr. POPE. I am sure I will have the support of my
hon. friend opposite since I am to lose the support of m y
hon. friend from Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy).
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Mr. BLAKE. That shows that the hon. gentleman
thinks the Minister knows as much cf law as 1 think he
does of railways.

Motion agreed to, and B:l1 read the first time.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. McCARTHY moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 65) to amend the Canada Temperance Act of 1878.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. McCARTHY. The object of this Bill is to permit

those persons who, by the Canada Temperance Act, are
authorised to sell in the county where the Act is in force-
but not to sell to persons in that county-to sell in that
county. The law now stands in this way: That those who
are authorised to sell, such as distillera, brewers, wholesale
merchants and others, may sell, provided they sell to per-
sans who will take it out of the county, and those who live
in the connty where the Scott Act is in force may buy it
outaide and bring it in. It appears to me that this is a
manifest absurdity, and I propose to permit those who have
a right under the Act to sell, to do so to those who reside
in the county, as well as to those outside.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is there any limit as
to quantity ?

Mr. MoCARTHY. The same as in the Act-ten gallons
as to one class, and eight gallons as to beer. I do not make
any alterations except the one I have spoken of.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon, gentleman seems to be much
disposed to amend the Scott Act. Does ho not think that
he had not botter turn his attention to amending the
McCarthy Act ?

Mr. McCARrHY. I may satisfy my hon. friend by say.
ing that there is a clause or two in that direction also.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend's modesty prevents him
from saying how far he will amend it.

Mr. McCARTHY. It is only a small part of the Bill.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

INSOLVENT BANKS, INSURANCE COMPANIES, &c.
Mr. EDGAR moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 66)

to further amend an Act respecting insolvent banks, in-
surance companies, loan companies, building societies, and
trading corporations.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. EDGAR. The object of the Bill is to make provisio ;

that clerks and other employees of insolvent companies shall
have three months' privilege over other creditors for
arrears of wages. This was a provision of all the Insolvent
Acts which this House has passed, and I do not see why it
should be left out of an Act providing for the winding up
of insolvent corporations.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

TRANSFER OF BATTERIES.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, Whether it is the

intention of the Government to transfer the battery now
a ationed at Kingston to Quebec ?

Mr. CARON. I beg to state that it is the intention of
the Government to transfer "B "iBattery, now at Kingston,
to Quoebec, and "A " Battery, from Quebec to Kingston.

CABINET REPRESENTATION OF BRITISH
COLUMBIA.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE asked, Is it the intention of the
goypranent to make provision for the Provinçe of British

Columbia to be represented in the Cabinet ? If so, at what
date ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I beg to say that the
Government has not yet come to a conclusion on that sub-
ject.

ABSENTEES IN THE CENSUS OF 1881.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT asked, Isit in the power
of the Government to ascertain how many persons out of
those returned as forming the population of Canada accords
ing to the census of 1881, were absent from their residence -
at the time the said census was taken ?

Mr. POPE. It is not.

PAYMENTS TO G. M. CLARKE.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, What sums
(apart from his salary as county judge) have been paid to
G. M. Clark in each of the years 1679, 1880, 1881, 188?,
and 1883 respectively ? And for what services in each
year? Also, what sums, if any, have been paid to him from
the lst July, 1884, to the date of this enquiry ?

Mr. POPE. I am not in a position to answer that off
hand. If the hon. gentleman will move an address, the
papers will be brought down.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-PROGRESS
ESTIMATES.

Mr. EDGAR asked, How is, the figure of 85,160 per
mile given in the progress estimates of the Eastern Sec.
tion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway as "rails as per stan-
dard" made up ? What tonnage per mile is allowed for
rails and what for fastenings ? What price for each and
how much for haulage in addition to the prices ?

Mr. POPE. Tho 85,100 "rails, etc., as per standard,"
is made up of rails and fastenings, $3,207; sleepers, 8683;
track laying, $210 ; ballasting, $300; station building and
water service, $400; engineering and superintending, $300.
There were 97 60 tons of rails, and 7-40 tons of fastenings,
making a total of 105, giving one-half allowance for siding.
The price of the rails and fastenings was $30.

QUEBEC PROVINCIAL SUBSIDY.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, Whether advances have been
made to the Government of the Province of Quebec since
the 1st July last, on account of the provincial subsidy or
otherwise ; and, if so, when, to what amount on each occa-
sion, and on what conditions ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There have been no advances
made to the Government of Quebec since the 1st of Jnly.

REPORT OF CHINESE COMMISSION.

Mr. BLAKE. I desire to call the attention of the Secre-
tary of State to the faet that the report which he las just
laid on the Table of this House was laid on the Table of the
other Chamber of Parliament yesterday. As we bave the
advantage of having present in this House the Secretary of
State and one of the commissioners, I think we might at least
have expected that the report would be presented to us as
early as to the other Chamber, and I do not very well
understand how this could have have arisen unless the lon.
gentleman entrusted the report to the postmaster.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No one regrets more than myself
that this has happened. I received a Message from His
Excellency conveying the report last evening, but I did not
want to interrupt the proceedings of the louse, and intended
to present it at thi end of the sitting ; but, unfortunately,
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the adjournment was proposed and carried before 1 could
doit.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was evidently my
fault. I moved the adjournment too quickly.

Mr. BLAKE. I noticed that the hon. gentleman was
very; anxious to move the adjournment, but I think this
report was presented to the Senate in the afternoon. They
did not sit after six o'clock.

COMPENSATION TO BREWERS AND DISTILLERS.

Mr. KRANZ moved that the House resolve itself into
committee to consider the following resolution:-

Resolved, That it is expedient whenever Parliament decides that a
law prohibiting the importation, maniufacture and sale of intoxicating
liquors fur beverage purposes should be enacted that equitable pro-
vision should be made for the compensation of brewers, distillera and
malsters, Bo far as respects the diminution in value of the real property,
premises and plant owned and used by them in their business.

-He said: In rising to move the resolution in my hand, I
desire to say that the principle expressed in it, the principle
of compensation to those who are prevented by law from
carrying on their business, is one so fair and just that I
think it requires only a very few words on my part to
recommend it to the unprejudiced consideration of this hon-
orable House. It may be said that it is rather premature to
move a resolution of this kind at present, when there is no
legislation in favor of total prohibition before the louse;
but a large industry bas been so much disturbed by the
adoption of the Scott Act and by the great number of
petitions presented to Parliament every day asking for
total prohibition-that those engaged in this industry wish
to have at the earliest moment an expression from this
louse as to what are their vested rights in their property.

The industry of the manufacture of liquor, and especially
beer, is a very large one. There are about 200 breweries,
distilleries and malt bouses in Canada; the capital invested
in them is over 8 (2,000,000, and the number of bands em.
ployed about z,500. Already, wherever the Scott Act
is put in force, this business is practically prohibited,
and 1 think it is not more than fair and right, when-
ever a man's property is taken away from him in the inter-
est of the general good, that he should be compensated. Not
being a lawyer, I am not able to give a legal definition of
vested rights; but it appears to me, as a layman, taking a
common sense view of the matter, that a business which bas
been lawfully carried on for centuries, a business which bas
been carried on in this country with the consent of the
Government, and which has yielded a large revenue to the
Governiment who gives a vested right to thote who invest
their money in it. It may be said that their right is only a
permissive right; but I believe their right'is as perfect as
that of any other manufacturer. It is true, they manu-
facture under a license, but the license given to a brewer
or a distiller, or a tobacco manulacturer, or an auctioneer,
is not a restrictive license. It is not imposed in order to
restrict him in the prosecution of. his business, but
it is a license to produce a revenue to the Govern-
ment ; and let me tell you, the revenue derived from
the industry of liquor manufacturing ia a very large one.
lu amounts to about one-sixth of the total revenue of this
country. If I am correct in this, every member of this
louso d1 aws a certain percentage, while he draws his
indemui-ty here, of the money which has been collected in
the manufacture of beer and whiskey. It is beyond doubtj
that the majority rule in this country, and if in the o inion
of the majority it is niecessary that, for the general good and
prosperity and morals of the people, the carrying on of a
certain industry should be prohibited, well and good. Leti
the majority prohibit it, they have the right to do so, buti
they have no right to take away a man's property without1
compensation. Certainly public morality, commerciali

Mr. CBAPLuu.

morality will not be furthered by an act by which you take
away a man's property without giving him proper compen-
sation. I hope I have clearly shown that this is a question
which ought necessarily to be debated in this House, it is a
burning question, and I hope hon. merbers will consider
it calmly and without prejudice.

Mr. -WELLS. I am glad, Mr. Speaker, to have tho
opportunity of seconding the resolution of my bon. friend.
The only thing I find fault with in it is that, in my
humble judgment, it hardly goes far enough; I should
have been better pleased had it made ·allusion to another
class which I consider have been harshly dealt with
by this Parliament-I mean the licensed victuallers. But
taking the resolution as it is, I think that inasmucL
as it is simply an affirmation of fhe old constitutional
axiom that private property shall not be taken by the
authority of Parliament for public use, unless it is paid for,
it ought not to require any great effort to induce this Houso
to formally adopt it. I am sure if my hon. friend bad
simply moved a resolution affirming the abstract principle,
without relerring to any particular class or interest. it
would have roceived the support of every member of this
House; I do not imagine that any member, if such a motion
had been proposed, would have risen to say that he could
not conscientiously support it, so long as under any con-
tingency it covered the case of a brewer, a malster or a dis-
tiller-and that with respect to that class ho was willing to
give the right to expropriate, but no right to compensation.
Of course, Sir, in a purely technical sense, the property of a
brewer or a distiller would not be taken under the operation
of a prohibitory liquor law. The owner would still have the
legal ownership of his property. He would still have the
satisfaction of calling it his own, although he would be pro-
hibited from using it as a brewery or distillery; and
although the result so far as he is concerned would be pre-
cisely the same as if the property itself were expropriated.
Now ought that circumstance to make any difference? I
think not. We know that under the laws applicable to the
expropriation of property the owner is entitled to compen-
sation even if his property be only injuriously affected. It
is not necessary that it should be taken or even touched.
For instance, if the Government under the Public Works
Act, or a municipality under the municipal laws, or a
railway company under its charter, injuriously affects the
approach to a property, no matter whether that property
be a church or a tavern, tho owner is entitled to compensa-
tion for its diminished value. Now, is there any difference
between that case and the present? le there any difference
between the case of a brewer's right to compensation, be-
cause the free ingress and egress to and from his property
is interfered with by a railway, and his right to compensation
because he is forbidden by au Act of Parliament from using
it altogether ? If there is a difference, it must be purely
technical and not reasonable or substantial. I know that a
great many good and earnest men look upon this as a
matter of conscience, and they say that under no circum-
stance will they consent to a compromise with the devil
on the whiskey question, that the war that they are engaged
in is a war of extermination, and that they will neither take
nor give quarter. Now, while we may have great respect
for the opinions of these men, because we know them to be
sincere, I do not think that that is an argument which eau
be fairly addressed to Parliament. It is our duty, Isubmit,
simply teoenquire what is the legal status of these men who
are engaged in the manufacture of beèr and spirits, and to
apply the same rule to them that we would apply to those
engaged in the manufacture of any other article of com-
merce. If you make any distinction at all, you must put it
upon an intelligent and intelligible principle. It seems
to me that y-ou will be driven to say that in no
case where the trade is pernicious or dangerous
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to the public health, compensation can be allowed.
In that case, Sir, the manufacturers of tobacco, according to
some, the manufacturers of confectioneries, according to
others, would be under the ban, and scores of other indus-
tries. I firmly believe that measured by the harm which
tobacco bas done to the human race it has as much to
answer for as alcohol. Of course that is a mere matter of
opinion, but when one considers not only the constant but
the universal use of tobacco as compared with spirits the

.aggregate amount of harm it does must be enormous. At
alt events as between the two, it is only a quesl ion of degree.
The argument, therefore, that we are now dualing with-the
conscience argument-seems to me to be au argument for
particular occasions; it does not seem to be an argument
for every day. For instance, to use the illustration 1 have
already referred to,if arailway company comes to this House
and asks for powers to run their track through a brewery, or
if we require for departmental purposes certain tavern pre-
mises in this city, would any hon. member say that he
would grant the powers, but that, inasmuch as the trade is
a pernicious one, ho would deny the compensation ? Yet all
the surroundings of the two cases are just the same. In
both, you require Parliamentary authority ; in both the
object of the expropriation is for the public advantage; in
both the kind of property injured is exactly the sane; in
both, the injury is the same. Surely, if it offends the con-
science of any man to grant compensation in a case where
the owner of property is injured under a prohibitory law, it
must offend his conscience also to grant it where the pro,
perty is injured under the Public Works Act. Surely, it is
a matter of small consequence to enquire in what way Par-
liament has authorised the injury to be donc; whether by
burning it up or pulling it down ; whether by running a
railway through it, or cutting off ail access to it, or
hermetically sealing up its doors. What difference is
there between putting up a barrier or an embankment so
that the public cannot get at a particular property, or
passing a law which makes it a crime to do so?
The only substantial question, in my humble judgment, is :
Ought Parliament in any case to authorise the destruction of
property even for the public good without requiring full and
complete compensation ? A great judge, Chancellor Kent,
laid down that principle in these words:

" The settled and fundamental doctrine is that Government bas no
right to take private property for public purposes without giving just
compensation and it seema to be necessarily implied that this indemnity
should in cases which will admit of it, be previously and equitably
ascertained and be ready concurrently in point of time with the actual
exercise of the right of eminent domain."

I admit that, insome of the States of the noghboring iRepub-
lie, they have in their prohibitory liquor laws violated this
great charter principle, but I am one of those who believe
that there are higher models for this Parliament to imitate
thaa some of those State Legislatures, and I think that,
when we do resolve to imitate them, we would do well not
to imitate them in a case which overturns one of the oldest
and best constitutional principles, especially when we
find what the opinion of some of their own great constitu-
tional writers is upon this subject. Mr. Cooley, in his work
on " Constitutional Limitations," says:

" Perhaps there is no instance in which the power of the Legislature
to make such regulations as may destroy the value of property wi1 bout
compensation to the owner appears in a more striking light than in the
case of these statutes. The trade in alcoholic drinks being lawful
and the capital employed in it being fully protected by law, the Legis -
lature then steps in and by an enactment based on general reason of
public utility annihilates the traffic, destroys altogether the employment
and reduces to a nominal value the prope ty. Even the keeping of that for
the purpose of sale, becomes a criminal offence ; and without any
change whatever, in bis own conduct, or employment, the merchant of
yesterday becomes the criminal of to-day and the very building in which
he lives and conducts his business-which to that moment was lawful-
becomes the subject of legal proceedings if the State so declare, and
liable to be proceeded against for a forfeiture."

But what must we think of a measure, which in addition
to making the "merchants of yesterday the criminals of
to-day," proceeds to confiscate his property. Sir, I hope,
and I confidently 'believe that no British Parliament will
ever do that. Mr. Speaker, I intimated a few moments ago
that many excellent and earnest men have conscientious
scruples about rewarding such "bad men " as
brewers and distillers. That very argument arose in the
celebrated debate on the abolition of slavery in the West
Indies fifty years ago. There was a conscience party thon
as there . is now, and as I hope there always will be, who
said: How can we, who believe that slavery is the vilest
and wickedest of all vile and wicked things, consent to com-
pensate the slave owners; they said, moreover, that there
could be no such thing as property or the right of property
in human flesh and blood, and that they would never con-
sent to compensate a man for giving up what ho could not
own. The flouse will see what a great difference there is
between that case and the present one. There is in the
first place the great contrast between the two trades, that
of the slave owner and that of the brewer; and in the second
place, there is the argument to which I have alluded, viz ,
the right of property in human flesh and blood. Yet that
argument made absolutely no impression whatever upon the
Parliament or the people of England. It was feit to be
altogether too theoretical-too sentimental for practical
purposes. If the House will allow me for a moment, I will
quote what Lord Sandon said during the debate on the
subject :

'' The right of property, I know, is often denied. The possibility of
property in man may be a fit subject of discussion for the schools. I
do not deny that it is vicions and mischievous property, but that it is
property in the light in which we as practical men consider it, I fear-
lessly assert, as an abstract principle it cannot be disputed; but such
as it is, it bas been recognised-nay, created-by Parliament itself, and
having been so recognised and so created Parliament we cannot, without
the grossest injustice, affect to consider it no longer as property for
the purpose of extinguishing it without compensation. If the right of
property is to be extinguished on these abstract principles, what
species of property will not son be in danger ?"

Now, Sir, I have never heard from that day to this any
serious disapprobation of what England did on that occa-
sion, I know that Wilberforce, only three or four days
before his death, thanked God that ho had lived to witness
the day when England was willing to give £20,000,000
sterling for the abolition of slavery. Now, if it was right
to compensate a slave owner for bis right of property in
the flesh and blood of a fellow creature, it must be a fortiori
right in the case of an owner of a brewery or a distillery.
Their business las, to use Lord Sandon's words, "not only
been recognised, but created by Parliament itself, and Par-
liament cannot without the grossest injustice affect to cor.-
sider it no longer as property for the purpose of extinguish-
ing it without compensation." The Brit'sh nation gave
$100,000,000 for the abolition of slavery, and the civilised
world has a thousand times since not only commended their
humanity to the slave, but their noble recognition of the
great principle that nothing, not even the unspeakable
horrors of slavery, will justify the State in destroying private
rights and property without compensation. Now, I do not
think it is useful or even possible to put the case upon higher
grounds than that of justice to the manufacturer himself.
I observe, however, that a petition was presented to the First
Minister the other day at the Opera House from the bankers
and loaning companies of Toronto, which set forth how seri-
ously the passage of the Temperance Act bas damaged their
investments, and the ability of their debtors to pay, and
praying for relief. Now, however reluctant any one may
be to compensate a man who bas himseolf been engaged in
what ho may consider a pernicious business, I do not believe
that any member of this louse will go so far as to put under
the ban every man and every inetitution that in the ordin-
ary course bas a lien or mortgage upon this particular kind
of property. They certainly are entitled to our protection.
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They certainly have donenothing wrong. It has been said
that this resolution is premature, and that it is time enough
to consider the question of compensation when we arò called
upon to consider the question of prohibition. I donot agree
with that suggestion. The petition to which Ihave referred
itself shows how necessary it is that something should be
done at once either to forewarn these people on the one
band or to reassure them on the other, as to what they have
a right to expect. We know that petitions for prohibition
are pouring in upon us by the hundred from every
quarter, and that they indicate very clearly an
organised determination to force a prohibitory law
upon the country at the earliest possible day; and
unless something is done at once by this House to settle
the public anxiety upon this question we will have, during
the coming year, a very great amount of unnecessary dis-
tress and a very serions derangement of business. I have
often heard it said that the men who -are engaged in this
particular trade are very bad men, and that if they suffer
loss they deserve punishment, and therefore have no right
to be compensated. We have often heard temperance orators
declare in their wrath that brewers, distillera, saloon keep-
ers and tavern keepers are all the servants and agents of
the devil-that they are moral outcasts-and deserve no con-
sideration at the bande of the avenger. Of course we know,
happily, that these gentlemen do net mean quite all they
say, for I have beard it also openly declared on more than
one occasion that even moderate drinkers are just as bad, if
not worse, than the others, because if there were no moder-
ate drinkers there would be no brewers or distillera. In
that case, Sir, I fear that a good many members of this
louse are in a bad way. Perhaps, Sir, we may even be

presided over by a moral leper. But are all who are
engaged in this trade equally guilty? Are they all ileserving
of the same punishment? Are there no degrees in
their guilt? Are there no extenuating circumstances
in the case of any? I know a man,-a quiet, unassuming
country storekeeper-whob as spent hie life in doing good.
What his private charities may amount to, I do not know,
for he bas olten given anonymously and always unostenta-
tiously ; but I am safe in saying that they amount to a sum
which without exaggeration 1 may cal munificent. In
fact, Sir, I do not know of any man who lives a botter life,
a purer life, a nobler life, or a more religious life, and yet, Sir,
this hideous creature owns a brewery. Peirhaps I may ex-
plain, in extenuation of hie fault, that he was obliged, about
two years ago, te take it in payment of a debt, and that
having got it, he was obliged to spend a large suni in
improvements. Well, Sir, the passage of the Temperance
Act in Bruce has made this property actually valueless ; for,
Sir, the House will easily understand that a property of
this character in a snall country village could not be well
adapted for any other purpose. The result has been that
this man has suffered a direct loss of, I understand, about
88,000. He lias, in other words, been comUelled by
an Act of Parliament to contribute out of his own
pocket $8,000 for the public good, as the majority in his
county understand it. Now, Sir, that may be all right, but
I do not think so. There may be some code of pre-
cepts somewhere which will justify this terrible con-
fiscation of private property, but it seems to me it is
a code which is a little too severe, a little too Draconian
for modern times. I give this individual case-and I will
be happy to give the name of my friend if any one desi res
to verify the facts-only to show how impossible it is with
any regard to justice to apply one rule and measure of
punishment to alil who are engaged in this particular busi.
ness. Now, Sir, no one eau fail to recognise the earnestness
of those good men and women who are engaged in this great
temperance movement, and no one for a moment doubts
their sincerity; but whether they are wise-whether they are
the true friends of their own cause in carrying on this war

Mr. Watts,

of extermination is another matter. "Firmness with moder-
ation " seems to me a far better motto for a tempérance
party than "war to the knife." They must not forget that
the enforcement of the Scott Act will prove a much more
difficult task than carrying it. The leaders of this movement
must remember that the majorities they have obtained here
and there do not indicate the real, permanent strength of
the movement. There are thousands and thousands of
men who, like some of those I am now addressing are
moderato drinkers-who do not therefore belong to what
is called the temperance army, but who were willing to
give the Act a fair trial. And these men will certainly
judge of the Act according to the result in their
particular localities, and if they find these result
to be unsatisfactory, they will certainly vote against
the Act at the very first opportunity afforded them. This
large vote is really the vote which has carried the Act, and
is really the vote which will determine whether the law is
to be a permanent one or not. The same thing occurs in
this louse. There are, no doubt, many cases in which
votes have been carried in this House for the temperance
cause which really do not indicate the real, inherent, per-
manent strength of the temperance movement, nor the per-
sonal views of hon. members. The truth is that many of
us, most of us indeed, find ourselves in a rather ticklish
position in respect to what is called the temperance vote.
We have adherents and friends on both sides of the ques-
tion, and we are naturally very anxious to please them both;
we could indeed be "very happy with either were t'other
dear charmer away." The Government also are in the same
position. They too, would like to "Irun with the hare and
hunt with the hounds," and they are doing their very best
to do so. But in the motion now before the louse I see no
cause for embarrassment to anybody. It declares nothing
antagonistic to the temperance movement. Indeed, Ithink
it will materially assist it, if those who are engaged in it
will only be moderato and just, and do as they would be
done by. For my own part I think I am doing right in sup-
porting this resolution. I am not afraid of my friends in the
County of Bruce, no matter how pronounced or how much
in earnest they may be on this question. I am certain that
they do not expect me to be, and do not want me to bo, a
botter man or a more severe moralist than Wilberforce and
the other philanthropists who carried the abolition of
slavery in England 50 years ago, and I arm willing, at ail
events, to let them judge of me in this matter and to accept
their verdict. I repeat that I think I am doing what is
right and fair as between man and man in supporting this
resolution. I believe that it is contrary to law, to justice
and to constitutional usage to forcibly deprive any man of
his property without making fair compensation, and I be-
lieve that the triumphs of the temperance party cannot be
permanent if this great fundamental principle of justice is
disregarded. At all events, Sir, we have a noble example
in the case to which I have allnded, and I think it is an
example which ought to be followed by the Parliarnent of
Canada.

Mr. ORTON. The motion before the louse is one which
has emanated from the fact that the Scott Act has been
advocated throughout the length and breadth of this country.
One result of that agitation has beon wholesale distress and
ruin to a large class of our people. There is no right feeling
member who is not in entire sympathy with the object of
the Scott Act. The indignation folt by the right minded
people of this country with respect to the cruel wrongs
that have resulted and are resulting day after day from the
improper use of, the abuse of, alcohol and other stimulants,
is ftlt by every hon. member. I believe there is no right
thinking individual here or outside of this House but is in
entire sympathy with the tempérance body, in entire
sympathy with thé object of the ott Act. So far
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we are all united; but as to the proper means of attaining
that great and goed object, the removal of the evils of
intemperance, great and wide differences of opinion exist.
We have been accustomed in the past te believe, a large
portion of those who have had the privilege of living under the
British flag have been accustomed te believe, that the force
of precept and example and the influence ofreligious teaching
were the right and correct means of correcting all forme of
immorality. A large portion of oir people have believed
with respect te this question, and still believe, that the evils
of intemperance can be stayed more effectively and more
certainly by a continuance of those means, supplemented by
such restrictions as license laws and the inspection of the
arti3les used by the people. We are encouraged in that
belief by the fact that a very great deal of good bas resulted
net only te this country but to Great Britain and other
countries, by the earnest faith and belief in the adoption of
such a mode of staying this evil. But there are others who
have departed from the old mean, uand believe that the people
can only be made good and moral by an Act of Parliament.
They have lost faith in the efforts they have exerted in the
past. Temperance societies in former days have done, and
I believe are still doing, a great deal of good by earnest
teaching and example. But 1 say they have lost faith in
those means, and they have formed an alliance to
force on the people of this country coercive measures te
make them moral and to stay the evils of intemperance.
Sir, I do net know whether bon. members of this louse
have carefully investigated the principles which are, as it
were, set at nought in the Scott Act-principles upon which
we believe that the freedom of the people of Great Britain
depends so largely-principles upon which the good which
the British Government bas done te the world depend se
largely. What are those principles? One principle is that
under the British Government justice shall be done te all
classes of our people, from the highest to the lowest, te the
humblest individual in tho community as well as te those
who occupy the highest positions and are surrounded by
wealth. Another principle is that vested rights, the rights
of property, shall be respected. Another principle is that
if the public welfare desires the property of an individual
of the community, that individual shall b paid for it, and
the whole community shall bear the burthen of making that
payment. Another principle is that individual liberty of
action shall net be interfered with, unless injury is done by
that individual te his fellow man ; and it is always considered
that this principle should net be transgressed without grave
reason. Iinvite the attention of hon. members for a few
moments, and I ask why are these principles the chief
cerner stone of the grand edifice of human freedom which
bas been raised under the British flag ? The first of those
principles is justice. Mr. Speaker, justice properly forme
the main cerner stone of all Governments. Why ?
Because we believe the British constitution is based on
religion. We believe we are living in a Christian com-
munity, and we know that justice je the highest attainment
the Christian can arrive at. We are told that the throne of
the Almighty is urrounded by justice and judgment, and
we believe the objects te be attained by all religions. services
are that men may learn te act justly one toward another.
Now, Sir, I would ask hon. members to consider for a
moment whether the great principle of justice has been
observed in the Scott Act. Sir, under that Act the property
of individuals is being despoiled. From tme immemorial,
as long as Great Britain bas existed, and long before the
British Empire was formulated, stimulants of one kind or
other have been used by the human race, and it bas never
been asserted that it was wrong that such should be the
case. Property has arisen under the custon of using those
stimidaits i men have engaged in undertakings by which
they have aceumulated property ; they have worked hard,
and have -saved, and have become the possessors, and the

honest possessors, of a means of livelihood, and perhapq
f some of them of more than a means of livelihood. I need
. only point you to the enormous structures in Great Britain,

the large breweries, and to the honors which are given by
3 the British Parliament to the men who have accumulated
3 wealth and honor in the manufacture of ale. Sir, in Great

Britain they have been knighted in honor of the distinction
they have attained from their industry and carefuiness in

'that kind of industry, as well as in others.
Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.

Mr. ORTON. The leader of the Opposition snecringly
saye, "hear, hear." However, I will ask the hon. gentle-
man to have patience and listen to my remarks, or if ho
does not desire to listen, he will perhaps try to treat me, at
any rate, with some courtesy. Under the Scott Act, Sir,
property of this kind is being confiscated. Men who have
invested their money in erecting breweries, in building
malt houses, in manufacturing the various implements
which are required in these establishments, are, under tbe
operation of this Act, having that property rendered value-
less, That Act goes further, and it debars them from sol-
ling their article in the county in which it passes, so that it
virtually destroys their property. Now, Sir, I maintain
that that is ot justice. I maintain that it is not just that
theso men, who have pursued an honorable course in life,
who have industriously followed their calling, who have
not been drunkards, who have not assisted in making mon
drunk, should have their property taken away from them
and destroyed, even for the good of the state, without com-
pensation. Sir, I believe that under the Government
under which wo live vested rights should be res-
pected, and the rights of property should not bo
thus invaded. The Scott Aet does invade vested
rights in property, and renders it valueless. It has
been said that the state does the same thing in many
other particulars, as when a charter is granted to a railway,
the rights of property of a stage owner or a steamboat
owner are destroyed. But fot in the same way. He is not
debarred from following his occupation. But under this
Act those who have built a house or the entertainment of
the public under the belief that they can pursue their call-
ing as they have in the past, are debarred from pursuing
that portion of their business, and their property is being
destroyed. We all know that stage owners can continue,
if they like, to drive their stages, and if they
do not pay it cannot be helped; but under this Act no
proprietor of a hotel or other hostelry can pursue his
calling ; hoeis debarred entirely from doing so, and, therefore,
I say, it is an entirely different state of affairs. And, Sir, I
say that the principle of compensation to individuals if they
are called upon to sacrifice eir property by the State for
the good of the public, is nothing more than right and cor-
rect. Does the Scott Act afford any means by which the
individuals who are willing, perhaps, to sacrifice their pro-
perty, and are desirous of sacrificing it for the public good,
if it is in order to try the experiment, rather than to be
supposed to stand in the way of any good, and are ready to
destroy thoir property-I ask, does the Scott Act provide
any means by which the public at large shall bear the
burdens of the loss of that property-of that right which
the individual may be even desirous to renounce for the
benefit of the State, if hoeis only fairly remunerated there-
for ? Now, Sir, with all this sacrifice of principle involved
in this Act, lot us consider for a moment is there any pos-
sibility of any great good resulting from the continuation of
that Act in the various counties in which it is passed, or
in passing it in other counties in whieh it is not in force.
We know that in the County of lialton, near which I have
lived for many years, the effects of the adoption of this Act
have been anything but of a moral character. The moral
toue of the people of that county has not been elevated.
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Instances have occurred there in which deliberate and whole-
sale perjury has been committed by people to uphold the
illegal traffickers in stimulants. Why ? Bocause, Sir, the
popular element feels that a great wrong has been done
to the people who were engaged in the liquor business by
the destruction of their property. They sympathise with
them, and they believe that where a great wrong is done,
even by a Government or a people, people are not to be
blamed for ignoring the law under which that wrong is
done. Sir, I think that any candid individual from any
part of the country where that law has been put into opera-
tion, will agree with me that it has not had the effect which
was expected from it. It is a well known fact that instead
of the people having the opportunity of indulging in com-
paratively harmless beverages, such as beer and wine, the
only stimulants that they can secure are ardent spirits, and
these usually of the most inferior character. In the North-
West I have had some experience of the workings of a pro-
hibitory law, and what do we find there ? That strong liquors
are kept ont of the country ? No; all along the line of
railway in British Columbia, spirite of every description
are brought in in wholesale quantities and sold at retail at
enormous profits in the face of the law; and notwithstand-
ing that a large body of mounted police are kept there at
great expense to the people of this country, and are vigi-
lantly doing their utmost to preserve order and to prevent
infringements of the law, they have been powerless to pre-
vent this traffic. Then, Sir, how can we expect that it
could be otherwise in a community in which perhaps a
large majority of the people are in sympathy with those
who carry that traffic on? Bat a great many will argue
that this is only an experimental law, intended to educate
the people up to such a position that they will call for a
total prohibitory law. Well, Sir, in reference to that mat-
ter, though my own individual judgment is not in favor of
a prohibitory liquor law, I believe that if legislation of any
kind can do any good, a prohibitory law is the only law
that can restrain the evils of intemperance. The only
pledge ever asked of me in going into Parliament, was
as to whether I would vote for a prohibitory liquor law ; and
I did pledge myself the first time, that thougli I did not
believe it in myself, I would vote for a prohibitory law if
it provided for compensation; and I am prepared to do that
to-day-to sacrifice my own individual opinion and to assist
loyally our temperance friends in seeing that that law is
respected and honored. But, Sir, the question of total
prohibition, and of the Scott Act, I think, should to-day
command the close attention of every hon. member of this
House. I think this tentative Act, the Scott Act, has
proved in every form and shape, a lamentable failure. I
think, Sir, it has prioved more; it is not only creating
immorality through the illegal use of ardent spirits, but it
is sapping the very foundations of our Christianity.

S>me hon. MEMIBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. ORTON. Hon. gentlemen sneer ; but I will show
you why I have endeavored to show that the Act is unjust
-that it is contrary to the spirit that should actuate a
Christian community. I have endeavored to show that
from the very earliest history of the world it has never been
considered a wrong to use in moderation the fermented
juice of the grape ; and I maintain that when the leaders of
religions thought use their positions in order to intimidate
the people of this country and to influence their judgment
by trying to make them believe that in order to be good and
religions they must have a law compelling: them, they
are sapping the very foundations on which our religions
system rests, and they are doing an immeasurable
wrong to their own calling. The question of prohibition
is one which if seriously considered will bring the
House and the Government face to face with varions
difficulties. The firet difficulty is in reference to its

Mr. ORTON.

effect on the revenue of the country, and I think there is
not an honest man here but knows that the Scott Act, if it
means anything, means total prohibition. Therefore,
I think it is the duty of every member of the Government
and of the House to consider what effect it will have on the
public revenue, and whether the loss of revenue can be
borne by the peopte of this country. We have also to con-
sider its effect on immigration into Canada. Sir, it is my
opinion that if prohibition is brought into operation in
Canada we shall have very few German immigrants, very
few Swedes or Norwegians-those people from northern
latitudes of Europe who make the best settIers in this
country, but who have been accustomed from their infancy
to the use of light wines and beer. I believe, too, that we
shall have comparatively few from the British Isles. I
know that to-day in the North-West Territories old English
settlers are very much dissatisfied because they cannot
have their accustomed glass of ale, and are threatening to
leave the country.

Some hon. MEMBERS. IIear, hear.

Mr. ORTON. Hon. gentlemen again say, "hear, hear," as
if that statement was not worthy of credence; but if those
hon. gentlemen who sneer would take the trouble to go up
and interview the settlers in the Regina and Moose Jaw dis-
tricts, and allthrough that region, they would find that my
words are true to the letter. Sir, I think this flouse ought
also to consider the question whether the use of alcohol
should be entirely abolished or not-whether it would be to
the best interests of the people of this country that that
should be done. So far as our knowled ge and experience
go, it is certain that those people on the face of the globe
who have used light wines and beer have been a
courageous, a long lived, a generoue, and a noble people.
We know that there is not a nation under the sun but that
uses in some form or other stimulants. The Turk uses bis
opium, the Chinaman bis tea, and in some form or other the
wild Indians of North America use their stimulants. They
use their herb stimulants and vegetable stimulants which
enables them to perform feats they could not do without
those aids. We know for a fact that alcoholie stimulants
are of use to humanity and that many a human life has
been saved by their judicions and proper use. A great
deal has been said with regard to the modus operandi of
alcoholie stimulants, medical authorities have been quoted
on that subject. I regret to say that so ar as regards that
portion of the profession to which I belong-and I say it
without fear or contradiction-not only the modus operandi
of spirits and drugs, but the following of those drugs
through the system is any thing but clear, and that our
profession are no more able to follow alcohol in its course
through the system and state its exact action than
they are able to describe the exact action of quinine
which is known so well to destroy the poison remittent
fever and other diseases. So with regard to other drugs,
but we do know that in cases of extreme pros-
tration there is nothing that eau take the place of
stimulants. Alcoholic stimulants are the easiest assimi-
lated and the most readily applied of ali stimulants
in cases of extreme depression or extreme shock to the
nervous system. I know of cases where men have lived for
weeks upon little else but the wine or whiskey which was
supplied them as food. I knew a very singular case, that
of an insane wiman who would not take food into ler
stomach, who refused food of every kind, and had to be
supported by having food injected into her stomach ; and
that woman lived upon what? Why it was found that
milk and whiskey was the esiest kind of food for her to
assimilate, and for a whole twelve months that food, milk
and whiskey, was injected into her stomach three times a
day; it was, at any ratei sufficient nourishment to keep her
alive, and at- the end of twelve months her reason was
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restored. There are cases occurring day by day in the
experience of every medical man where those who have
lost blood-when nearly the very last drop of blood has been
extracted from their body-have been kept alive for hours,
their nervous force supported by the use of stimulants,
until sufficient food could be taken and assimilated in ôrder
to support life. Therefore, I say that when men get up
and say that alcohol is a useless article, that it is
of no benefit to the human race, they know not of what
they speak. In reference to this question there is one
thing that I have remarked on the various occasions
upon which the temperance question bas been brought
before the House. I have noticed that the men who should
lead public opinion, who should deliberate upon this great
question, who should give this House the advantage oftheir
ripe judgment, are not the men who speak, and a discussion
of this question is left to the tale end of the rank and file.
I think that that is, at any rate, not creditable to those
leaders. I do not refer to the leaders of one party more
than to the leaders of the other, but I do say that on this
serious question we should have, and the country should
have the advantage of their ripe judgment. Is it to be
thought that this silence on their part is to be accounted
for by the fact that one side or the other are trying to take
advantage of this question in order to keep in power or to
get into office ? If such is the case, it is sad inded. But I
believe that to-day, at any rate, no political capital can or
should fairly be made out of the question by either side,
and I am glad to see hon. members on both sides ready to
discuss it in a fair and open manner ; and I do hope we
shall have the benefit of the opinion of the leaders of
both parties on this question. We ought to have their
opinion as to whether any legislation of this kind is cal-
culated to lessen or increase crime, whether it will croate a
greater or a less respect for the laws of the country,
whether it will increase or decrease the feeling of security
in property which exists among our people. I shall not de-
tain the House any longer as there are many other hon.
gentlemen who desire to speak on this question, but I will
say this, that if hon. membre are of opinion that the people
desire prohibitory legislation, it that is the conclusion they
come to, the sooner we have prohibition the botter ; but I
would say, on the other hand, that prohibition should be
coupled with compensation. I say it not only on the ground
of justice but on the ground of te mperance ; and I direct the
consideration of the temperance leaders in this House to
that point. I think it would be better for them and their
cause if they would enlist on their side men who are bound
by honor, bound by every principle which should guide a
man to assist loyally in carrying out the laws, rather than
have a large portion of our people estranged from their
efforts by injustice and by sympathy with the wrongs doue
to a portion of our people.

Mr. SPROULE. In rising to express my views on this
question, I do so with some reluctance, knowing that many
of my warmest political friends differ from me in reference
to the opinions I hold on this subject. It is only from my
strongest sense of what I believe to be right and my duty
that I feel bound to give the reasons why I am
prepared to support the resolution before this House.
The resolution expresses a principle which, in my opinion, is
this: Have we the right to take away property without
giving some compensation for it ? It is a principle which
bas been acknowledged through all the years of the historyj
of this country and in every part of the British Empire.i
In asking foreigners to come to this country, they might1
reasonably ask what advantages we were about to give them1
provided they became residents of Canada. We tell themi
that we are prepared to give them protection to life and1
property, and to hold out as a premium on their industry«
protection to whatever property they may accumulate in

si

the country. This principle is acknowledged in reference
to other questions where the public good is on one aide and
private interest on the other. It was acknowledged by
England wben she abolished slavery, and, in that case, a
great evil was effectually done away with without any
injustice being done to those engaged in the trade. If this
was acknowledged by England and bas been acknowledged
by ail the dependencies of England, if it is the admitted
principle embodied in the laws of our country, why should
we not support that principle in this House to-day, in
reference to a question which is said to be of so great
importance to the country. If a man's property is
depreciated in value by a railway passing through or in
close proximity to it, he is allowed compensation for the
depreciation of bis property, because it is admitted
that, whon the interest of the community requires that bis
property should be destroyed, it is fair that he should be
compensated for it. It is said that a great good will be
doue to the country by the abolition of the liquor traffic,
because it will abolish what is every year imposing a very
heavy outlay upon us for the administration of justice. If
this be correct, then as a matter of financial policy we should
be ready to concede it ; if the abolition of the liquor
traffic would result in the large saving to the country that
is claimed by the temperance advocates, we ought to be
prepared to sacrifice a share of our money in buying
out the trade. When we find men engaged in binaness
who have been respectable members of society, who have
always been foremost in enterprise, who have always been
ready to give a helping hand in whatever assisted the com-
munity, or individuals in the community, who have been
living within the bounds of law, and have been recognised as
respectable citizens, why should we take away froin them
what is virtually -the accumulation of their industry and
economy; without giving them a recompense for it? It may
be said that those who are engaged in the business hold their
tenure of office only for a limited time, as their licenses
are granted but for a year, and that at the expiration of
the year it is no injustice to take away these licenses.
Apply that to every other line. Take the people who are
building up ranches in the North.West Territories. When
the demanda of settlement require that these leases shall
be cancelled, the law is that they muet be cancelled in the
interest of the settlement of the country; but doos any one
pretend to say, that if the Government have made regula-
tions compelling a man who bas a ranche ot 20,000 acres to
put on one or two head of cattle for every 20 acres of land,
and he has invested so much money and has built up what-
ever is necessary for the purpose of carrying on that
respectable business, they may at a moment's notice at the
expiration of his lease, perhaps at the time when he bas
just completed tbe requirements of the law and put on the
number of catle demanded, annul that lease and make the
man suffer the consequences whatever they may be ? That,
I think, would be regarded as most unreasonable. A gentle.
man at my right bas suggested timber limite. There
are many lumbermen in this country who have bought
extensive timber limits in Ontario upon the prin-
ciple of the established order of things, and as long
as these men pay the royalty and are prosecuting what
le a legitimate business, the acknowledged prin-
ciple of the established order of things recognises that
they should be allowed to prosecute that work, from time
to time, without being molested. The saine principle is
involved in all these matters, whether you apply it to the
slave trade, which was bought out by England, or to the
licenses given from year to year to the brewers, or to the
timber licenses given froin year to year. The same prin-
ciple existe equally in one as in the other. What bas been
the result wheu there bas been a violation of this principle'?
We need only look back to the civil war that occurred in
the United States a few years ago. They had also to
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grapple with the question of slavery in a free country.
They said that, in the intereste of the morality of the
country, it was important to do away with it. Did they
adopt the same principle as England adopted in the accom-
plishment of that great work? No; they said: We will
do awav with it by one stroke of the pen, whatever injus-
tice may be done, and we will balance the injustice done to
the slave trader by the great goed done to the country.
But what was the result? A civil war, the most important,
the most gigantic, the most destructive ever known in the
history of the country, was the result; and not only that,
but to-day and for the next hundred years, for the next two
or three generations, a large number of the citizens of the
States will recognise that, in that method of doing away
with the slave trade, a great injustice was done to them,
and they will never feel that they have the security for pro-
perty in their country which the laws guaranteed to them
when they came into it. This resolution is not dealing
with the general trade. I should be disposed to go further,
and to say that those who are engaged in the retail trade
should be compensated as well, but this does not go so far,
and I am glad to see that it does not, because it would be
used as an argument in the campaigns which are being car-
ried on in the country in favor of what is called the S -ott
Act. But the resolution acknowledges that, after the people
have expressed their opinion by their voice in such num-
bers as to show that they are in favor of prohibition, those
parties who are said to be at the root of the trouble, the

rewers, the malsters, the manufacturers, who have their
trade taken from them, shall be compensated for it. I say,
that when these men have been paying large sums into the
treasury of the country to support the country, to defray
the expenses of legislation and government, and to build up
the country when they have their vested rights to the
extent of iens of thousands of dollars, it is only right, if we
take away from them that property and that business out
of which they have heretofore accumulated money, if we
believe it to be in the interests of the country to do so, we
should be liberal enough, we should be Christian enough
in our charity to pay them for the rights we take
away ; because if we destroy that business so that
there is a depreciation in the value of their property-it
may be to the extent of 81,000, $2,000 or $10,00; the
principle is the same-it is taking away something from
them that represents, in their eyes, money that they ac-
cumulated by their bard labor, that they have put into
these various enterprises. Holding those views I am prepared
to support the resolution. I believe that carried out it will
more deectually stamp out the liquor trade in the country
than any measure that has been passed through this House
for a long time. Wby ? Because, when we compensate
men for their trade, if there is any violation of the
law on their part, there is no sympathy with them. As
soon as we pay a man what we believe to be a fair compensa-
tion for stopping that trade, if he endeavors to continue it
alterwards the whole country would be against him, almost
to a man ; and public opinion being then strong against the
business it would be much more easy to stamp it out than
it is at the present time by the Scott Act. I say I
am prepared to support this principle and shall be
well pleased to see it carried. I am glad to find that it is
not recognised as a party question. i think that these things
too often fall into the arena of party, and very great injustice
is done thereby; that because one party takes it up and
endorses it, therefore the other muât oppose it. I endorse
the expressions of the hon. member for Wellington (Mr.
Orton). I think it is a great pity that the leaders of
opinion in this country are not now ready to express their
views and their judgment on this very important question,
for as long as they hold back as a matter of policy, the
country will not be in possession of what might be called the
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ripe opinions of the foremost men on this question, and it
is left to others, who might be termed, subordinates, to
endeavor to force the question upon them, and obliges them
to support either one side or the other.

Mr. FISHER. I rise to move an amendment, and per-
haps I had better read it as an introduction to the remarks
I am about to make:

That al after the word IthatI" b struck out, and thA following b
inaserted in its sted : «"The time when Parliament proceeds to discuss
the details of a law prohibiting the importation, manufacture and sale
of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes, will be the proper occa-
sion on which to discuss the question of compensation to the manu-
facturera of auch liquors as may come under the operation of such a law."

I am sorry I was not able to catch all the arguments that
fell from the lips of the hon. mover of the original motion,
and I was somewhat disapointed in what I did hear, to find
no sufficient justification was given for the introduction of
such a resolution at the present moment. If there was any
immediate prospect before us that a prohibitory law would
be passed by this House during the present Session ther e
would have been, perhaps, some justification and some reason
for discussing this matter as one ofthe details of the general
question. But the hon. gentleman who moved this resolu-
tion,. and the hon. gentleman who seconded it, did not show
that there was any immediate prospect of a general
prohibitory law being passed in this country. More than
that, they did not even give us any argument to show that
there was a pospect that even during the life of the present
Parliament we were likely to be called upon to pass such a
law. Now, of course, a resolution like this would express
the opinion of this Parliament, but I do not consider that it
would thereby be binding thpon the country or the people;
it is merely an expression of opinion by the members who
vote upon it. That being the case, I do not think that much
good can come from submitting such a resolution ; and I fear,
on the contrary, that a great deal of harm might arise from it,
for in case a large number of leading men here should
express their opinion in favor of such a course, the hopes
of a large body of people who are interested in this trade
would be raised, in the expectation of getting compensation.
The hon. gentleman who sits before me (Mr. Wells) said lie
regretted that the resolution did not go far enough. I sup-
pose the reason why this resolution did not include com-
pensation to others who are engaged in the liquor traffic
was because the proposer and seconder were fully aware
that such a proposition would meet with far greater opposi-
tion than the one they have submitted to us. It is evident
that the question of compensation which seems to be now
chiefly agitating those interested in the liquor traffic, is
divided into two parts-the part which comes under this
resolution, and that part which refers only to the dealers in
liquor who hold licenses. I am not now going to enter into
the discussion of the question of compensation to those who
are licensed. I do not believe that these gentlemen have
any grounds whatever upon which to base a claim for com-
pensation ; if there is any claim for compensation which can
be entertained for an instant, it may be that of the manu-
facturers who are referred to in this resolution. But speak-
ing for myself, and I think also for some others who are
interested in this question, I muet say that I should feel
bound, under the present cireumstances, and at the
present time, to vote against this resolution-at all
events, until such arguments are brought forward as
will convince us of the justice of such a demand. So far, I
have not heard any such argument, and I believe if such
arguments were brought forward to-lay they might assume
a very different aspect if a prohibitory law was now before
the House for discussion. We can well understand that if
we pronised to-day to the men engaged in the manufacture
of liquor that their lss in consequence -of a prohibitory law
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woul be compensated, they would naturally extend, instead
of contracting, thoir business, and instead of preparing for
a prohibitory law they would be tempted rather to plunge
more deeply into that business in order to obtain larger
compensation. Especially would that be the case in a time
like the present, when money finds but few investnents,
and when other kinds of business are more or less depressed.
The passage of a resolution like this would naturally
give an impetus to their business, and this is a sufficient
reason for us withholding, at the present time, an expres-
sion of our opinion. These gentlemen, I understand
by this resolution, do not pretend to claim any com-
pensation whatever for loss which they may suffer in
consequence of the adoption of local prohibitory laws
throughout the country. We are aware that on the
lst of May next about one-third of the whole country will
come under the operation of local prohibitory laws, and we
know that in consequence of that fact those gentlemen who
are engaged in the manufacture and sale of liquors have
already suffered a great deal of contraction in their
business. This was stated to us the other day, when a
deputation of licensed victuallers interviewed the Govern-
ment on this question. Now, Sir, I believe that the same
causes whichehave been in operation for the last year in this
country will continue te act and will produce in the future
even greater results than they have in the past; I believe
that at no distant day more than one-half the country will
be under a local prohibitory law. When that takes place
we can understand that this business will be still more
largely contracted, and when the time comes to discues a
national prohibitory law in this flouse, the chances
are very great that by the simple operation of the
law of supply and demand the business of the licensèd
victuallers will thon be very much les than it is te day.
But, as I pointed out a few moments ago, if Parliament
pledges itself to give compensation at a future day, and at
a time when we do not know what the circumstances will
be under which compensation will be demanded, we can un-
derstand perfectly well that instead ofdiminishing the com-
pensation we are more likely to increase it. This, as a
matter of prudence, should cause hon. members to hestitate
before voting for any such resolution as that before the
Bouse. I do not know wh'at may be the extent of the pro-
hibition which may be introduced. We have already on the
paper a notice of a resolution to prohibit the manufacture
of alcoholie beverages. But there is nothing in regard te
brewers and maltiters. When that questions comes up we
shall have te discuss compensation in regard to those par-
ticular items; but the compensation for those items would
varyfrom the compensation te brewers and maltsters, so if we
were to pledge ourselves to provide any such compensation
as is proposed, we would weaken our position when we
corne to discuss the question. The hon. member in front
of me (Mr. Wells) alluded to the evident feeling on the part
of the temperance people that they could net make any com-
promise with this trade, that they were not prepared in any
sense or any way to acknowledge that the trade had rights.
I confes that there may be a wing of the temperance party
who are animated with that spirit. There is, however, a
very large part of the temperance party who are not ani-
mated with that spirit in any sense; they demand legisla-
tion in their favor and ask that the people of the country
be protected from the great evil which is in our midst. I
believe those temperance people, when they have the
power, will net use it in the same way as the liquor dealers
have used their power against us in the past. I believe we
will be actuated by a desire te give justice to our enemies,
even though we have not received justice at their hands in
the past. The hon. gentleman in front of me said that
temperance people would neither give nor receive quarter.
I believe, that although we have never received quarter at
thç bgnde ofour opponents, we will be quite willing to give it

when our opponents are on their knees before us, and we
have triumphed over them. If to-day this question is urged
and forced upon us, we shall feel, as 1 do personally,
that we cannot admit this principle, that there has
not been placed before us sufficient grounds on
which this principle should be acknowledged ; and
we will vote against this principle, if brought
squarely before us to-day, whatever course we might take on
a future occasion, when, under different circumstances, such
a proposition for compensation might be brought before the
fHouse at a time when we were discussing the details of a
prohibitory law. I shall not enter in any sense or way into
the question of prohibition. The hon. member for Welling-
ton (Mr. Orton) has stated that the majority of the members
of this House are in favor of restricting the traffic in liquo-,
and of freeing the country from the evils which that traffic
has brought upon us. I believe that is the fact, but I am
not going to discuss the principle of prohibition. I am glad,
however, teobe able to stand in this House this Session in a
position different from that occupied last Session. The
people of the country at large have spoken on this question,
and have decided in favor of temperance. I was glad to
hear from the lips of an hon. momber who has not always
been on the side of temperance, that this position is
taken, and that we are to-day acknowledged to be on
the right side in this question. I think this matter
simply resolves itself into a question of justice. If at
the time a prohibitory law is passed here, manufacturers
of liquors can show us they have just grounds for
compensation, let them come forward and prove to us that
such is the case, and ask that a compensation clause be
introduced into the law. But I do not think they are wise
in their day aild generation, or that it is expedient and
right that Parliament should be asked beforehand to pledge
itself and the country, in so far as Parliament can do so, to
any such proposition. I think I have touched shortly upon
the reasons which have prompted me to move this amend-
ment, and in view of the fact that the country is not likely
to be asked to pass a prohibitory law this Session, or be
asked to pass such a law during the life of the present
Parliament, it is inopportune and premature to make any
such arrangement as is proposed with the manufacturers
of liquor.

Mr. FOSTER. Before the vote is taken, I should like to
say a few words with respect to the original motion particu-
larly, and in a slight degree with respect to the amendment.
I am not sorry that this question has come before the House,
I do not think it is premature to discuss it at this or at
any subsequent time. I have, however, my own opinion as
to the time when this question should be decided. As pro-
hibitionists and temporance men, those of us who
have been in favor of a prohibitory law and have
argued for it, cortainly do not regret that this
resolution has come before the House at this time
or in the way in which it has come. It has been
quite common, in the years that have passed, for those who
did not believe in the principle of prohibition to think little
of the movement which was inaugurated and carried out
by that section of the people who did believe in prohibition,
and who were generally said to be but few in number and
to have but little influence. That argument can no longer
be used. During the eight or ton years that have passed,
both the number and influence of the prohibitionists in the
country and in the House have been augmented, and to-day
we have a resolution which distinctly recognises the fact
that the prohibition movement can no longer be ignored,
that the people are behind it, and this resolution is,
if I understand it rightly, the calm and deliberate expression
of opinion of the brewers and distillers of this country, that
whether they be prepared for death or not, death is im-
minent; that they are looking now for some way in
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which the business may go out with pecuniary considera-
tion attached to it, and may, so to speak, in some way get
the promise of the country to erect a mausoleum to its
memory. I thank the mover and seconder of this resolu-
tion, and those who are behind it, for this strong admission,
and I assure them it will be heard from one end of this
country to the other, that, after to-day, no person in this
Dominion will be able to say that the strength of the pro-
hibition movement is to be despised, but that this resolu-
tion is an indication that it is the general sentiment of
those to whom prohibition is opposed, that it is a grow-
ing power in the country, and that it is coming close to its
consummation. Sir, this resolution which bas been intro-
duced to the House, I do not consider, so far as my judg-
ment goes, to be one which we ought now to decide. I am
willing to discuss the principle; I want a fair and square dis-
cussion of that principle ; I want the leaders of
publie sentiment in this House to give their
opinions on this weighty matter-the men who have
studied political economy and social economy; the men
who are conversant with the affairs of state; the men who
have studied social problems in all their parts-I want
them, as leaders of publie opinion, and as standing as
represent atives of the people in this House, to discuss this
question as deeply, as widely, as f ully as it eau be discussed,
so that the people may have the data whereupon to gather
to the discussion of it outside of this House. But this
House is not prepared to decide this question, or to say
that the decisiop of this question to-day, on the original
resolution in the affirmative, would be the decision of the
country, or could, in any way, be tortured to be taken as
the decision of the country. This resolution, as it comes
down, is a contingent resolution. It does not ask for the
taking away of any existing grievances; it does not ask for
the addition of something to any existing law, or to any
law whieb is to-day in process of being enacted. It simply
says that if something or other, in the years of the future,
in five years or twenty-five years from this day, shall come
to be the case, then, this other thing which is asked for by
the resolution, shall also come to be the case. I do not
think that this is the usual method of procedure in a deliber-
ative body. It is as thongh when the new improvements
in cotton machinery and woollen machinery were comin to
the front, and when employees were looking out in the not
very distant future, and saying there will come a time
when, if these things are allowed to come into use,-our labor
will be thrown out, our wages taken from us; and now,
before the advantages of these things can be fully seen, now,
on the wave of the prejudices which exist against them, we
will pass a resolution through Parliament, saying that in
the event of these machines coming into use those employees
who are thrown out of employment shall be compensated
for their loss. It is as tbough, when a Bill was before
Parliament to charter a railway to run along the aide of a
great navigable stream, those who owned boats plying on
that stream, seeing the approaching diminutions of their
gains, seeing the fact that in the near future their gains
would be nterfered witlh and a different route of travel
would be taken, should say, we will make interest; we will
pas a resolution throt.gh Parliament saying that if such
and Fuch a thing takes place we are to be compensated for
the loss which may come upon us. And what is this reso-
lution ? It is nothing more nor less than an attempt, in a
time when there is a want of knowledge on the subject, in a
time of first feeling, to bind the hands of the future by a
resolution contingent on something else happening. And
if I mistake not, although this resolution may have
within its scope the compensation of brewers and
distillera, it will have this effect-whether this is
its motive or not-it will have consequence: It will
raise up a sum of money anywhere from $12,000,000,
which bas been spoken of by my hon. friend as the

Mr. FosTEa.

capital invested in the brewing business to day, up to
$30,000,000 or $40,000,000-it will raise that sum up as the
probable sum which the people of this country will invite
to fall upon their shoulders, and be laid as a burden on their
backs if they paso a prohibitory law. Sir, I do not think
it is the usual course for a parliamentary or deliberative
assembly to proceed in that way. Then again, I think this
resolution, as my friend on the other side bas stated, is pre-
mature. Has it been discussed in the country ? It may be
said that your prohibition resolution last year was pre-
mature. But, I reply, there is a great difference. That
question las been before the country for fifty years; it has
been steadily marching forward towards its solution. Every
year it has been increasing in strength. Every year
the influences behind it have been augmented. This
question has permeated every nook and corner of the land;
it bas gone into the centre of every constituency, it bas been
talked of ut every fireside; and this Parliament last year,
or any year within the last fifteen years, bas had the data
at hand to give a vote on that principle, feeling certain
that those who voted upon it would represent the aggregate
feeling of their constituents. But where has this question
of compensation been argued ? In what constituency, in
what nook or corner has it been raised? Is*there a single
representative here who can get up and say: I can vote for
this question, for or against, feeling that I know what the
sentiments of my constituents are, and that by my vote I
am representing them here.

An hon. MEMBER. Yes.
Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman says he can. Re

then is one of the favored few, but I think the large majority
of this House will feel that they cannot. Well, Sir, follow-
ing that out, I do not think this Hlouse is in the position, in
its representative capacity, to decide this question for or
against compensation; because, whether this House does
possess the knowledge of its constituencies far enough and
wide enough to make a fair decision in this matter-even
if they do not, yet the opinion will go out from this House,
if it be taken in the affirmative or negative, the opinion
will go out that this Parliament of Canada, representing the
people of Canada, would make this decision, when I hold
that that would not be the case, but that it will be the
gentlemen who are sitting in the Parliament of Canada, who
have expressed their own collective or aggregate opinion on
on this question. Do not imagine that I wish to say that
we should not discuss manfully and fairly and squarely the
whole issue, and nothing else. I think we should ; but I
think we should reserve our opinion as a solemn declara-
tion until we find out the feeling of our constituents
on this question. At least, that is my private opinion,
guiding my own conduct and speaking for myself. Nor
bas this question come up on the ground of petition. las
there been a single petition put before Parliament asking
that compensation should be given to the brewers and dis-
tillers and maltsters ? Is there one from all this country-
from the island ofCape Breton to the Pacifie ocean ? Can
there be produced on the Table of this House a single
petition coming from the people asking that compensation
be granted ? I think not. And we are a representative
body; we represent the people in this House. This is a
large matter, involving ut least $12,000,000, according to
what my hon. friend, the mover of this resolutioni, bas
stated to be the capital employed in breweries and distil-
leries. I say that, under the circumstance, that no voice of
the people bas asked for this action, it is too great
a burden for us to resolve sbould be placed
on them without consulting our constituentsi It
may be stated that a deputation whieh came to this city
not many days ago, presented to the Government a mem-
orial in which they claimed compensation. That may be;
but it was not the compensation which is claimed in this
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resolution. That deputation, if I understood their memorial
aright, asked for compensation for the license victuallers,
for the coopers, for the employees, and for the cigar manu-
facturers. This, thon, is not their resolution ; it is not
founded on their presentment of the case. This is some-
body else's resolution, and is founded on somebody else's
presentment of the case, because the brewers and distillers

-are the only people included in it. Thon I say that from
the sovereign people of this country, in the exercise of thoir
right of petition, there has not come a single voice to this
Parliament, asking that compensation shall be granted. So
much, Sir, with reference to that point. But this resolu-
tion is also, to my mind, one which we ought not to take
into consideration, so far as to decide in favor of it, for an-
other reason, and that is this: It is a resolution which,
besides embodying something which has not been asked for
by the people, besides tying the hands of the people in
the way 1 have stated, is one which is not backed up
by that amount of argument necessary to show that
the necessity for it existe. I may just refer, in passing, to
the kind of argument with which this demand is some-
times backed up. For instance, I think the only financial
argument which was used by the deputation which came to
Ottawa a few days ago, the only argument which con-
descended to figures, was that used by the cigar manufac-
turers. Hon. gentlemen who have read their memorial
will remember that the cigar manufacturers started out by
arguing that they should have compensation on the ground
that the Scott Act was injuring them; and they showed,
from official records, a diminution of $449,000 in the
amount paid by the cigar manufacturers into the Dominion
revenue in 1884, as compared with 1883 ; and then, by that
strange sort of argument which so often prevails, they
stated that this diminution was due to the operation of the
Scott Act in the different counties. Now, Sir, examine that
argument. When we come to look at the returns of the
Minister of Inland Revenue, we find that last year the duty
on tobacco was reduced from 20 cents to 12 cents on the
pound. The Minister calculated that some $800,000 would
be lost to the revenue in consequence of that docrease ; but
ho states, in his report, that instead of $800,000 being the
decrease, the decrease was $449,000. Now, you see what
kind of an argument that was. The Minister of Inland.
Revenue says that the- diminution is due to the decrease in
the duty; but the memorialist, in order to use it as an argu.
ment to show why compensation should be granted to them,
sav it is due to the effect of the Scott Act on the cigar
trade. That is an instance of the curions kind of non
sequitur argument which is used in favor of compensation.
Well, Sir, I am glad this resolution has been brought for-
ward for other reasons. I am glad, because it shows that
the finality is somewhat near, that the end is approaching,
and that there is a feeling not only widespread among the
people that prohibition ought to be established, but that
there is a feeling amongst those likely to be affected by it
financially that it is coming, and that it is an event that
ought to be provided for. What does this resolution affirm ?
It affirme that these petitioners have no legal ground on
which to base the continuance of their traffic, that they
have no legal ground on which to ask for compensation. If
they had in the constitution of the country or in the laws of
the country any such ground, they would not be approach-
ing Parliament to-day by a resolution asking that measures
should be taken to give them that compensation. They have
also abandoned the ground that they are able to go before
the country and argue, on the ground of right, that their
traffic shall be naintained and their trade carried on.
They distrust the people in regard to that, and they come
to Parliament and ask that a compensatory resolution
should be passed by this House. As a temperance man
and a prohibitionist, I thank the promoters of this resolu-
tion for the admission which they have thus made. Thon I

say, that the resolution is not an out-and-out manly resolu-
tion, and in saying that I am not making any reflection
personally on tei hon. gentleman who moved it. The re-
solution is that the brewers and distillers shall be com-
poesated. Hitherto the strong reason that they have urged
why their business should not be interfered with has been
that there are correlative industries oonnected with the
breweries that would be interfered with by the Scott Act.

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

After Recess.
CANADA SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY AND

ERIE AND NIAGARA RAlLWAY COMPANY.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 9)
respecting the Canada Southern Railway Company and the
Erie and Niagara Railway Company (Mr. Bergin).

Mr. BLAKE. I should like to know why all the branch
linos which are affected by this Bill are not recited in the
Bill? There is a wholeeale enlargement of the time for the
construction of all those linos, without any statement of what
those linos are.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As far as I can recollect,
the mover of the Bill (Mr. Bergin) called attention to these
words: "And whereas by an Act of the Parliament of
Canada, passed in the 38th year of Her Majesty's reign,
chap. 66, the time for the completion of the original
branch linos, authorised by the Acts therein recited, or
any of them, was extended until the 8th April, 1878."

Mr. BLAKE. I am not objecting to the ground being
covered, but want to know what ground l covered. It
seems to me, whon we are extending the period within
which linos may be commenced and completed, the Act
itself ought, in point ofconvenience, to say what the general
direction is of these linos with which we are so dealing. It
is an interesting thing, of course, to know that the Canada
Southern Railway Company has built this and other linos ;
that is interesting, but not very important. It is done.
What is important to know is, what they want to have the
power to do, which they have not yet done, and it is that
they have omitted to tell us.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The committee can pass
the Bill and report to the House, and we will leave the third
reading to the next day, when the mover of the Bill (Mr.
Bergin) will give the explanation dosired.

Committee rose and reported.

RIVER ST. CLAIR RAILWAY BRIDGE AND
TUNNEL COMPANY.

Bill (No. 8) respecting the River St. Clair Railway
Bridge and Tunnel Company (Mr. Bergin), considered in
committee, reported and read the third time and passed.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 48) respecting the Annuity and Guaranto
Funds Society of the Bank of Montreal.-(Mr. White,
Cardwell.)

Bill (No. 49) to incorporate the Pension Fund Society of
the Bank of Montreal.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

Bill (No. 51) for granting certain powers to the Inter-
national Coal Company (Limited).-(Mr. Desjardins.)

Bill (No. 52) respecting the Sault Ste. Marie Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Dawson.)

Bill (No. 53) respecting La Banque du Peuple.-(Mr,
Girouard.)
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Bill (No. 55) to authorise the Dominion Grand Mutua:
Fire Insurance Association to insure against fire the pro
pet ty of the Patrons of Ilusbandry, wheresoever situato ir
Canada.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

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

Bill (No. 61) futher to amend the Act incorporating the
Richelieu Navigation Company, and the Richelieu and
Ontario Navigation Company.-(Mr. Desjardins,)

RETURN ORDERED.

Copies of all Orders in Council making any change in the contracts in
printing since 1867.--(Mr. Rykert.)

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of the
House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 8:25 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THuRsDAY, 26th February, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

CANADA TEMiPERANCE ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria) moved for leave to introduce
Bi l(No. 67) further to amend the Canada Temperance Act
of 1878.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. BAKER (Victoria). As I understand the Canada

Temperance Act is made applicable to the whole Dominion,
and more recently an amendment to the Act provided that
electoral districts in the Province of Manitoba could submit,
the Act instead of counties. The only object of the Bill is
that the same principle may be made applicable to British
Columbia, so that if at any time an electoral district in that
Province chooses to avail itself of the Act it may have
liberty te do se.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

APPELLATE JURISDICTION OF TIIE SUPREME
COURT.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny) moved for leave to intro-
duce a Bill to limit the appellate jurisdiction of the Su-
preme Court as respects matters of a purely local nature,
in Province of Quebec.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I would ask whether this is not a Bill
of the same nature or to the same effect as the one which
has already been presented to this House.

Mr. SPEAKER. The other Bill, which is before the
House still, is a Bill to liimit the appellate jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court for the whole Dominion. This Bill seems
to be limited to one Province, and differs from the other in
that respect. Of course, I have not seen the Bill, but that
seems to be its effect.

Mr. BLAKE. Mr. Speaker, is it to be competont, then,
for hon. members to introduce measures to limit the juris-
diction of the Supreme Court, first for the whole Dominion,
thon for the Provirrce of Quebec, then for Ontario, then for
Manitoba, then for British Columbia, and so forth, by sep-
arate Bills ? It seems to me, Sir, that this is a Bill con.
cerning the same matter, and what the hon. gentlemar
desires to accomplish is, by an amendment to the Bill now

before the House, to limit the scope andg
Bill. Thus we have the same member
eight Bills on the same subject matter.

operation of that
proposing six or

Mr. SPEAKER. It would seem to be the more con-
l venient course for the hou. member to amend hie Bill

now before the House. The position we are in with regard
to that Bill is that the Hlouse has not yet thrown it
out. The other Bill is still before the House. I cannot
say at the moment, however, that this Bill is out of order.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman would not
object to renewing hie motion to-morrow.

Mr. SPEAKER. If the hon. gentleman will renew his
motion to-morrow, I will look into the matter.

CRIMINAL LAWS OF CANADA, 1869 To 1881.

Mr. GIGAULT. (Translation) aaked, Is it the in-
tention of the Government to cause to be published in
French the colleetion of Acts, intituled: "Criminal Law of
Canada, 1869 to 1881?"

Mr. CHAPLEAU (Translation). The criminal laws are
now being consolidated with the other statutes. To print
these laws at the present moment would be useless. When
the consolidation shalh have been approved of by the louse,
the Government will see that, instead of sending the
statutes themselves to the justices of the peace, the legisla-
tion which deals with their duties should be sent to them,
and then these laws will be printed in both languages.

STATION AT CAP ST. IGNACE.

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation) asked, Whether it is the
intention of the Government to erect a station in the pazish
of Cap St. Ignace, in the county of Montmagny, on the
Intercolonial Railway ?

Sir HECTOR L&NGEVIN (Translation). In answer to
the hon. member, I must say that it is not the intention ot
the Government to erect a station there for the present.

RAILWAY LINE KNOWN AS THE SHORT LINE.

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation) asked, Whether steps
have been taken with a view to the production of the plans,
reports and papers ordered by this House, in relation to the
railway line known as the Short Line ? Also, when the said
plans, etc., will he laid on the Table of the House ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). In answer to
the hon. member, I must say that these plans and' reports
are being prepared as rapidly as possible, and that as soon
as they will be completed they will be laid before the
House.

POST OFFICE AT MONTMAGNY.

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation) asked, Whether it is
the intention of the Government to set apart a sum of
$12,000, or any other sum sufficient for the purpose, for the
building of a post offiee in the village of Montmagny ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). Mr. Speaker,
the hon. member for Montmagny (Kr. Landry) has already
brought this question before the Department, and ho bas
presented a petition asking $10,000 for that work. The
Government have not yet decided as to what shall be done
with regard to this matter.

THE GOVERNMENT POWDER MAGAZINES AT
FORT HOWE.

Mr. MILLS (for Mr. WELDON) asked, Whether the Gov-
ernment powder magazines at Fort Howe, St. John, N.B.,
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are ocoupied ? If se, by whom, for what purpose ? If leased
to any persen, to whom for what period and at what rent ?

Mr. CARON. The old atone magazine is occupied by
the Department of Militia and Defence for the storage of
gunpowder. The magazine known as the New Brick
magazine has been leased to Mr. William Henry Thorne,
merchant, of St. John, N.B., for the storage of gunpowder.
'The rental is $100 per annum, year by year, the rent being
payable half yearly in advance.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, before the Orders of thb
Day are called, I desire to draw attention to a paragraph in
the Toronto Globe of the 24th inst., under the heading of
"Notes from the Capital," which reads thus:

" A large deputation of laborers who have been employed for some
time on the Qanadian Pacific Railway, north of Lake Superior, and who
have been unable to get their wages from the:Company, waited upon Mr.
Pope, Acting Minister of Railways, to-day, to see if they could get any
assistance or encouragement. Mr. Dawson, M.P. for Algoma, was asked
to accompany the deputation, but begged to be excused, lest, to-use
his own words, it might compromise him with the UGoverument or the
Canadian Paoifc Raiiway Company."

In reforence to this, I have to say that I know nothing of a
large deputation of workmen. All I saw was a single con-
tractor who asked me to go with him to demand money from
the Governmont. I simply declined to interfere, as I knew
nothing of the matter. Subsequently, on seeing the article
I have just read, I calied hie attention to it, when ho at once
denied having said that I used such an expression. Ail I
have to say now is that the Globe correspondent was en-
tirely misinfermed in attributing to me the expressions set
down in his article.

COMPENSATION TO BREWERS AND DISTILLERS.

louse resumed consideration of motion of Mr. Kranz for
Committee of the Whole to consider a resolution (p. 236)
declaring it expedient, in the event of the enacting of a law
prohibiting the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxi-
cating liquor, that equitable provision should be made for
the compensation of brewers, distillers and malsters; and of
the motion of Mr. Fisher (p. 242) in amendment thoreto.

Mr. POSTER. In the remarks which I was addressing
to the House yesterday I was endeavoring to give some
reasons why I di fnot regret the introduction of this
resolution, and aiso some reasons why I should very much
regret its passage. I stated, if you will remember, that I
did not regret the introduction of the resolution, because it
was·an admission of the strength of the prohibition senti-
ment outside of this House-an admission from those to
whom the movement is opposed; that, in the second,
place, it was an admission that on grounds constitutional
and legal the trafic had no hope of continued existence or of
compensation in the event of its existence being destroyed.
I also said that I was glad the matter had been brought up
for discussion in the House as it was a question of very great,
importance to the country and one upon which the mind of
the country had not yet been very much exercised. When
I had stated these resons, I had stated all the reasons I had
for not regretting that the resolution was introduced,
but against the passage of the resolution there were severail
reasons which I urged. One was the unusual and contingent
character of the resolution itself. The other was that I
thought an expression of opinion by this House, binding, as
it would, to some extent, the country, standing, as it would,
to some extent, for an expression of opinion of the country,
would be premature, because the question had not been suffi-
ciently discussed to aleow us to get at what would probably
be the sentiment of the country upon it. I also stated that I
wouldbe sorrytoseeitpausbecause it wasuot based upon any
popular demand, because there was not a single public depu-

tation nor a single petition sent in from the country upon
which to base this demand for compensation to the brewers
and distillers. I may state in addition that the resolution
is not a logical one, that it is of a kind that we may call
a class resolution. Heretofore the contention has been of the
brewers and distillers that their business did not stand alone,
but that other great interests were dependent upon it, that
by its destruction other great corelative industries would
suffer to a large extent; and if any plea has gone forth
through the country as to why the brewing and distilling
business should not be interfered with, it has heretofore been
the plea that the destruction of other interests
would be involved in the destruction of the brewing and
distilling interest. But in the face of ail that, we find this
resolution introduced into the House and an attempt made
to get the authoritative decision of this Parliament-upon
what ? Upon a proposition which includes but 130 mon in
the Dominion, a proposition which includes but the brewers
and distillers nominally, which leavos entirely out of sigh t
all those corelative induàtries and employments which we
have horetofore been led to consider as depending upon and
liable to be greatly injured if the business of brewing and
distilling were interfered with. There is another reason
why I should not like to see the resolution adopted,
and that is this, that it is a very unguarded resolu-
tion. A prohibitory law may not be brought
before the people for ultimate decision, for one
year, or three years, or five years, or even for ton
years; but the very moment this resolution is passed, what
happens ? If thore were no vested interests before, thore
will be vested interests after the pasing of this resolution.
It is now a moot question as to whether there may be
vested interests or not; some claim that there are or ought
to be, others that thore are not. But from the moment this
resolution is passed, it is a declaration that hereafter all
those interosts are vested interests, and must be considered
in any attempt to legislate with reference to this traffle. I
do not think so unguarded a resolution as this, one so liable
to be followed by such consequences financially to this
country, ought to be passed by this House. More than
that, in all the years which may intervene, be they few or
many, between the passage of this resolution and the pass-
age of a complote prohibitory law, all brewers and distillers
will be in a position to add to their business. They will be
in a poition to say: Let as make all the gain we can out
of it, let us enlarge our places of business; and those who
have not invested in it will say: Let us also invest our
property in it,' thore is a chance of making money
out of it until prohibition comes; and when that period
arrives here is a resolution which binds Parliament
and, which will be pressed to its furthest consideration, that
our interests will net be saorificed without money compen-
sation. I do not think it would be wise for us to put Parlia.
ment and the country in that position. Again 1 say that
this resolution either ges too far or does not go far enough.
What isthe principleaffirmed in it? It is thissimple principle
that if the brewing and distilling traffic be interfered with
by law to its injury, either by restricting it or by our pre-
venting it entirely, a money compensation should be given
to those who are engaged in it. That is the principle. Now,
I say, if that principle be true, it does not go far enough. I
heard a good deal said yesterday about justice, about its
being the corner stone of good government, and I think
quite a number of hon. gentlemen who spoke, thought the
ends of justice would not be met, nor the sentiment of justice
fully and completely respected, unles this compensatory
principle were added to the probibitory principle whenever
the latter should be affirmed. Sir, if it be true, as a prin-
ciple, that if you interfere with the brewers' and distillers'
traffic yen sheould compensate them, where is the sense of
justice, where is the broad principle, supposed to
be embodied in this resolution, that we should
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not prejudice this interest without full compensa.
tion if it only includes brewers and distillers and does
not go further; if it does not include those who need com-
pensation more, who have labored harder in this general
traffle, and without whose labor there could be no brewing
or distilling interests in this country to-day, no accumulated
capital and no profits to accrue from capital. I say it
does not go far enough to meet the idea of justice which has
been urged by those in favor of compensation. The farmer
who ploughs and sows bhis land and brings the grain to
market which is to be used in the distillery or brewery, the
employé who works there, the railways which carry the
grain, the people who distribute it, and the ton thousand or
more who are the agents to distribute the production of the
brewery and distillery to the consumers-these are the men
who work the hardest, who have in the aggregate the most
at stake; these are the men who muet get up early in the
morning and have their shutters off at six o'clock while
the rich brewer or distiller is quietly enjoying his
morning's snoose; these are the men who must do the
sweeping and scouring, who muet stand behind the bars
twelve, thirteen or more hours a day; these are the men
who must compromise with their conscience and stifie its
voice as they see the misery which is connected, and inevit-
ably connected, with their traffic-yet these are all lost
sight of by those hon. gentlemen whose sens. of justice is
so great that they could not allow the rich brewer or dis-
tiller to go without compensation. If we admit the prin-
ciple of compensation at ail, it is impossible for Parliament
to face that other and larger and poorer number who will
be disturbed by the taking away of the traffic of the brewers
and distillera. It will be impossible to look them in the
face and say that wo have acted justly and fairly. Either
the principle should not be adopted, or, if adopted at all, it
should be extended further than this resolution extends it.
I will proceed now for a moment, with the kind forbearance
of ths House, to discuss the question of compensation itself.
That is the question which is before the House-if prohi-
tion, t1hen compensation. We are all under a debt of
gratitude, I know, to the learned doctor who gave us such
a disquisition upon the medical and other advantages of
alcoholic stimulants yesterday. We were all interedted in
that touching case in which a woman was kept alive a
whole year by a peculiar procese of administering milk and
whiskey, and we have all been left in a delightful state of
uncertainty to know which it was that kept her alive, the
milk or the whiskey. But the medical use of alcoholic
liquors is not meant to be prohibited by any prohibitory
law that I know of. The question is, compensation or not?
We have first to learn from the voice of precedent, from the
voice of related precedent. In all the legislation which has
taken place with reference to the liquor traffic, have we any
precedent for the compensatory principle or for the applica-
tion of money in that way for injury arising from any re-
strictions or prohibitions ? I think I eau stand before this
louse, and, looking back through history, can challenge any

one to present a case in the legislation which has taken place
for the last hundred years in Anglo-Saxon countries in which 1
a single penny has been paid for damage or loss
which has come to the traffic either from certain mild
restrictions placed upon it or from the more drastic
measure of complete and total prohibition. If we go back
to Bnglish history, and to the history of the traffic from
the first, restrictions were placed upon it, which became
greater in magnitude and scope, and which must have
interfered with the gains and must have curtailed the profits
of the traffic, but not a single case cen be found in which
any one of these restrictions had attached to it the principle
of compensation. Yon may take 1736 in the British House
&f Parliament, when, driven almost to desperation by the
multiplied and constant evils which arose from the gin
traffic, the House of Parliament in Great Britain passed the
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Gin Act, which was virtually prohibition, and yet that flouse
of Parliament, noted for its conservatism, noted for its emi-
nent sense of fairness, attacbed no cmpensation te it at all.
Following that up, you find another instance where, about
the year 1742, the distillation from grain or flour or malt
was distinctly prohibited. Well, as a result of that prohi-
bition what followed ? Whereas, in the year 1742, the con.
sumption of alcoholic spirits was 19,000,000 gallons a year,
from 1760 to 1782 the average yearly consumption had
fallen to 4,000,000 gallons. There was a reduction from
19,000,000 te 4,000,000 of a yearly sale. Does net any one
see that that interfered seriously with the profits and with
the gains of the traffic? And yet, that drastic measure was
bfought in and kept upon the statute book, and not a penny
of compensation was given. The Beer Bill was brought in
in 1830. It was antagonised by the whole of the licensed
victuallers' interest. You will see in the debates the peti-
tions which were presented against it, and you will see that
the most determined onset was made against the Beer Bill
by the licensed victuallers and by the great brewers,
beca*use, they said, it threatened their entire trade, that their
vested interests were to be injured and that the families
which depended upon that trade, that numbers of dealers
variously estimated at from 50,000 to 70,000, would be
ruined by the measure; and the plea for compensation was
put in. But the Beer Bill of 1830 was passed and those
vested interesta were interfered with, and yet there was no
mention of compensation, though in the debates those who
were in favor of the Bill pressed the ground that although
these interests might be interfered with, the public had no
right to be called upon to pay for any damage that might
arise. In 1854, the Forbes-Mackenzie Act was passed in
the Parliament of Great Britain, which did away with
the trade in intoxicating liquors in Scotland for every
Sabbath day in the year. That had a direct effect upon
the interest. Within five years time it had taken
2,000,000 gallons off from the annual consumption of alco-
holic spirite, and one-third or a little less of the whole of
the aggregate of the traffic in that kind of liquors.
It was a serious detriment to the traffic, and yet there was
no compensation given. We might cite the Irish Sunday
Closing Act, the Welsh Sunday Closing Act, we might cite
the fact that, upon the great estates in Great Britain, by pro-
hibitory power vested in the land owner, these interests are
interfered with and driven out and the traffli te that extent
curtailed. Looking over the history of liquor legislation in
Great Britain, we find a constant seriee of prohibitory and
restrictive measures injuring the trade in every instance
without the principle of compensation being at all admitted.
Suppose we come to Canada, and ask what bas been the
course of legislation bere. The old license legislation, such
as it existed in the Province of Nova Scotia, for instance,
which.brought about virtual prohibition in three-fourths
or more of the counties in that Province, which absolutely
forbade the trade being carried on, yet gave no compensa-
tion, even though it was asked. In 1855, the Province of
New Brunswick passed a prohibitory law, which had no
principle of compensation attached to it. In 1864, the
IDunkinAct was passed in the old Parliament of Canada,
and, although that was sufficiently elastic to be applied te
every county and town in Quebec and Ontario, and so
to interfere materially with the traffic, no principle of
compensation was allowed. In 1878, the Canada Temper-
ance Act was passed, both sides of the House agreeing
to it, by which every county and city in Canada might
entirely do away with the retail traffic and might do
away with the wholesale traffic as well; and yet the legis-
lators of that day, who may be considered te have been as
honest and intelligent, or nearly so, as the legislators of
to-day, did net attach the principle of compensation to their
law. So, if we take the precedents in Canada in reference
to the liquor legislation, we find nothing which goes to
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support the idea of compensation. If we pass over to the
United States of America, the ground is still stronger.
The State of Maine in 1851 passed a prohibitory law.
Breweries and distilleries-distilleries which had a capa-
city of more than one million gallons a year-were entirely
swept away; there is not one there to-day; and yet the
principle of compensation was not introduoed or embodied
in the law. Prohibitory laws have been passed in ten or
twelve of the 'United States of America and in no one of
them has the principle of compensation been affirmed. In
Kansas in 1880, a prohibitory law was passed which imme-
diately set itself to destroy 39 breweries and two distiller-
ies, and 1,862 wholesale and retail liquor shops, and yet the
principle of compensation was not attached to that law.
In Iowa a prohibitory law passed in 1882 by which 132
breweries, with a capital of $2,000,000, and 13 distilleries
with a corresponding large capital, were shut so far as the
provisions of the law are concerned, and are being closed
out in accordance with that law. Yet, Sir, there has been
no principle of compensation embodied in that law. And
so with all these precedents before us of laws varying from
the restriction of the liquor traffic through local option to
complète prohibition, we find Anglo-Saxon legislators, pre-
sumably with as much intelligence as we have ourselves,
presumably with just as great a sense of what is honest and
just-we find them legislating upon this matter without
introducing in any single instance the principle of compen-
sation. I think it will require a very strong argument to
induce this flouse or any other Legislature in the Dominion
of Canada, to be the first to break this long array and to
adopt the principle of compensation in any prohibitory
measure which they may enact and complete. When we
come to enquire why it js that legislators have proceeded
upon this plan without providing compensation for the
traffic which has been disturbed, there must be some good
reason, some strong underlying reason, to account for it. It
cannot be mere whim, or caprice, or sentiment. This matter
muet have been argued and probed to its bottom, and there
muet have been found away down there some underlying
principles so strong and so secure as to induce this universal
action with reference to liquor legislation. And, Sir, what
may we find to be some of these underlying sentiments? It
is a common argument that you must compensate the traffic
because, it is said, it has been created by Govornment.
Government bas called it into being, Government has pro-
tected it and fostered it, and therefore Governmont bas a duty
to do, and that duty can only be fulfilled by compensation
whenever the Governmont takes away its protecting arm
from the traffle. Sir, I think the whole history of this liquor
traffie will contradict that statement of the case. I stand
here to-day to afflrm that the liquor traffie is not a creature
of the Government, that it is not a pet of the Government,
and never bas been ; that it came out of the ages when
ignorance prevailed, that it came out alongeide of other
abuses which date from ancient times; that it fastened itself
upon the country; that it grew strong before the people
knew its character, and as soon as the people began to
understand its true character, and in proportion as they
understood it, the strnggle commenced, and went on, and
grew groater, to overthrow the abuse which had grown to
so much power and strength during these preceding
years. So, Sir, it forced itself upon the country, and
when the country began to deal with it at al], the
country dealt with it as far as it could get the power by
restricting it in greater and greater proportion, until at
last, in the long struggle, the liquor traffie is boing over-
mastered by the people. And now when the victory is
about to perch upon the banners of the temperance people,
after these long years of struggle, the traffie comes up and1
says: Why, you have sanctioned our existence; you have1
allowed us-under protest it is true-but that allowance isj
equivalent to a sanction, Now, if you want to get rid of usi
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the only manly and just way to do is to pay us what is
involved in getting rid of the traffle. Sir, this involves a
much larger question; it involves the question as to how
far it is nocessary that the people of this or any other age,
in dealing with the abuses that have grown out of pre-
ceding ages, should meet them and overthrow thom by
force, and contest, and the power of legislation, or should
compensate them and buy them of from the hold that they
have upon the community. If we were to admit that prin-
ciple, where would we be landed? There was a time when
absolute tyranny had its hold upon country after country.
The people were beneath its grasp, and the yoke was laid
upon them. Then comrenced the struggle, and after a
time the people became triumphant. Around this absolute
tyranny thore had clustered monopolies, vested interests of
a thousand different kinds, but when the people
overthrew the tyranny there was no proposition to
compensate that tyranny for those vosted interests
which had grown up about the abuse. So it is with
every abuse, every system of tyranny, every system of
monopoly, which has been grappled with by the people, and
overthrown as an enemy. It has not been customary to buy
them off but rather to grapple with them, and to throw ther
off from the body politic. It would be a fair test of this
matter with reference to the creation of the traffe to take a
new country to-day, and attempt to establish in it this same
traffic that we have amongst us by sufferance. That you
could not do. Why, Sir, when the North-West Territory
was set apart, a new country under somewhat different
conditions, of course, it was found that this liquor traMe
could not be set up anew in it, and there was an iron-clad
prohibition placed upon the introduction of the traffic into
that new country. Only the other day the representatives
of the great powers of the world met together to lay the
foundation of a provisional empire in Africa; the Congo
settlement was to be put within its limits and set out in the
race for progress and improvement under a certain pro-
visional Govermhent. When the proposition was made to
introduce this traffic of intoxicating liquors into that new
country, it drew forth an almost unanimous expression of
disapproval from the Anglo Saxon world, and the represen-
tatives of Great Britain and of the United States of America
mado their protest so strong that it had its effect and the
proposition was, if not entirely, yet to a large extent, thrown
aside. You could not establish that system in a new country
which is a fair proof that it has grown up against the will
of the people, and it will be thrown off just as soon as the
peoples' will is strong enough. More than that, Sir, the
traffle has grown up des pite persistent warning. There is
no abuse which the peopie have tried to throw off, there is
no systen of evil which the world has struggled against,
that has had longer and more persistent warnings given te
it of approaching dissolution, than this liquor trafflc. Fifty
years ago, and more in this country, the first note of warn-
ing was raised, and every temperance meeting that has been
held since has been an added prote3t. Evory resolution
of a church synod has been a warning to it, ana every reso.
lation of a Legislature. I think a good many Legislatures
have passed resolutions against it; I think the Legislature
of Nova Scotia an;1 the Legislatures of New Brunswick,
Prince Edward Island, Ontario and Manitoba, have all
passed resolutions praying this Parliament to pass a com-
plote prohibitory law. Sir, all these things haie been notices
to quit, and the traffic should have talen them to hert and
should not have gone on in the face of all these repeated
warnings. If it has gone on, it has been upon this princi-
ple: Here -is a man who comes up and says to himsèlf,
What business shall I take? There is thegrocer's businëe,
there is the boot and shoe business, and there is the liquor
trafflo-which shall I take? He says that the two former
are stated, and etablô, and certain; that thora hs been nO
agitation with reference to them, no strong wave of public
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opinion condemning them; while the liquor traffic
exists by an uncertain tenure, and goes on in spite
of the prayers of the people to Parliament to
sweep that traffic away. And what does he say?
He says: The gains in this seem to kne to promise well.
True the risks are great, but I will take the risks for the
sake of the gains. Now, then, if he as taken the risks for
the sake of the gains, when the time comes for the risks to
accumulate, let him pocket the losses as well as the profits.
He las taken the risks against the strong and repeated and
continuous warnings that his tenure was not a certain
tenure and might at any day be disturbed. In 1864 the
warning was given to him by an Act put in the hands of the
people, which might have shut up the liquor traffic in any
county at any time the people chose. How many are
engaged in the trade who have not undertaken i t since 1864 ?
In 1878 that position was made doubly strong by the passing
of the Canada Temperance Act. How many are in the
licensed victuallers trade to-day that were in it previousto
1878 ? All that have gone in since those warnings of 1864
and 1878 were given have gone in with the full knowledge
of the risk and the uncertain tenure upon which the traffic
rested, and if they have chosen to take the risk they
have no right to come here to-day and say: Because
we have chosen to take the risk, we want yon to
compensate us when loss falls upon us. My friend
from Grey, I think, who spoke yesterday, made the
proposition something in this light-or if it was not he the
proposition was made. Suppose a railway company have
a charter for a railway to run through a certain district,
and suppose that that railway crosses a man's land, and
that it is necessary for the use of that road that the land
ishould be taken, the company have the power, or the Gov-

ernment have the power, to take that land; but do they
think of taking it without coipensating the owner for the
value of it? Not at all; they never could. But I hold
that that and the compensation which is talked of with
respect to the liquor traffic are two entirely different
things, resting upon bases entirely different, and to which
entirely different reasoning must in the very nature of the
case apply. My hon. friend who was formerly Speaker of
the Ontario Legislature (Mr. Wells), and who spoke to us
so eloquently and ably yesterda from the other side of the
Bouse, said it was laid down by Chancellor Kent that when
property was taken for public use that property should be
paid for. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not a lawyer; I do not
know all that Chancellor Kent says or does not say, but I
am willing to submit lour propositions to the good sense of
this louse, and to ask this House if those propositions will
not stand. The first is this: Whenver private property is
taken for public use the public ought to pay for that property.
it is an injustice if payment is not made. Second, whenever
private property whîch is not to be put to an injurious use
so far as the public is concerned, continues in that state of
not injuring or harming the public interest, the Government
lias a right to protect it, and it has a right to claim the pro-
tection of the Government. Third, whereever or whenever
private property devotes itself to the injury of the public,
the Government and the public have a right to inhibit that
use of the property, and, if that fails, to confiscate the pro-
perty. My fourth proposition is this: That wherever
general legislation is needed for the public good, even
though that general legislation affects private investments
injuriously, that private property must stand it, and it must
pay its own loss, as it does, even though that private pro-
perty is used, neot against the public good, but in accordance
with the public advantage. I see that an ion. member
shakes his head'to that proposition, and as he did not shake
his head to the three preceding propositions I conclude that
I have three-fourths of him at least. Let me see if I
cannot get the other quarter. The principle I laid
down last was this, that the Government has a
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right to legislate for the general good irrespective
of individual loss and withont compensation, even
though private property used to the public advantage
may be injuriously affected thereby. Has it or has it not ?
Let me go back, Sir, to the time of the corn laws in Great
Britain. Let us ask what was the real question before the
people then ? It was this: Whether the public advantage
should be enhanced bv having the tax taken off corn, or
whether, on the other hand, the landed interest should be
kept with larger profits and more exclusive markets for
corn even though the public advantage should be harmed
thereby. The corn laws were abolished and the landed
interests had to suffer, but there was no talk of compensa-
tion. That is an illustration of the principle that if legisla-
tion is for the general good, private property, even though
it be injuriously iaffected, has to sustain the loss and gets no
compensation. Let us take fiscal regulations. There is scarec-
ly a single regulation with respect te fiscal matters which
will not injuriously affect some department of trade or of
business. You cannot make tariff legislation without injur-
ing and harming some certain interest, and yet it is never
contended that in the making of those fiscal laws there
should be the idea of compensating the interests which suf-
fer thereby. If they suffer they must stand it. The
general good of the country is supposed to require the
legislation. Again, I take railways and steamboats.

ere is a railway which runs from Montreal to
Toronto. There are a number of small towns along the
route of the railway, towns which before the road was
projected or built had in prospect and also in essence a
trade, and prospectively a larger trade, in connection with
the navigation of the lakes. The railway was built; it
took the trafflc, and instead of the lake traffic continuing to
grow it las gone down, and some of those towns to-day are
feeling the effects of the railway construction, and are not
enjoying those special advantages which they were enjoying
in essence and in prospect at that time. Yet not one of
those towns comes here for compensation, although each
suffered in its private town interest; yet the general good
was enhanced, and private interest had to suffer for the
public good. Take factory legislation, and I call the
attention of the hon. member for Grey to this matter.
Suppose this year, or last year, a factory went into opera-
tion under the existing law, and suppose that this year
there was introduced factory legislation which made it
necessary for the factory owner to do certain things. The
inspector goes down to the factory, and lie says: Have
you fire escapes properly organized in your factory ? No
Legislation which has been passed since yon entered into
your business says you must have those, and you must put
them in and pay the expense yourself. Have you the
machinery properly protected ? No. The late legisla-
tion plainly says you must have it so protected, and you
must pay the expense yourself. Now, Sir, the factory man
lias no right or roason to come to this Parliament and put
his argument thus: I engaged in my business under
certain conditions, made so by existing legislation; I took
it with those conditions in prospect; I calculated what the
profit would be after paying the expenses required to meet
the existing conditions. Now you have gone to work and
disturbed those and brought a great deal of expense upon
me, and I demand that you should compensate me for that
additional trouble and expense involved on me on
account of the change you have made in your legisla-
tion. No such thing happens. My hon. friend says
that Parliament does not take lis factory from him.
Now I w ish to put this point to my hon. friend. I say that
in justice and in truth it does not make the least difference
in the principle whether you so legislate as to completely
take away all the profits from that factory, or whether you
simply legislate to take away $10 profits from that factory.
The principle is exactly the same, if you are talking of
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prinsiple. The principle is, on its broad foundation, simply
this: Tihat wh ere you legislate to the detriment of a trade or
interest you are bound to pay a reasonable compensation for
that detriment, and on the grounds of justice it makes no
difference whether the legislation causes a loss of $100,000 or
a loss of $10. If you go to the ground of expediency or to
other grounds, you may find a difference, and you may
apply some different rule. But we are arguing, as we heard
yesterday, on the'ground of even, honorable justice, and on
this ground the amount of loss that is entailed makes no
difference with reference to the principle. Now the whole
point betwen those prohibitionists who are in favor of com-
pensation, and those others, be they prohibitionists or not,
who are not in favor of compensation, hinges entirely,
it seems to me, on this: Is the private property which
is invested in the liquor traffic from first to last invested in
that which works to the public injury or to the public good ?.
If it be invested in that which works to the public injury,
on the principle which we have laid down, and which my
hon. friend did not contradict, and I think will not contra.
dict, the state bas a right to inhibit that particular use of
that property and investment; it has the right to do it
in the interests of the public, and on the ground that injury
is being done as the outcome and result of this traffic.
If you contend that the investment in the trafflc is not being
used to the injury of the public, then you have a basis or
ground for demanding compensation; but if, as we hold,
this investment is for the injury of the public we have good
ground from which to contend that the state bas a right to
inhibit that use of it, and pay no compensation therefor.
And I think I can challenge the production of a single
instance in which property has been taken away by legisla-
tion, or the use of it inhibited, where that use was for the
public injury-a single instance where such legislation has
taken place in which any compensation whatever has been
given by the Governmcnt or Parliament which passed the
legislation. The fundamental principle thon to be looked at is
tie difference in kind between this traffic and every other
traffic. If this traffic were the same as the flour business, then,
Sir, there would be a claim for compensation which no Parlia-
ment, no body of people, could overlook. Let us take the pro-
duct of the miller: There is the farmer who raises the grain;
there is the carrier who takes it to the mill; there is the
miller who grinds it'; and from the time the farmer puts hisj
firet ounce of labor on it till it comes ont as bread on the table1
of the consumer, every bit of labor put upon it has added1
real actual value to the thing, and the product is increased in
value by the labor which has been put on it. And when1
the consumers get it they get that which' is food, from which
they make brain and muscle, out of which they produce1
again larger quantities and greater results than is merelyi
represented by the value of it. And, Sir, in the train of
this there is no extraordinary disease, no extraordinary1
death, no extraordinary burdens of pauperism or crime thati
are entailed on the community in this business. But when1
we come to the liquor traffic there is a difference from first(
to last. From the time the farmer sows his grain until it isi
set before the consumer I contend that every ounce of labor1
wbich is expended on it is labor which is wasted. It is
labor which is worse than wasted, Sir. It is labor which
is put on something which in the end is not only
wasteful but is worse-is destructive; and so there is no
parallel between the miller's business and the distiller'sc
business, so far as the rationale of the two businesses is con-
corned. Then what happons besides in this second business.r
Last year 2,884,424 bushels of grain were consumed in mak-d
ing the beer and alcoholic liquors consumed in this country.1
Can it be contended that the resuit, as it went into the
hands of the consumers and was consumed, could at all be c
comparable for sustaining life and giving brain and muscle to
the food which had been destroyed in order to make thei
substance itself? More than that, the labor was drawn from c

other and productive fields in the making and distribution
of this product. More than that 10,000 waste banks were
set up in this country in which the people of this country
deposited of their earnings, $30,000,000 or thereabout, and
from which the depositors took no principal home, and they
got no interest for their deposits. It is so much money
taken out from the people, and they got nothing that helps
and much that does incalculable injury in return for it. Not
only that, Sir, but labor is destroyed and idleness is pro-
duced as the direct result of this whole traffic. It is con-
tended that in Great Britain, and it was contended on the
authority and as the result of a Royal Commission to enquire
into this matter, that one-sixth of the labor power of
Great Britain, was lost to the country because of the
trafflc in intoxicating liquors. That serves to show that a
vast deal of labor is lost to the country because of the
traffic. Now, I do not pretend to say how much it i fin
this country, but suppose we make a calculation which
cannot be impugned on the ground of extravagance.
Suppose that 10,000 drink-selling places in the course of a
year take away 5,000 laborers or the equivalent of 5,000
laborers. Suppose that the 10,000 places for the sale of
intoxicating liquors take out of the productive labor of the
country labor which would equal that of 5,000 persons, and
I think that is not an excessive estimate. Those persons'
labor is certainly worth in each case 8400 per year, and the
5,000 multiplied by 400 makes $2,000,000, which will serve
to show on this low basis of calculation that the productive
labor powor destroyed by this traffic in each year is certainly
not less than $2,000,000 per year. More than that, we know
from vital statistics, from the results of researches which
have been made by eminent scientific men and scientific
bodies, that a great deal of life is sacrificed every year be-
cause of the traffic. Suppose we make the estimate that in
the Dominion of Canada 3,000 lives are sacrificed annually
to this traffic, and that from these 3,000 men ten years of
prospective life is taken away from the country, which life
they would have lived and in which they would have
labored, had it not been for their being prematurely cut off
as the result of the traffic. Those ten years of 3,000 persons
every year is equivalent to 30,000 years' labor, and that at
the same value of 8400 per year as before would make a
loss in labor power of 812,000,000 to this country each year.
I am persuaded that any man may take these estimates, and
though ho may criticise them in many ways, he certainly
will not have as the burthen of his criticism that the
estimate is too high. I prosent them merely to emphasise
this fact that the labor power of the country has a
serious drain put upon it as the result of this traffic.
More than that, Sir, the burden of poverty and of crime
which is laid upon the country as a direct result of this
traffic is great. I wish to present just the barest outline of
last year's statistics in Ontario alone with reference to that
matter. I find that in the Province of Ontario last year
there were committed to the common gaols 9,880, with a
cost of maintenance of $44,783; that in the prisons there
wero 995, with a cost of maintenance of $32,190; that in the
Boys' Reformatory and the Mercer House there were 321 and
303 respectively, with a cost of maintenance of $26,120
and $21,568 respectively; making altogether a large
amount of money which was paid out for the
maintenance of criminals of this class in the Province
of Ontario alone. The report of the Bureau of
Statistics in Massachusetts, after exhaustive researches,
makes the calculation that 84 per cent. of criminality is
due directly or indirectly to the liquor traffic. Then, 84
per cent. of that cost of maintenance in Ontario amounts to
$105,515 every year, which at a low estimate the Province
of Ontario pays out for the maintenance of that portion of
its criminals in gaols, prisons and reformatories, which is
found, as we may conclude after proper investigation, to be
caused by the liquQr traffic. More than that, Sir, the asylum&
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in Ontario had in them last year 2,890 inmates, and the cost
of their maintenance was $273,040. The Earl of Shaftes-
bury, who for a long time served on the Commission of
Lunacy in Great Britain, and who was, I think, for about
20 years its chairman, gave as his opinion that three-fifths
of the insanity of Great Britain was due directly or indi-
rectly to the liquor traffic. I am asuming here but 50 per
cent., showing in the case of Ontario the sum of $136,520.
Adding that to the cost of the maintenance of criminals due
to the liquor traffic gives $242,035 as the cost of the main-
tenance of crime and insanity in Ontario paid for by the
Ontario Government as the proportion of cost which is due
to the liquor traffie. Sir, it cannot be said of any other
traffic or business in the world that it is responsible for any-
thing approaching that amount of crime, and for the burden
of crime which is placed upon the different countries in the
world for its maintenance, its watching and its punishment.
More than that; in 1881, Sir, we find that the arrests in al[
the cities of Ontario footed up to 13,196; and of those the
arrests for drunkenness and drunkenness and disorderly
conduct alone numbered 6,926, giving 45 per cent.
of the total criminality in the cities of Ontario
in that year as being for drunkenness and drunken-
ness and disorderly conduct alone. You may go outside
of that, and find all the crimes which come from this
as a proximate or indirect cause; but that is sufficient, and
it will show you that the vast burden entailed upon our
Provinces and our cities for the watching and guarding and
maintenance of criminals comes directly from this trafflc,
and it comes from no other treffic which we have in this
country. It is upon that ground, Sir, that prohibitionists
are able to contend that they have a right to stop the use of
property which is devoted to a purpose the ultimate outcome
of which brings so many burdens and entails so great an
expense on the community. The traffic is not a traffic of
our cieation. It has unsurped control against the protests
of the people; it has remained in spite of the warnings of
the people; it has fed and grown rich by the spoliation of
the people. The property in it is not required or to be
taken for public uses, and on that ground should hava no
compensation. The property, as the ultimate outcome shows,
is devoted to the injury of the body politic, and conse-
quently the people and the Government have a right to
curtail it, destroy it, and give it no compensation in return.
Mr. Speaker, I thank you and the House for the attention
you have given to these remarks. I wished to have this
discussion go on, and wished to lay before the House my
views with reference to this resolution from one standpoint,
so that if they be wrong, they may be refuted. All we want
in this country is to get at the right idea, and we can only
get at right ideas and conclusions by persistent discus-
sion; and I believe the people of this country, and the
Parliament of this country as representing the people, will,
as the ultimate outcome of this discussion, do what is just
and honest and fair; but we shall never get at the truth by
refusing to discuss the question or by shelving it in any
way. We have to discuss it and decide upon it, and it is
best, in the ultimate interests of justice and even-handed fair
play, that it should be discussed thoroughly and generously;
and thon time should be given to the people to make up
their minds with reference to it. In conclusion, I would
like just to leave one thought which may be elaborated, if
any person thinks worth while to elaborate it, and which
may perhaps form an element in the discussion and in the
ultimate decision. It is this: What are we asked to con-
pensate the traffic for ? Are we asked to compensate it for
any prospective profits it might make ? I think no person
pats forth so absurd a claim as that. I do not
think the resolution of my hon. friend contem.-
plates that at all. Then we may put that out of
the way. The prospective profits, what might be made
in the Iong years to come, we do npt proposeto conpensato

Mr. 1Fosos,

them for, and it is not asked that we should. What are we
asked to compensate them for, then?. The capital they
have accumulated ? Whence does the capital come ? Most
of this they have laid up from profits, and put frorn their pro.
fits into capital and stock; and this property and stock it is
not proposed to take from them or to touch. No person
proposes to confiscate their past profits. The stock they
have to-day in liquors no one proposes to confiscate. Every
honorable man and every reasonable mn proposes to give
them long enough time to get rid of their stock, if any
measure of prohibition'is passed, so that when the measure
of prohibition comes into actual force, they need not have
one single dollar's worth of their stock on hand to be a los
to them. Are we to compensate them for their buildings
and real estate? Ali the buildings and real estate have
come out of the profits of the traffic of preceding years, and
for such I think they have not very much claim upon us for
compensation. These are the accumulations of years of the
profits of their traffic, and the country says and can say
truly: Whilst you have had these profits and have amassed
this accumulated capital, we have had ail the disadvantages
of the trade, we have had all the burdens to bear, and we
have had to bear the losses and to take care of the burdens
which have come as an indirect or direct result of the traffic.
Who is. to pay this compensation ? I will put a practical
question to my hon. friend the mover of this resolution.
Will he take with him the 130 brewers and distillers and go
down to any county in this Dominion, call the hard work-
ing people together in assembly, and stand up before them
on the platform, and looking into their faces over which
have passed years of experience, say to them : Here am I
and these poor brewers ajid distillers who want compensa.
tion ; we propose, now, not to allow them to brew or distill
any more, and we propose now that they have a capital of
five, six, or twelve million dollars, to call upon you, poor
hard working people, to put your hands into your pockets
and compensate therp. How many votes does my hon.
friend suppose he would get from the hard working men of
this country in f avor of such a proposition ? They would
reply that all these men had acquired, aIl they had accumu-
lated in years past, had first passed through the hands of
the workingmen, had been wrested from the fruits of their
hard toil ; they would say that there had been no
tribute laid upon this country so heavy as this which

-they paid out of their homes and their own earnings ;
they would reply, that they did not propose
to add to the burdens they had already borne this
unnecessary burden to compensate men who are now rich,
and whose riches had been accumulated by means of this
traffic. They would say-leave us the future, and let us
live happily and prosperously and become independent,
without having this abuse from past ages, this worst of all
tyrannies, this slavery than which no slavery is so grinding
or so far reaching in its effects, further perpetuated.

Mr. JAMIESON. When I say that I do not propose to
dbscuss the principle involved in this resolution, it will be
discuss to ail that I have no intention of making a speech.
I have but a remark or two to make in the line taken by
the hon. member for Brome (Mr. Fisher), whose amend-
ment I had the honor to second. I think his view of the
question is a very proper one. I am prepared to admit at
the outset that the question is a very important one and
ought at the proper time to receive proper consideration ;
but for my part, and I think I speak not only my own
views but the views of several hon. members of this
House, and also the views of a very large portion of the
electorate of this country, when I say that I think this ques-
tion is one that properly ought to be considered when the
question of prohibitory legislation is brought before the
House. I do not feel disposed to commit myself to any bald
resolution, but I wil sy that whon the Govenment of the
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day or this Rouse, in its wisdom, thinks proper to enact a
prohibitory liquor law, and that law has embodied in it the
primciple of compensation to the class of persons referred to
in the resolution of my hon. friend, 1 for one will bo pre-
pared calmly, honestly, and candidly to consider the ques-
tion of compensation, and perhaps will go so far as to say
that at the present moment I would concede it. I am not
dispoEed to go as far as the hon. gentleman who has just
sat down, Pomsibly he may be right. He opposes in toto
the principle of compensation. Well, I think there may be
circumstances in which compensation might ho conoeded, and
at the proper time, when this question of prohibition comes
before Parliament, there is a large class of temperance men,
both in this House and out of it, who will fairly discuss the
question of compensation. I do not think it would be right
to discuss that question when it does not come up in a
practical way. Now I hold that we cannot discuss it in a
practical way in advance because we do not know what the
circumstances of the country or the circumstances of the
traffic may be at the time that a prohibitory liquor
law may be submitted to this louse. If the votes
which have been given on the Canada Temperance Act
during the past year can be taken as any indication of public
sentiment, and I have no doubt that such votes are an indi-
cation of public sentiment, it will be a very short time
before this Hâouse will be called upon to deal with this
question. It has forced itself upon this House and the
electorate of this country, and I have no doubt it will force
itself upon the members of this flouse more strongly when
they go back to their constituents for the election at the
next general elections. This is all I have to say upon the
question. I simply rose to say that I was not prepared,
and there are a great many members in this House who are
not prepared at the present time to discuss this question,
and I do not feel disposed to be committed to the view,
although perhaps the hon. member who has just sat down is
correct, which he holds on this question to day. 1 believe
that the people in favor of prohibition in this country are
prepared at any moment when this question is brought in a
practical shape before the House, to meet the ease of the
men whose interests would be affected by prohibition in a
fair and reasonable way, and I have no doubt that many of
them would concede a fair degree of compensation, although
1, for my part, would not concede it for any great extent.

Mr. FAIRBANK. Following in the lino of the last
speaker, I wish to say that I do not hink members of this
House are called upon at this time to discuss the question of
compensation. I do not understand that the question of
compensation is before us. Between the resolution and the
amendment to it, the question is: What is the proper time to
consider the question of compensation ? To my mind it is
clear and conclusive that the proper time will be whenever
the question of prohibition is before us. Has the Ministry
brought before us any measure dealing with prohibition?
I believe it has not. When we are called upon to consider
that question, 'or when, as is more likely, some future
Parliament will be called upon to deal with it, it will have
leen fully considered by the people, our masters, and
Parliament will have received instructions in that direction.
It seems to me that to enter upon this question at the
present time is like giving judgment before hearing the
evidence. It seems to as me if we were called upon to
constitute ourselves a grand jury and to instruct the petty
jury, who will hear all the evidence aud decide upon it.
1 do not think we oughIt o assume that we have all the
wisdom. of present and future Parliaments. When these
questions are to be considered, it will probably be by a
Parliament elected for that purpose. l there any new dis-
tillery proposed to hoeconstructed ? Is this an attempt
to throw an anchor to windward ? Il there anything at
this tme to show that this question is not prematurely

brought before us ? I do not think we should assume that we
have all the wisdom of the past and of our successors. When
the question of prohibition comes before us or our suc-
cessors, the question of compensation will naturally arise
with it, and then I think is the time to decide. The question
before us is not the question of prohibition and this is not
the proper time to considerthe question of oompensation.

louse divided on amendment of Mr. Fisher:

That all the words after the word "That " be left out, and the follow
ing inserted instead thereof: "the time when Parliament proceeds to
discuss the details of a law prohibiting the importation, manufacture
and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes, will be the proper
occasion on which to discuss the question of compensation to the manu-
facturers of such liquors, as may come uder the operation of such
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Amendment agreed to.

Main motion, as amended, agreed to.
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CARRIERS BY LAND.

Mr. McCARTHY moved the second reading of Bill (No.
13) respecting Carriers by Land.

Mr. BLAKE. I think some time ago it was understood
that this BiH, with a Bill on the same subject introduced by
one of the members from Middlesex (Mr. Coughlin), should
be discussed together, and the First Minister undertook
that twenty-four hours' notice should be given for the con-
sideration of the constitutional point which might arise on
those Bills.

Mr. MoCARTHY. When was that arrangement made?

Mr. BLAKE. When the hon. gentleman was absent.

Sir JOHN A. MAÇDONALD. That is sr. It was agreed
that the House should have full notice, as a constitutional
question was to be raised.

Mr. MoCARTHY. I give notice that I will go on with
it at the next opportunity.

Order postponed.

INTERNATIONAL FERRIES.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex) moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 17) respecting International Ferries.

Some hon. MEIBERS. Explain.
Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). In accordance with the

notice I have given, I am asking that this Bill should ba
referred to a select committee.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no objection to
the Bill being read the second time and referred to the
Committee on Banking and Commerce.

Mr. CASEY. I think the hon. gentleman would do bot-
ter to give a brief explanation of the object of this Bill,
even before it passes a second reading for the purpose of
going to the committee. There may be something objec-
tionable in it.

Mr. CAMERON (West Huron). It is important to have
some explanation. Not long ago a Bill passed without dis-
cussion and the next day it was seen to be a very improper
Bill and a Bill which, if it had boon discussed, woul not
have been read a second timo. I think we ought to have,
from the hon. gentleman, some explanation of the scope of
the Bill, and what ho proposes to accomplish by it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Our practice with respect
to public Bills has, I think, been altogether erroneous. I
think it would be well if it were understood that we should1
resume the practice that prevails in England with respect
to all public Bills. With respect to them the statement is
made on the first reading ; any hon. member who asks leave
to introduce a Bill has to give reasons to Parliament why
that Bill is introduced. It is elaborated and fully reported,
and thon when the second reading comes, the House is pre-
pared to discuss the Bill after having heard the introductory
remarks of the hon. member. That rule is so stringent in
England that it is not considered right, as a general rule,
fer a member who has introduced a public Bill to move the
second reading with a speech ; it is considered that ho las
made his speech on the first reading, and that it is not fair
to the House that ho should make another speech on the Bill.
M y hon. friend, the leader of the Opposition, may remem-
ber that Mr. Gladstone-who broke th at rule on one occasion,
on a very important occasion, when ho wished to impress a
new and additional view-was taken very strongly to task
for having broken the ordinary rule. I dare say in that case
ho was quite right, on account of the exceptional nature of
the Bill. But the consequence of allowing hon. members
to move a public Bill without saying a word is this: that
the Bill is introduced, itbis printed, and I ani afraid that the

Mr. FAIU.NK.

majority of the House do net look at the Bill; they wait for
the discussion to learn its nature. This is par parenthèse.
With regard to this Bill I must say that I do not admit
every provision of it. There is one clause in it, for instance,
that by which ferry leases may be granted for fifty years,
which looks very like a monopoly. As far as that clause is
concerned, I would object to it strongly. Still, I have no
objection that the Bill should be read, on condition that it
goes to the Committee on Banking and Commerce to con-
sider it fully.

Mr. BLAKE. -I am disposed te attach more importance
te the hon. gentleman's parenthèse even than to his com-
monts on the principle which ho las enunciated, and in
which I concur. I was delighted to hear his statement.
What ho says is quite true, but it is quite true that-we
depart from it very seriously in this House. I think,
however, that it is not our Canadian Gladstone, but our
Canadian Disraeli, who is himself the greatest sinner of
anybody in this House in this particular. He has, time and
again, introduced Bills without discussion, or with such
a very slight sketch of their provisions that the House was
quite surprised when they came to read in print what the
hon. gentleman had stated as apologetic and parenthetical
matter. What ho left out was the most of it. But I roally
hope that the House will take to heurt, and that the hon.
gentleman himself will take to heurt, the observations ho
has made. I think it is of great consequence that the
House should have a full statement, an expository state-
ment, of the entire matter of the Bill upon the motion for
louve. This is an occasion on which, as a rulo, unless one
very well understands the details, there cannot be much dis-
cussion, though observations may be thrown out; but the
statement of the mover as to the provisions of the Bill and
his reasons therefor, I think ought to be made at the earliest
stage.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am glad my hon. friend
agrees with me in the main, but I do not think that I am
obnoxious te the charge that ho made. When I have intro.
duced a public Bill I have always made a statement in the
first place before asking leave to introduce the Bill. As the
hon. gentleman truly says, it would not be of very great
advantage to enter into the details, because with the Bill
yet in petto, yet in the hands of mombers, criticisms of its
provisions would ho of no value. I have always tried to
make a statement of the general principle of the Bill which
I was introducing. As the hon. gentleman says, my
speeches were short, but thon I made them fully aware of
the intelligence and the quick perception of those hon.
gentlemen who hoard me.

Mr. PATTERSON (South Essex). If it is the desire of the
House I shall be happy briefly te state the principle of the
Bill. It applies te ail international ferries between Canada
and the United States. The ferry licenses are to be issued
by the Governor in Council, and it is left te the discretion
of the Governor in Council te fix the time for which a
license shall be granted. It is found that vhen a ferry is
only licensed for five yeurs the people will not invest their
money in the construction of safe iron boats, such as are
required te ply across the St. Lawrence river betweon
Prescott and Ogdensburg, between Windsor and Detroit,
Sarnia and Port Huron, and a number of other places. The
Bill does net fix every license for fifty years, but it leaves
that te the discretion of the Governor in Council, who
will ho guided by the various interests involved and the
amount of money invested in these bouts when they grant
the leases. Then it restores te the varions municipalities
the powers that were taken from them by the Act of 1870;
it gives back te them the control of the ferry system, the
tolls, and the manner of regulating the conduct of the
licenses, penalties for contravention of the Act, etc. All
moneys arising out of such licenses, as well as the finos and
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penalties, shall belong to the municipality within the limits
of which the Canadian terminus of such ferry is situated.
There is a provision thatit shall not affect the vessels plying
between ports in Canada. It also bas a provision that any
company established in Canada for ferry purposes may
amalgamate with companies in the United States; and it
makes provision for the company taking possession
of needed property for ferry purposes. It restores
the Act which was in force prior to Confedoration. If
the First Minister will consent, I prefer that the Bill be
referred to a special committee, consisting of members who
are locally interested in ferries of this kind, and I have
given notice of the following as the committee: Messrs.
Gillmor, Hickey, Benson, Wood (Brockville), Gunn, Wigle,
Smyth, Lister, Rykert and Ferguson (Welland), and the
mover. These are gentlemen interested in international

Mr. CASEY. Of course; if licensed, he will be a ferry
proprietor under ther meaning of the Bill. He will have the
right to establish a ferry at such point as he chooses along
the river front; ho can take possession of so much land as
is necessary for ferry purposes where he likes, to
the great injury and inconvenience of the proprietors,
who would not be compensated by money or by the con-
venience given to the public by the ferry. That clause, I
think, needs reconsideration; and it should be considered
whether such a clause should be inserted in the Bill or not.
For these reasons I regret that the Government did not see
fit, if they deemed it necessary that a measure should be
introduced, to introduce such a Bill thomselves, and give it
their fullest consideration. As it seems impossible to enter
into these different points at the sec6nd reading, they will
have to be dealt with when the Bill is in committee.

larries, ana tney unaerstana the working of the law and the Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). I cannot see the object of
necessity of making some changes in it, with a view to deal- roposing legislation of this kind at this particular time.
ing effectively with this subject. If the First Mimster de- lnless there is some international arrangement arrived at,clines to accept my suggestion, the Bill eau be referred t the Government have no> right to license a ferry, for
the Banking and Commerce Committee. neither the Government nor the municipalities eau

Mr. CASEY. It strikes me, from the cursory glance act without , the consent of the Government on the
which I have been able to take of this Bill, and from what other side or of the municipality adjoining. This matter
I have been able to hear of the hon. gentleman's remarks, has been determined in regard to the ferry between
that it is a Bill that should be introduced by the Govern- Fort Brie and Buffalo. The Government hicensed a
ment after carefully considering all the interests that can company, and the company had to buy out the rights of the
possibly be affected by it. It is a Bill respecting interna- company which had the ferry on the othor side, and had to
tional ferries, and it therefore rtquires at least as much obtain the consent of the rmunicipality of Buffalo before
and as careful consideration, and should be dealt with they could run a ferry. I brought up this question about

by responsible Ministers as much as any Bill regarding a six or eight months ago, and I understand that some inter.
general Act or respecting the building of bridges or the con- national arrangements are now being entered into by which
nectibns of Canadian railways with American railways, or the whole question will be settled as between the two coun.
subjects of that class. The Bill proposes to entrust very tries. I cannot see any good in legislating at this particular
large powers to municipalities in Canada in which one time. If this Bill were to proceed, however, I would object to
of the termini of the ferry may be located. As these fer- any compay owning wharves, because such ownership would
ries are, to a great extent, not for the convenience of the virtually give a monopoly for all time to come to that
locality ut all, but for the convenience of the general particular ferry. The wharves should be owned by the
public-I refer to the large car ferries making connections Government, and when the Government grant a license to
with railways-the measure is one which should be intro- a new company they should give them the use of the
duced by the Government. wharves; but if an individual who formerly owned the ferry

owned the wharves, he could practically exclude anybody
Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). The Bill does not include running a ferry there under a license. I think legislation of

the railway ferry boats. this kind, unless some international arrangement is made,
eau be of no avail and eau possess no value, either to this

Mr. CASEY. I did not notice that limitation, and if it House or the country. As I have stated, thé municipality
is contained in the Bill, it disposes of the objection to a on the opposite side of the river now controls the matter.
certain extent. But all these ferries are for the convenieuce The city of Buffalo controls it, as regards the crossing from
of the general travelling -public, and I doubt whether we Fort Erie, and an ordinance of that municipality has to be
have such complete control as to determine the description obtained before the ferry eau get leave to land on the
of vessels to be used ; or, indeed, whether it is quite consti- American aide of the river. Five years is entirely too short
tutional for us to deal with municipalities in this way- a time. In any legislation the Government should own the
whether, in fact, we have power to entrust them with wharves, and the time should be sufficiently extended, so that
authority of this kind or not. I am not quite clear on that compensatioâ may be obtained by parties who put on large
point, but it is one which should have been considered by boats, involving a large expenditure; but the proprietors
the Government before the Bill was introduced. I have should not get any right to expropriate land for wharves
not been able to find any exemption of car ferries in the Bill, because they would then be owned by individuals, and a
and one or two of my friends have likewise been unable to Government license to run a ferry would, under such cir-
find it. What clause covers it ? cumstances, pessess ne value.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). It is at the end of clause 7. Mr. COSTIGAN. I concur in the remarks made by the
Mr. CASEY. There is a clause at the end of the Bill hon. member for Welland (Mr. Ferguson), and I have had

. o!Rme e einrie-nce of thn diffinnlt tt%.A d th the
which gives to ferry proprietors the same powers as are
conferred on railway companies in regard to the expropri-
ation of land. Considering that ferry proprietors may be
very large corporations or very insignificant individuals, I
do not think it is wise to give them general powers to ex-
propriate land. I suppose a person running a fiat boat,
only able ta carry two or three persons at a time across a
river, will be a ferry proprietor under the meaning of the
Bill.

Mir. PATTERSON (Essex). Net unlem hoire le ied,

MUICu2jprime c tu uimiei connec e wi;, m
licensing of international ferries. It is true that this Par-
liament has no ower to make a law bearing on the other
side of the St. awrence in foreign territory. Under the
Act of 1870 we eau grant a license to a company for a ferry,
so far as our side of the iiver is concerned. It is true it
gives no rights to a company on the other side of the river,
and difficulty thereby occurs. It is, perhaps, not correct,
however, to state that the municipality of Duffalo controls
the Fort Brie ferry; the people of Buffalo are just in the
same position as we are, and neither of us coutrol the ferry.
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The authorities on the American side could make any laws
within their powers; they could throw obstacles in the way
of anycompany licensed by the Dominion Government, just
as the people on this side could throw obstacles in the way
of any company licensed by the American authorities. The
hon. gentleman is also quite right in stating that having
experienced these difficultios, which were of a very serious
character, we had communication with the authorities
of the United States, with a view of coming to some arrange-
ment by which a more satisfactory system of letting these
ferries could be arrived at. Unfortunately, however, the
correspondence we had did not make sufficient progress to
enable the Government to introduce, during this Session,
such an amendment to the present Act as would remove
those diflieulties, but I trust that the communications we are
having on this subject will result in such a settlement as
will relieve the licensing of the international ferries of the
difficulties now complained of.

Mr. BLAKE. I think there is another subject of a cog-
nate character which should attract the attention of the
Government. My own opinion has been, with reference to
these international communications-whether ferries or
bridges -that it was the business of this Government to com-
municate with the United States, or with the state authorities
in the immediate neighborhood-for I fancy both of these
sovereignties have to. be consulted-with reference to the
general plan of operations, tho working of railway bridges,
the corporations which should control them, the rates of
fares, and so on. All these matters-the authority, the juris-
diction by which litigation should be settled by the various
corporations who may have the right to share in the use of
the bridge-are in a great state of confusion, owing te the sort
of erclusive jurisdiction which now prevails. I hope the
hon, gentleman, while promoting communication with the
authorities on the other side, on this subject of ferries, will
not leave this other subject out of consideration.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With respect to the
railway bridge communication between the United States
and Canada I think the practice bas been pretty regular and
well understood. For instance, in the case of any bridge
crossing the St. Lawrence, the consent of the United States
is always to bc obtained. I do not know whether that is
sufficient, but we assume it to be, though perhaps an Act of
Congress would be required if that point were raised in the
United States. But we get the assent of the Federal
Government, and that assent once being had, then all the
arrangements must be made between Canada and the par.-
ticular state south of the water t> be crossed, as, for
instance, the state of New York. I do not know that we
eau do much more with respect to bridges in that regard.
With respect to ferries, that question has, of course, to be
settled.

Mr. BLAKE. I have failed, I find, to make myself
understood by the bon. gentleman. It is not so much with
reference to the initiating authority as to making, by con-
vention between the two countries, some arrangement by
which, in suing or being sued, and in establishing rights
by those entitled to go over the bridge-for these purposes
I sa some tribunal should be established. The law now
is, I think, that you may sue in this country with
reference to that right on this side, but the decision would
be operative only as to about one-half the bridge, and it
would not affect the rights, which may be different, on the
other side. There are questions of different conclusions
being arrived at on both sides, and that condition of things
is, I think, very unfortunate with respect to those large
bridges.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon. gentle-
man propose to send this Bill to the Banking and Commerce1
Committee?L

Mr. COSTIGAN.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Sir R10HARD CAIRTWRIGRT. Has the hon. gentle-

man comidered whether or not that is desirable? There
is no use in sending it to that committee unless the House
is disposed to aflirm the principle. The Railways and
Car als Committee would be better, for it seems a little out
of the purview of the Banking and Commerce Committee.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is a question of oom.
merce.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Porhaps it is, but it
is more closely a question of railways. But there is an-
other point of importance, and that is, are the Government
prepared to sustain the view that this business should be
relegated to the municipalities. Are they satisfied that it is
botter for us to affirm that principle? I have not been able,
more than the hon. gentleman, to look at the Bill very
carefully, but it appears to me that it is somewhat a ques-
tionable principle to hand over international ferries, even
for a short time, to the municipalities and the Gover'nor in
Council. I think, as there are only a few, and as they are
of groat importance, we might deal with each separately.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would IJike to get the
opinion of the Banking and Commerce Committee on some
of these points. There will be, I suppose, negotiations with
the American Government on them, and I would like to
know what the committee think should be the stipulations,
so that, having their opinion, it would strengthen our hands
in the negotiations.

Mr. MILLS. If it is proper to send the Bill to the Bank-
ing and Commerce Committee, it should be introduced by
resolution.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.
It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Reoess.
BETTER OBSERVANCE OF THE LORD'S DAY.

Mr. CHARLTON moved the second reading of Bill (No.
19) to proside for the botter observance of the Lord's Day,
commonly called Sunday, by prohibiting Sunday excursions
in certain cases. He said: In rising to-night to advocate
the passage of this Bill, I will acknowledge that the pro.
priety of my course would be open to doubt, were there no
other law to warrant it than mere human law. But, Sir,
there is such a thing as a higher law, a law recognised by this
nation,which is avowedly aChristian nation, and recognised
by all Christian nations; and it is under the warrant and
the provisions of that law that it is proper to urge the pass.
age of a Bill of the character of that now before the House.
If we had nothing but more human law to actuate us, it
would not be proper to urge the Bill; but as human law is
overshadowed by this higher law, the human law-giver has
no right to pass an enactment that supersedes the deca-
logue. The human legislature has no right topaso an
enactment that defies or sets at naught the spirit of jus-
tice and truth. The human law.giver may not pass a
law that caste discredit upon morality. The higher
law is, in fact, the law of the world. We have it
expressly declared by the Almighty that "By Me
kings reign and princes decree justice." All human
laws should be tria by this higher law; all the world is
under it to-day, whether that law is recognised by the
world or not; and by the provisions of this higher law,
governors, princes, kings, and the people of this earth shali
ultimately be judged. Now, Sir, the requirement of the
observance of the Sabbath forms a part of that higher law.
It is one of the provisions-of the Decalogue whieh is binding
upon man. And if we turn to eoccleiastical utterancos, we
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shall find that, so far as the authorities of the Protestant
Church are concerned, their utterances upon this point are a
unit. There exists no diversity of opinion among them as
to whethéer the fourth commandment is binding upon the
human race and upon governments. If we turn to the
utterances of the prelates of the Catholie Church, we shall
also find their recognition of that law, clear and unmistak-
able. I find, Sir, that at the address of is Grace Archbishop
Gibbons, of Baltimore, Ris Holiness, Pope Leo XIII
delivered an earnest request to the Roman Catholie Church
which opposes Sunday and festival profanation. From the
address, which was published in the Catholic Mirror, of
April 23, 1881, I take the following extract:_

" The observance of the Sacred Day which was willed expressly by
God from the firet origin of man, is imperatively demanded by the
absolute and essential dependence of the creature upen the Creator.
And this law, mark it well, my beloved, which at one and the same time
so admirably provides for the honor of God, the spiritual needs and
dignity of man, and the temporal well-being of human life. This law,
we say, touches not only individuals, but also -peop .e and nations, which
owe to Divine Providence the enjoyment of every benefit and advantage
which is derived from civil society. And it is precisely to tbis fatal
tendency, which to-day prevails, to desire to lead mankind far away
from God, and to order the affaire of kingdoms and nations as if God did
not exist, that to-day is to be attributed this contempt and neglect of
the Day of the Lord. They say, it is true, that they. intend in this way
to promote industry more actively, and to procure for the people an in-
crease of prosperity and riches. Foolish and lying wordsi They mean,
on the contrary, to take away from the people the comforts, the consola-
tion s and the benefits of religion; they wish to weaken in them the
sentiment of faith and love for heavenly blessings; and they invoke upon
the nations the most tremendous scourges of God, the just avenger oi
His outraged honor."

This, Sir, is the language held by the head of the Roman
Catholie Church. With regard to the utterances of the
church dignitaries, I find that a pastoral was issued by
lis Grace Archbishop Taschereau, dated April 2,ti 1880,
which is clear and emphatic in regard to this matter, The
Archbishop, in referring to "a disorder which seeks the
publie gaze, and whieh causes deplorable scandal," says:

" We mean, O dearly beloved brethren, those pleasure excursions made
on Sundays and feasts of obligation, on steamers, on the railway, and
sometimes in a long train of vehicles. Experience proves that they
give rise to such disorders of intemperance and immorality that we feel
obliged to prohibit absolutely, and under pain of mortal sin, pleasure
excursions on Sundays and feasts of bigation. * * * Wherefore,
having invoked the holy name of God, we rule and ordain as follows:-
1st. We forbid, unde- pain of grievous sin, the faithfnl of this dioeese,
to take part ou Sunday or feasts, in pleasure excursions, on rai ways, on
steamers, or in vehicles, even when the profit of those excursions is
intended for a good work. It i not our intention, however, to condemnu
the pilgrimages made on those days, provided recollection, piety, and
good order be observed."

I will also refer, Sir, to a few other Roman Cathohie authori-
ties on this matter. Several bishops have issaed able and
timely addresses on the subject. The Bishop of Buffalo, in
calling renewed attention to this subject, after forbidding
pic-is, excursions, fairs, etc., on Sundays and holy days,
isaid:

any participation in such scandalous, unhallowed and disgraceful prao-
tices, and to use all their influence to suppress them."
The following are extracts from New York papers, when
Strakosch attempted Sunday operas there:-

" Cardinal KcCloskey was reported in the Herad to bhave said: 'You
may ay that I am opposed to what is generally regarded as Sunday
eveniag concerts, and that,while not very Puritanical or domineering, I
oppose the sensational amusement, which advertises itself under the
name of sacred concerts, but which is nothing else than the ordinary
week day show," etc.

Dr. MoGlynn, a prominent Roman Catholie clergyman,
is reported to have said:

"In France, Sanday is more of a tiresome holiday than a rest.
This disregard for the Sabbath acte unfavorably on religion. The
dabbath I have always regarded as a great social conservator in tbis
country. The regard in which Sunday has been held by the Englieh-
speaking nations, bas had miich to do with their keen sense of decorum
and efficient organisation. * * * The unday rest ehould be a set-off
to the weekly work, and Sunday night quiet, to the boisterousness and
enjoyment of the week nights."
I add to these expressions of opinion, some utterances
from eminent Protestant divines, selecting four or five
extracts. The first is from the celebrated divine, Taylor
-Lewis, LL.D., of New York, who says:

" What a hell-upon-earth would our great cities become, and in time
our land become, with one day in seven given up to idieness, to the
theatre, to dissipative ahows, to unchecked intemperance, or to the
driving on of that flood of worldliness, which, in spite of all religious
restraint, is even now threatening destruction to all that la noblest and
purest in our social life."
Rev. Dr. Kogel, a Court preacher in Germany, bas de-
livered-an address, in which is presented a sad view of the
i.mmorality of the Berlin people:

" The necessity of work, and the tyranny of work rob men of their
Sunday rest. And the afternoon of Sunday, which a part of the work-
ing men have for themaelve, is spent in dissipating pleasure, in dinking
saloons antJtheatres, where all that is sacred is mocked and adultery
glorified."
Dr. Arthur Pierson, of Philadelphia, in an address upon
Sabbath observance, says:

" A community that eonsents to the wanton destruction of the Chris-
tian Sabbath is committing virtual suicide; it is like a man who cuts off
hie left arm with hie right. And if you want to see the natural and
providential retribution that follows such a course, go and study the
history of the French Revolution, when a nation went down into the
gulf of anarchy."

And again:
"Voltaire was no fool ; he saw that an habitual observanoe of the

Sabbath, with its stated seasons of religions meditation and public wor-
ship, muet both preserve and extend Chiiristianity in any community;
and he acknowledged that he despaired of being able to expel from the
world superstition, by which he meant religion, so long as persons as-
semble re gularly and in large numbers for the worship of God. And you
will find that wherevèr the Lord's Day is regarded as set apart by Divine
authority, and i observed as a day of rest from ordinary work, and of
occupation in spiritual things, the hold of both Chr:stian precepts and
moral principlea is correspondingly firm and strong. The Sabbath is
the very bulwatk of social order.

But why multiply quotations from pastors and divines. I
proeedto nquire whether Sabbath laws are inconsistent,

"'Remember ton keep holy the Sabbath Day,' is God's own com- frstly wit the higher law; secondly, whether they are
mand. * * We must not only rest from all unnecessary, servile work t h i '. -
but we muat hear mass and spend the day-or, at least, a good part of inconsistent with the laws and institutions of this Empire;
it-in the service of God.and religious duties. * * Ours is not, as we thirdly, whether they are inconsistent with the laws and
have said, a Jewih -or a Puritanical Sabbath, nor do we measure its institutions of the English.speaking nations and common-
cbligatory observance by a sectarian standard or any.American or wealths and lastl whether they are inconsistent with the
national ides; yet. we would be sorry to see the -respect in which our a, aan
separated brethren hold the Lord's Day weakened or discredited. God principles of human liberty. This higher law with regard to
grant that we may never see the Sunday profaned here in our own the Sabbath of which I speak first, was not a law which
country as we have seen it in other lands." governed the Jews in their observances under the Mosaic dis-
Bishop Keane, of Richmond, Va., at a meeting called by pensation only, but it was alaw coeval with creation itself.
his authority, after a powerful address against the selling of 'Two great institutions mark the first laws given to man.
liquor on Sunday, submitted a series of resolutions for These two institutions are the rest of Sabbath and marriage.
acoption and a pledge for signature, setting forth the sacred The Sabbath is institted, the command is given in the same
obligation of keeping holy the Lord's Day, recognising the chapter, the second chapter of Genesis, as that in which the
seling and drinking of liquor on that day as violations of ordinance or sacrament of marriage is instituted. It is
the commandment of God and the precept of the Church, etc. known that the Sabbath was observed long before the giving
Cardinal McCloskey, in 1882, said: of the law upon Mount Sinai; Moses, himself, refera to

" We wholly denounce and absolntely forbid excursions or pic-nies on breaches of this command. This command, that ont of the
Bundays, orafter dark, all moonligkkexcursions and aIllBunday pic-nics, seven days, one should be observed as a day of ret,
and we exhort our good people who love their church to abstain from was observed from the earliebt days of oceation; the
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language of the commandment proves thi. The language
of the fourth commandment is to remember to keep
holy the Sabbath day. " Remember " a law already in
existence ; remember a law now and hitherto binding upon
you. "Remember the Sabbath day to keep it holy; and the
reason is given : For in six days God made the heaven and
the earth, and the sea and ail that in them is, and rested
on the seventh; " wherefore le blessed the Sabbath day and
hallowed it. The Decalogue which contains this oommand
is a moral enactment not limited in its application to any
race, area, or time. It is a law which prohibits not only
Sabbath desecration but idolatry, blasphemy, disobedience
to parents, falsehood, theft, and murder. All these crimes,
as well as the crime of desecrating the Sabbath, are men-
tioned in this law. This seventh day, it is evident from the
language of the Bible, was ordained by the Creator of the
world. We are told in the New Testament that ail things
were made by Christ. We are told that for Him and
by lim ail things were created, and we are told that
He is the Lord of the Sabbath, and that man was not
made for the Sabbath but the Sabbath was made for man.
Proceeding on this authority, we find that the laws of the
nation of which we form part have recognised the binding
character of Sabbath observance from the earliest ages. We
flnd a statute passed in the year 876 by King Alfred, which
distinctly recognised the binding character of the fourth com-
mandment, which incorporaitel the entire Decalogue as part
of the English law. We find that law reaffirmed and its pro-
visions extended by various monarchs. The list of statutes
in England referring to the command of Sabbath observ-
ance is a very long list. The law was amonded in 925; it
was again amended in 958; again inl1009; again in 1017;
amended agtin in 13j4 under Edward III; again in 1388
under Richard II; again 1428 under Henry VI; in 1464
under Edward IV; in 1552 under Edward VI; in 1558 under
Elizabeth; in 1617- the colony of Virginia adopted the
Sabbath law; in 1625 the law was again amended under
Charles I ; in 1613 the first Sabbath law in the colony of New
llaven was adopted; in 1644 it was adopted in Scotland; in
1648 in Massachusetts ; in 1648 in NewYork; in 1661 it was
again amended and perfected in its operation in the reign of
Charles Il. In 1837 liquor selling was prohibited for the
first time in Massachusetts, and in 183J in Great Britain ; in
1854 liquor shops were cloeed upon the Sabbath day in Scot-
Iand ; and in the same year a proposition to open museums in
London was defeated by a vote in the House of Commons by
237 to 48; in 1856 a similar proposition was defeated in the
Commons by 376 to 48; and in 1878 it was defeated in the
House of Lords by 76 to 39. The present English law
with regard to the observance of the Sabbath is in many
respects a stringent law. It is unnecessary to enter
into details in regard to its provisions, but the fact that such
a law exists upon the Statute Book of England is a proof that
the power reste with the Government of England and with
the Government of the colonies to make provisions with
regard to the observance of the Sabbath. If we go to the
country across the border we find that Sunday laws exist
in every one of the thirty-seven States of the Union, except
California. One general feature of these laws is tho prohi-
bition of any work on the Sabbath, except works of necessity
and mercy. In the details of these provisions, varions
features exist, various differences exist in the different States.
In some States only one local train and milk trains are
permitted to run. In Massachusetts no train can run except
by consent of the railroad commissioners. In all these States
provisions are made for the purpose of securing the observ-
ance of the Lord's Day. My next enquiry will be: Are Sab-i
bath laws,which we find exist upon the Statute Book of Greati
Britain, and which have been a part of the English code for1
a thousand years, which exist in every one of the American
States but one, which exist in this country and exist in all
the English colonies, are these laws inconsistGnt with thei

Mr. CHARLTON.

principles of human liberty, are they an infringement on
human right, or is there a sufficient reason for the enact-
ment of these laws, consistently with the principles of
human liberty? Law in the abstract expresses what just
men will not do, and what other mon must not do. Law
restrains human liberty, it restrains the liberty of human
action, it says that human action shall be free in certain
directions and certain channels only, and, when human
action transcends these bounds, then human law stops in
andprohibits and punishes the transgression of the bounds
laildown. The object of human law is to provide for the
public good. That should be the object of it. The under-
lying principle should be the greatest good to the greatest
number. It is upon this principle that the dignitaries of
the Roman Catholic Church have acted in the pastorals I
bave read. It is upon this principle that human law should
be enacted. Now, Sabbath laws are not inconsistent with
human liberty, in this respect, that they are calculated to
promote public health. I find that, at the time the World's
Exposition was held in London, 611 medical mon of London,
in a petition to Parliament against the opening of the
Crystal Palace on the Sabbath for profit, said:

"Your petitioners, from their acquaintance with the laboring classes
and the laws which regulate the human economy, are convinced that
the seventh day of rest, instituted by God and coeval with the exis-
tence ofrman, is essential to the bolity health and mental vigor of men
of every station of life."

This law also prohibits cruelty to animals. It may ro-
strict human liberty in that respect, but it is consistent
with it, bocause it is a humane and just law. This law pro-
motes public morals. You have only to look at Sabbath
lands and contrast the condition of those lands with that of
lands where the Sabbath is not observed, and you will find
proof enough of the assertion that it does promote public
morals. It is again consistent with liberty, inasmuch as it
is an educational law. The church and the Sabbath school
are the mightiest educational agencies existing in the world
to-day, and they have always been the mightiest educational
agencies. The Christian church is the great educational
agency, and we owe to it all that marks the difference
between our condition and the condition of pagan lands. If
we stop to consider, we will find that the Sabbath gives
two-thirds as much time for study as the time devoted to
study in the schools, if we deduct from the latter the time
given for vacations. It is consistent again, with the
principles of human liberty, because it conserves and
protects the home. We find, as I stated awhile
ago, that marriage, tha institution upon which the home and
the family rest, was instituted at the same time as the
Sabbath was instituted-both are Edenic institutions. And
we will find, with reference to the influence of violations of
the Sabbath upon homes, that the condition of homes where
the Sabbath is not kept always presents an unfavorable
contrast to the condition of Christian homes, Dr. Lowe, of
Berlin, a physician in very extensive practice, states that in
the course of his practice ho had visited 9,000 Sabbathless
homes, homes where the Sabbath was not kept, and he found
in every case slovenliness, discord, slip-shod family relations,
no family life in fact, but wine shop, and vice, and dissipation
usurping the life which should exist in the family. Sabbath
rest is essential to the head of the family, bocause it is of the
utmost importance that ho should be enabled to spend one
.day in seven with his family; and, if good homes are the
bulwark of the nation, as they unquestionably are, then any
institution which is calculated to piomote, to croate, to
multiply good homes, is an institution which is not incon-
sistent with human liberty, but one that should meet with the
approval of every just and good man. Again, laws of this
kind are not inconsistent with human liberty becanse they
prevent crime. The great Daniel Webster said, in rela-
tion to this matter: "l It is the bulwark of liberty because
it is the bulwark of morality." Where nQ such laws
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exist, the Sabbath is the most prolifie of crimes of any the ancients was a week of seven days. Other periods of
day in the week. in December, 1882, the police of|rest have been tried. Under the French Government, in
New York City commenced a stringent execation of the days of the Revolution, the Sabbath was abolished, and
the Sabbath laws in that city. All drinking places a rest of one day in ten was established, and experience
were closed, all infractions of the law wore vigorously proved that that was unnatural. One day in six has been
suppressed, and the consequence was that the streets tried, one day in eight, and one day in nine. One day in
of New York were as quiet as the streets of a coun- six has been found to result in the rest coming too often.
try village, and the Monday calendar of crime was very Wherever the day of rest has been more seldom than one
much lighter than upon days when the Sabbath law had day in seven, experience proves that it does not corne often
not been enforced in that city. Professor Rosher, the enough, and that one day in seven is the natural period of
famous political economist of Leipzig, Germany, says: "It rest. And, Sir, it is a law of nature that rest is required
is a characteristic of society where the Sabbath is not for animals-rest even is required for machinery. In fact,
observed that the Sabbath is the prolific day for suicides physicians will tell you that a cessation of medical treat-
among women and Monday for suicides among men." The ment for one day in seven in almost all cases produces
woman, sad and neglected at home, commits suicide on the beneficial resulte. Now; Mr. Speaker, the laboring man is
Sabbath; and the husband, coming home from a Sunday's deeply interested in this matter. If Sabbath re-
saturnalia, and spending a ble Monday, is likely, if he strictions are observed the laboring man will re-
commits suicide at all, to commit it on that day. The ceive six days' pay for six days' labor; but if
special Sabbath Committee of the English Parliament the barrier of the Sabbath is broken down, the result proves
in 1882, said : "Ilt appears in evidence that in that the laboring man receives six days' pay for seven days'
each trade, in proportion to the desecration of the labor; that the day of rest is gone, but the aggregate of the
Lord's Day, is the immorality of those engaged man's earnings is not increased. This, Sir, is always the
in it." S-. Cutter, of the New York Prison Associa- case. It is well known that the tendency now-a-days is to
tion, says: ''lSabbath desecration is almost always con- over-production. The increased facility for production, by
nected with crime and is the forerunner of it." le also means of the discovery and improvement of machinery,
says that, ont of every hundred mon incarcerated in the renders it difficult to keep production within the bounds of
Massachusetts state prison, at least ninety of them are the demand; and to increase the laboring days from six in
Sabbath-breakers. Chaplain Barnes, of that prison, Bays: a week to seven, is still farther to agggavate the evil of
"When a church-goer comes to prison, it invariably makes over-production that already exists. A fishorman of New
a sensation among the prisoners." The celebrated judge, Romney, in England, when on examination with regard
Matthew Hale, says that those convicted of capital crimes, to this matter of labor on the Sabbath, said he had dis-
when lie was on the bench in the great majority of cases, con- covered that Snnday fishing kept down the price of fish.
fessed that the commencement of their career of crime lay There was a great deal of philosophy in that remark. Sun-
in the neglect of the Sabbath; and Justice Strong, of the day fishing would keep down the price of fish. Sunday
United States Supreme Court, gives utterance to the same labor of this kind is detrimental to the interests of the
sentiments. We will find that, wherever the cry is raised laborer, of whatever calling the laborer may be. The
that the Sabbath must go, it is a hoodlum cry, that it is celebrated Louis Blancesays :
loudest among the vile, that it comes from the class opposed
to all law, human and Divine, that it is the cry of the nihilist, of F"The Enis workg ga n 72,bcause his efres are b tt r husbanded,
the socialist, and of that enemy of civilisation the dynamiter. in consequence of resting one day in the seven."
The basest of all classes are the classes who are opposed to The celebrated John Stuart Mill says:the restraints of the Sabbath. I urge, lu the next place,
tbat Sabbath enforcement is not inconsistent with the prir- "The operatives are perfectly right in thinking that if there was no
ciples of human liberty, because it promotes the prosperity Sunday rest, seven days' work would have to be given for six days' pay."
of the individual and the prosperity of the Stato. We have, And Paley, long ago, put the same truth more strongly,
in fact, the Divine promise that "in the keeping of my com- when hoesaid:
mandments there is great reward." That promise is always
fulfilled. In keeping these commandments there is great "An addition of the seventh day's labor to that of the other six
roward-great roward to the individual, great reward to would have no other effect than to reduce the price."

the nation. It ensuresprosperity in the one case and in the An attack, Sir, upon Sunday rest is n attack upon the
other; and it will be found, Sir, that the best moral condi- interest of the laborer, because Sunday's rest is the poor
tion and the greatest industrial prosperity are always in- man's blessing and the poor man's day. To-day, Sir, in
separable. It will be found, moreover, that every non- Elnglish-speaking lands, there are 2,500,000 people, to say
Sabbath-keeping country in the world is comparatively nothing of those engaged in domestic service and in works
poor. If we compare the condition of England, the condi- of necessity, who are deprived of their Sunday rest-
tion of the British Colonies, the condition of the United 2,500,000 persons who are deprived, througli the laxity of
States, where the British and American Sabbath ie kept, the laws with regard to this matter, of that great blessing
with the condition of such countries as China, India, Japan, which is their right. Now, Sir, there is a marked contrast
Turkey, Russia, Germany, Italy and Spai.n, and the between the mode of the observance of the Sabbath in
Spanish American States, we will find sufficient proof Anglo-Saxon countries and upon the continent of Europe;
of this assertion. I notice, next, that the enforcement and those who wish to introduce here the continental Sab-
of Sabbath observance is not inconsistent with the bath in place of the Sabbath that we now enjoy, wish to
principles of human liberty, because it promotes the best confer upon this country a curse rather than a blessing.
interests of the laborer and of the masses; it promotes, in What is the character of the continental Sabbath? At
short, the greatest good to the greatest number. The Sab- most an hour in the morning is given to mass, and the
bath is the day of rest; it is the law which gives the labor- rest of the day is dedicated to the world, the flesh and the
ing man one day in seven as a day of rest; it is the law devil. Horse-racing, parades, reviews, pic-nies, excursions,
which shields him from the merciless exaction of capital, drinking, dissipation-a holiday for the rich, and a day of
from the merciless exactions of those for whom he labors. toil for the poor-these are the characteristics of the con-
We will find, Si;, that this one day in seven is a natural tinental Sabbath. Another characteristic is, that the nations
arrangement. Seven was the sacred number; the week of living under that Sabbath are yearly sinking into immoral-
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ity and into crime. A very satisfactory proof of this will
be shown by a comparison of the morals of the countries
in which the British and the American Sabbath prevails,
and the morals of countries living under the continental
Sabbath. Take, as a criterion, the record of illegitimate
births. They amount to 4 per cent. in London, to 34 per
cent. in Paris, to 34 per cent. in Brussels, to 54 per cent
in Vienna, and to 72 per cent. of the whole number in
Rome, against 4 per cent. in England In some cities of
the United States the continental Sabbath bas been intro-
duced. It has been introduced in Chicago, in St. Louis, in
Cincinnati and in San Francisco; and in every one of those
cities deaths by violence are more numerous in proportion
to the population than in the worst governed countries in
Europe, except Italy and Spain. The result of. the intro-
duction of the continental Sabbath into those cities is
perftectly apparent. Look at Cincinnati, blood-stained and
murder-cursed, with the worst classes of the population in
possession of the city government, lawlessness and crime
rampant and governing that city. Who are the champions
of the continental Sabbath ? Wherever you find the
liquor dealer you will find one there. If you firid
a gambler, there is a champion of the continental Sabbath,
and every prostitute is also a champion of it. Legislators
of the type of Tweed and that villainous lot of New York
aldermen who controlled the city under his regime-these
are the advocates of the continental Sabbath. And what,
Sir, are the characteristics of what they term a free Sunday ?
It is a Snnday f?ée from rest, it is a Sunday free from
religion, it is a bunday free from mental culture, it is a Sun-
day free from moral improvement, it is a Sunday free for
the employer to compel the employee to labor for him.
These are the characteristics of the free Sunday, of the con-
tinental Sabbath. It is a sign of the march of im-
provement that there is a growing discontent with the
continental Sabbath in Europe. The masses are beginning
to realise that that mode of keeping the Sabbath is not one
conducive to their welfare. They are beginning to chafe
and grow restive under it, and agitation for its improvement
is rife in that country. Sabbath societies have already been
formed in Milan, in Rome and in Naples. In Germany the
Catholies and Lutherans are petitioning the Government for
a botter observance of the Sabbath; and the Emperor William
of Germany, and the Grand Duke of Baden, and the King of
Wurtemburg, expressed sympathy with the object of these
societies. Now, surely, I have given evidence enough to
show that the continental Sabbath bas proved to be a curse
rather than a blessing on the continent. I might, Mr.
Speaker, spend this whole night in giving evidence
from great men, which point to the desirability of enforc-
ing Sabbath observance. I will give a few of them. Black-
stone says: "A corruption of morals usually follow a pro-
fanation of the Sabbath." De Tocqueville: "Despotism may
govern without faith, but liberty cannot." Mirabeau: "God
is as necessary as liberty to the French peoples" La Place:
" I have lived long enough to know what at one time I did
not believe, that no bociety can be upheld in happiness and
honor without the sentiments of religion." George Ban-
croft: "Certainly our great united commonwealth is the
child of Christianity, and it may, with truth, be asserted
that modern civilisation springs into life witb our religion,
and faith in its principles is the life-boat on which bumanity
bas, at divers times, escaped the most threatening perils."
Franklin: "What are laws withont morals, and whence
shall we get morals except from religion ?" Washington:
" Reason and experience both forbid us to expect that
national morality can prevail in exclusion of religious prin-
ciple" Daniel Webster: "TThe longer I live the more
highly do I esteem the importance of the proper observance
of he Christian Sabbath, and the more grateful do I feel
towards those who impress its importance on the commu-
nity. Mr. H. Stewart, in an address at tife Sabbath Con-
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vention at Rochester, in 1842, said: "Every dsy's observa-
tion and experience confirm the opinion that the ordinances
which require the observance of one day in seven, and the
Christian faith which hallows it, are our chief security for
all civil and religions liberty, for temporal blessings and
spiritual hopes." When Sir John Sinclair wrote an essay
against what he considered a Puritanical observance of the
Sabbath in Scotland, his friend, Adam Smith, though an
apologist for Hume, said: "Your book, Sir John, is very
ably composed, but the Sabbath, as a political institution,
is of inestimable value, independently of its claims to Divine
authoritv." Sabbath observance has been advocated by such
men as Gladstone, Disraeli, Shaftesbruy, Argyle, Bright, Lir-
coln, Garfield and thousands of others. The action of the Bri-
tish Governient in late years has been such as to show un mis-
i akably the desire of the ruling classes in England to honor
and observe the Sabbath. Three times, as 1 mentioned a
short time since, bas the British Parliament refused to con-
sent to the opening of the British Museum on Sunday. The
proposal has been defeated in each instance by an over-
whelming majority. In the Eouse of Commons it was
defeated with only forty-eight votes in the affirmative, and
in the House of Lords with but thirty-nine in the affirma-
tive. When the Electrical Exhibition was held in Paris in
1881, the English and American Governments united in
closing their exhibits on that day, and Mr. W. W. Atterbury,
secretary of the New York Sabbath Association, in a letter
to Secretary Blain, called attention to the fact that the
English and the United States Governments, at the time of
the World's Exposition in London, honored the day by
closing their exhibits, and he requested Mr. Blaine to in-
struct the American Minister at Paris that the same stop
might be taken with respect to the Electrical Exhibition.
This is Mr. Blaine's reply:

"DBPARTMENT OF STATI.
"WASI[NGToN, Jly 18, 1881.

"SiR-Your letter of the 14th instant, calling the attention of this
Government to the propriety of respecting the Sabbath in the American
section of the Intprnational Exhibition of Electricity, which is soon to be
held at Paris, haboeen roeived.

"II have to inform you, in reply, that your timely suggestion meets with
my cordial approval, and I have accordingly instructed Mr. Morton, the
American Commissiorrer-General, and Mr. Walker, the Honorary Ex-
ecutive Commissioner, to adopt measures to secure the proper observance
of the Sabbath in the American section of the Electrical Exhibition.

«I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
"JAMES G. BLAINE."

When application was made to Senator Hawley, then
president of the Centennial Exposition, to open the exhibi-
tion on the Lord's Day, his noble answer was: "Before
God, gentlemen, I would not dare to open the Centennial
gates on the Sabbath." So much for the utterances of great
men upon this question. With respect to the observ-
ance of the Sabbath and the rules for its observance, and
the tendency to set those mrules at defiance, a new element
has been introduced within late years. That new element
is the supposed necessity for railway work. There are
900,000 railway employees in Great Britain, the United
States and the .British colonies, and in consequence of the
action of the railway authorities with respect to work upon
the Sabbath, at least one-half of those 900,000 are constantly
employed - on the Sabbath day. Their employment is a
matter of great hardship. They are subjected to loss of
their weekly rest. The consequence is a deadening of moral
influences, and, to a great extent, loss of self-respect.
This is a condition of things which does not meet with the
approval of the railway employees. Nine out of ton feel it
is a great hardship, and express their opinion against being
compelled to work on the Sabbath. I have here a petition
adopted by 450 locomotive engineers of the New York
Centrail Railway, to Mfr. Vanderbilt, for 4h. cessation
of Sunday labor. It is a document which covers the whole
ground, and I will ask permission from the House to read
it. In this document these railway engineers set forth te
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this railway magnate their roasons for asking for a cessa-
tion of Sabbath work,. They point out the ovils of the sys-
tom under which they are required to perform abbath
labor. After pointing out how the running of trains on
Sanday had become a great hardship, they continue:

" We have borne this grievance patiently, boping every succeeding
year that it would decrease. We are willing to submit to any reasonable
privation, mental or physical, to assist the officers of your company to
achieve a financial triamph ; but after a long and weary service, we
do not see any sings of relief and we are forced to come to yno with our
trouble, and most respectfully ask you to relieve us from S inday.labor,
as far as it is in your power to do so. Our objections to Sunday labor
are : First-this never-ending labor ruins our health and prematurely
makes us feel worn out like old ment and we are sensible of our inability
to perform our duty as well when we work to an excess. Second-that
the customs of all civilised countries, as weil as all laws, human and
Divine, recognise Sanday as a day of rest and recuperation ; and
notwithstanding intervals of reatmight be arranged for us on other days
than Sunday, w-e feel that by so doing we would be forced to exclude
ourselves from ail church, family, and social privileges that other
citizens en j y. Third-nearly all of the undersigned have children that
they desire to have educated in everything that will tend to make them
good men and women, and we cannot help but see that our example in
ignoring the Sabbath day bas a very demoralising effect upon them.
Flourth--because we believe the best interests of the company we
serve as well as ourselves, will be promoted thereby, and because we
believe locomotive engineers should occupy as high, social, and religious
positions as men in any other callings. We know the question will be
considered : How cau this Sunday work be avoided, with the immense
and constantly increasing traffie? We have watched this matter for
the past twenty years. We have seen it grow from its infancy until it
bas artrived at its nov gigantic proportions, from one train on the Sab-
bath until we now have about thirty each way ; and we do not hesitate
in saying that we can do as much work in six days, with the seventh for
rest, as is now done. It is a fact observable by all connected with the
immediate running of freight trains that on Monday freight i compara-
tively light; Tuesday it strengthens a little, and keeps increasing until
Saturday ; and Sundays are the heaviest of the week.

" The objection may beoffered, that if your lines stop the receiving
points from other roads will be blocked up. In reply, we would most
respectfully suggest, that when the main hues do not run, tributaries
would only be too glad to follow the good example. The luestion
might also arise, if traffic is suspended twenty-four hours, will not the
company lose one-seventh of its profits ? In answer, we will pledge
our experience, health and strength, that at the end of the year our
employers will not lose one cent, but, on the coutrary, will b- the gain-
ers financially. Our reasons are these : At present, the duties of your
locomotive eagineers are incessant, day after day, night succeeding
night, Bunday and all, rain or shine, with all the fearful inclemencies
of a rigorous winter to contend with. The great strain of both mental
and physical faculties constantly employed has a tendency, i time, to
impair the requisites so necessary to make a good engineer. Troubled
in mind, jaded and worn out in body, the engineer cannot give bis
dutes the attention they should have in order to best advance bis em-
ployer's interests, We venture to say, not on this broad continent, in
any branch of business or traffic, tan be found any class lu te same
position as railway men. They are severed from associations that all
hold most dear, debarred from the opportunity of worship, that tribute
man owes to his God, witnessing ail those pleasures accorded to others,
which are the only oasis in the desets of this lite, and with no pros-
pect of relief. We ask you to aid us. Give us the Sabbath for rest
after our week of laborious duties, and we pledge you that, with a sys-
tem invigorated by a season of repose, by.a brain eased and cleared by
hours of relaxation, we can go to work with more energy, more mental
and 1.hysical force, and can and will accomplhsh more work and do it
better, if possible, in six days, that we.can now do in seven. We can
rive yon ten daye in six if you require it, if we can only look forward
to a certain period of rest. In coitcusion, we hope and trust that, in
cenjunculon with other gentlemen of the trunk hues leading to the sea-
board, you wiii be able to accomplish something that will ameliorate
our condition."

This memorial from the locomotive enginers to W. H. Van-
derbilt covers the entire ground. It was a reasonable
potition, an unanswerable petition, but a petition which
was not granted by that magnate, though perhaps the time
will come whon ho will answer for that failure to do his
duty to bis mon in a court where the great railway prince
will stand on the saie level with the poor engine-
driver. There are some hopeful features, with regard
to railway work on the Sabbath, apd thet is the evidence
that almost all the railway managers are ill at ease
with regard to this infraction of Sabbath laws. The
editor of the Chicago Railway Age, Mr. E. H. Talbot, in
1883, opened a correspondence with various railway
managers throughont the United States, with reference to
the question of Snda4y railway 1bor, asking their opinions
as to whether the evil should not be lessened, and as to

whether Sunday traffic could not b abandoned. Many
of these replies are of very great interest-of sufficient
interest to warrant me, I think, in troubling the House
with a few of them. I have one here from Mr. L. J.
Sargeant, traffie manager of the Grand Trunk road. He
saye

GRAND TRUNR RAIL.wAY OF CANADA,
"ÇTaarric MANAGER's OFric,

" MoNTrCAL, 26th May, 1883.
"fTo the Editors of the Railway Age: -

"4I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated 21st instant,
addressed to Mr. Hickson, and to inform you in reply, that it is not the
practice of this company to run passenger trains on Sunday, excepting
for the purpose of completing continuous journeys. Such trains, started
on Saturday night, are permitted to go through to destination.

" As regards freight trains, we find it impracticable to suspend that
service wholly on Sundays, and should only be able to do so by commun
agreement between all railway companies.

" On the whole, it is conceivable that the public may fiud the total
suspension.of trains on Sunday not to their benefit, as, for instance, in
the case of a through train, which, if stopped on its journey, might cause
serious inconvenience. At the same time it would be proper, botth in the
interest of railway employees and for the general benefit, that Sunday
labor should be kept within the smallest practicable limits.

Yours truly,
"L. J. SEARGEANT,

•9Traflic Aanager."

Here is another communication from the manager of the
Northern Pacifie, dated St. Paul, 16th May, 1883:

" The next question is: Bas your company taken any action towards
diminution ot 8unday labor?

'' 1 answer : Not officially, but it is understood, as the wish of the
management, that the heade of departments shall reduce the amount cf
Sunday labor in their respective departments as far as practicable. My
opinion is most decidedly that the Sabbath rest is an absolute necessity
for the maintenance of mental and physical vigir, and that the rule of
Sabbath rest cannot long be violated with impunity. Men who consci-
entiously favor Sabbath observance are likely to be more faithful in the
performance of duty than those who are not troubled with conscientious
scruples.

I Editor Railway Age."

Yours truly,
"fi. HA UPT,

"1General JTan'7g'r.

The next communication was from Mr. Ledyard, president
of the Michigan Central and the Canada Southern roads:

"MICTe.AQ CZETRAL RAIrnoAn COMPANY,
"DargoIr, Mica., May 14, 1883.

P lo the Editors of/the Railway Age..
"I have vour letter of May 11, relative to the action recently taken

by the president of the Louisville, New Albany and Chicago Railway
Company, in ordering the suspension of aIl trains upon the Sabbath day,
and note your request that I shall reply to certain questions, as statea
la your lettor.

Il 1. If all railroad companies competing for the same class of traffic
from and to common points were in accord, it would be practicable, te
a very large extent, to abandon the running of railway trains on the
Sabbath day. The chief difficulty is, that in these days of sharp compe-
tition time has become such an important element that if one railroad
company would voluntarily cease its trafic for one day during the week,
while others continued, it would lose largely thereby. Yet, for ex-
ample, were each of the trunk lines to absolutely refuse to exchange
traffictof any kind with their connections, from 6 p. m. Saturday until
Monday morning, it would be a simple matter for these trunk lines, as
well as for th ir western connections, to so arrange the movement of
traffic as to practically do away with the running of dunday trains.

"2. There is no question as to the desirability of prohibiting Sunday
work on railways. The law of nature, to say nothing of the higher law,
requires that man should have rest one day in seven. l there any
reason why a railway engineer or conductor is not entitled to hie rest
as much as a merchant or manufacturer ?

"3. This company has endeavored to so arrange the runs of its train-
men and engineers as to bring them home on Sunday, but littie can te
done in that direction without the concerted action on the part of all
companies interested in the same traffic.

" 4. I do not believe at the end of the year the lose in traffic would
be appreciable, were ail Sanday work stopped, and in the better morale
of tie men the railway companies would be abundantly paid for doing
away with work on this da7 .

"l ooking at the question from either a moral or economical stand-
point, no candid person eau uphold the running of trains on Sunday.
Whatis there in the essence of a railroad company different from any
other business, which will require an exception to be made of it and its
employees to work when others are allowed and.expect rest ?

' The effect of this constant and never-ending work is not only
injurions to the men themselves, but most deplorable to their familles.
If it is rne, as Lord Bacon seys, that a man who has a family has given
a hostage to fortune, it is equally true that he ehould be allowed to live,
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at leat, part of bis time with those for whom he -has to care, and
certainly should have, at least, one day in seven, which, under our
system of railway labor, he cannot have, to devote to his own and
private matters.

"I am glad you have taken the matter up, for I believe if it is pro-
sented to our managers in the best light, whether from a mural or
economical standpoint, a few moments reflection will show to each of
them that we are all committing a fearfal mistake in allowing the con-
tinuance and rapid growth of this Sunday work.

"Youre truly,
"H. B. LEDYARD,

"IPresident."

Following is a short communication from Mr. Rutter, presi-
dont of the New York Central. He says:

' " It would be a great relief Io managers and employes if aIl traffic on
our railroads could cease during Sunday. I beheve that every man is
entitled to one day's rest in a week. It was for this that the Sabbath
day was created, and it is very much to my.regret that I feel compelled
to say that the stopping of Sanday traffic is impracticable. * * *

" It is hardly necessary for me to raise all the questions that occur to
me in connection with ihis, ad I can uonly say, that if any plan can be
devised for the stoppage of Sunday work on railroads, I will gladly co-
operate in it."

Next follows a letter from Mr. Bennett H. Young, presi-
dent of the Louisville, New Albany and Chicago Railway
Company, who hal the courage to totally suspend the
Sunday traffic on his road, with the exception of one local
mail train. It is a letter addressed to the editor of the
Railway Age, as follows:-

"Some weeks since I felt impelled, by various reasons, to order the
discontinuance:apon theLouisville,New Albany,and Chicago Railway, as
far as possible, of aIl labor on the Sabbath day. This order was not the
result of an impulse, nor vas i-t issued without the ex pectation of sharp
criticism and even unkind misconstraction ; it was made because I con-
sidered it right, viewed either from a religions, political or practical
standpoint. It bas provoked more discussion than [anticipated, but the
expression of a necessity for a day of rest on the part of other railway
managers bas been to me exceedingly gratifying.

" While admitting that this is an age of intense practicality, and that
in the hurry and drive of the present of our country, many are disposed
to forget all other considerations than. those of gain, this discussion
has demonstrated that upon one ground or other there is deep-seated
in the mindts of the business men of this country a desire to observe a
day of rest. For one, I do not hesitate to say t hat I consider the
Sabbath a Divine institution, and that a disregard of the dayis a violation
of God's command, and that the mere fact of operating a railway for

public necessity is no excuse for the dishonor done to the precept of our
Mua k er.

" As religious bias must more or less affect particular views on this
subject, many would be disposed to put aside those considerations and
demand some more practical argument on the question. In the dicussion
of su broad a subject points can only be stated.

" 1. Then, I suggest that without a day of rest man can either enjoy
health nor freedom. The Sabbath is essential to religion, and religion
is essential ta freedom, good government and prosperity. History con-
tains no example of a free, progressive and successful people who did
not recognise God. No thoughtful man ean controvert the statement
that religion is dependent upon the observance of a day of rest. Blot
out the Sabbath in this country, and with it the influences of religion
for a period of fifty jears, and the face of our social, moral and political
condition would be entirely changed. The testimony of all railroad
men in this discussion bas shown that a day of relaxation or rest is
essential to the proper and faithful discharge of the duties which devolve
upon railway employces; and if this were not so, human experience fully
establishes this principle.

" 2. Whatever may be the religions views of men, it bas been univer-
sally conceded that religion makes a man better qualified for the dis-
charge of every duty, and that in every sphere in which he acts the
impulse of a Christian life is for good.

" If railways teach their employees to violate the Sabbath, and also
with it to violate the laws of the State, and thus dull the obligation theyi
feel both to God and to the State, they must necessarily have less
respect for the laws of the railway itself, and les soese of o bligation to
their employers. No man who bas any intimate connection with rail-
ways can fail to observe the lack of interest on the part of the employees i
in the corporate welfare, and this is in a large degrée attributable to the
indifference of the corporate managers thermselves te the rights, privileges
and consciences uof their employees. With the eradication of religion
goes all idea of future punishment, and this renders men loue controllable
and les amenable to reason. Religion is a safe-guard for property as
well as liberty. One church le worth a dozen policemen:; and the social
and moral power of religion in the discharge of the duties devolving
upon men is simply immeasurable.

" I see that in one of your late issues it is rumored this order of mine
will be rescinded. I have only to say that, sa far as tried, the results are
more than satisfactory ; no injury or lous bas been sustained ; the em-
ployees have l many ways expressed their gratitude and thanks for
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this privilege which has been extended to them in the way of cessation
of work on Bunday; and that so long as I remain in the management of
the road no change will be made.

"Truly yours,
'BENNET H. YYOUNG,

"iPrident."
Two months after, the Railway Âge contained an editorial
giving the results of this action of the manager of this road
-an editorial entitled, "Two Months of Sunday Observ.
ance: "

" Thre two months which have passed since President Young issued an
order forbidding the runniug of Sanday trains, except those carrying
mail, on the Louisville, New Albany and Chicago Railway, have been
the most pro3perous of any in the history of the road. President Ycung
recently telegraphed : 'Our June business has been larger than ever
before, and the aggregate earnings the largest on record.' While the
experience of one railway for two months is by no means conclusive of
the question at issue, yet it certainly tends to refute the position taken
by so many managers, that a single railway or a portion of the railways
of the country cannot afford to cease Sunday work, and that Sunday
observance is not practicable unless all railways unite in it. The Louis-
ville, New Albany and Chicago road bas discontinued Sunday traffic
and bas increased its business, and there is no indication that its earn-
ings for May or June are one dollar less than they would have been if
its employees had been worked seven days in each week. The results
of the reform inaugurated by the management of this important line
will be watched with great interest. While the religious element in the
problem should net be ignored or undervalued, the decisive point will
doubtless be the oconomical results of the experiment. Meanwhile it is
very gratifying to know that the hoSt of employees of one railway in
this country have been permitted, during bright May and delicious June,
to enjoy the sweets of Sunday quietness and rest without doing financial
injury to any one."

The last quotation I shall give with reference to Sunday
work is an article from President Samuel Sloan, of the Dela-
ware, Lackawana and Western road. This is a road which
occupies a very enviable position in régard to Sunday labor.
It is a road in which the late William E. Dodge was largely
interested, and which bas, since it first commenced running
trains, scrupulously abstained from Sunday work. It is a
road now reaching from New York to Buffalo, with western
connections, and is one of the most prosperous in the United
States. Mr. Sloan says:

" It seems to me that all railroad managers must sympathise with efforts
to diminish 'Sunday labhr,' now, I regret to see, on the increare. la
my judgment the necessity, so much urged, doos not exist, nor do the
pu'ablie demand from railroad management more work than ordinary
labor. Railroad men have a right to rest one day in seven and to ob-
serve the Sabbath as much as any other fellow-citizons. t must be, and
is conceded by all interested, that health and good discipline are pro-
moted by this reat. Without repeating the excellent suggestions made
by prominent railroad officials in the foregoing communications, I think
that it would be an easy matter for the Trunk Line Commission to take
up the sibject, and refer it to a committee to report some regulations or
agree upon certain trains that may be deemed necessary to meet any
reasonable demanda of competing intereats or the public wants in regard
to perishable property.

" SAMUEL SLOAN,
' President."

So much for the positions and opinions of railway managers.
The quotations I have made from a great mass of communi-
cations from railway managers show most conclusively that
these mon, as a rule, feel that the position occupied by
the corporations in the United States is not a desirable one.
They evidently feel that in depriving their employees of
Sunday rest, and in transacting the great mass of business
transacted on the Sabbath, they are guilty of wrong-doing,
and many of them ftee the desire, and have taken steps in
the direction of carrying out the desire they feel, to lessen
the evil. No doubt it would be desirable to introduce a Bill
upon this subject, of wider scope than the one presented to-
night to this House, but this is probably impracticable. All
the railways in Canada have absolute control over their
local business, and the forbidding of excursion trains on the
Sabbath will not imperil the interest of any trunk line in the
Dominion, but if we went further we might seriously in-
terfere with railway corporations whose operations are, to a
great extent, through business, and being thus intimately
united with the traffic in the United States, the co-opera-
tion of the United States railways would be required. But
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we can deal with the question so far as the Bill now pre
sented to the House deals with it, and it is tc
prevent this form of Suaday desecration, these ex
cursions by railway or steamer, that this Bill is introducod
Many arguments are adduced in favor of Sunday excur
sions. They are said to be conducive to health and rest
and that it would be a hardship to deprive the people ai
large of the privilege of going upon Sunday excursions. I
propose, for a few moments, to examine into that assertion
and see whether it rests upon adequate grounds. Rest and
health, I think, we will find when we examine into this ques-
tion, are not promoted by Sunday excursions, but that as a
rule they have a directly opposite effect. So far from promot-
ing health and rest, they are often drunken saturnalias,
resulting, more often than not, in riot and even in robbery
and murder. Lot me give a specimen of Sunday excursions.
It is rather an aggravated specimen, but it will answer as a
specimen of the whole class :

" FamE Liquoa, SABBATH-BREAKING AND MURDER.-On the Sabbath,
August 31st 1884, in the afternoon, a barge towed by a steam tug made
fast to a pier at the foot of West Eleventh street, in New York. She had
returnea prematurely from an excursion on which she had set out in
lhe morning. Scarcely were her lines made fast when a crowd of
drunken men poured hurriedly ashore and rapidly dispersed. Many of
the men were without hats or coats, and the faces of many were bruised
and bleeding. The dresses of the women were disordlered, and their
hair fel tangled about their ehoulders. On board, the evidences of a
fierce fight were everywhere apparent. The deck wae strewn with
broken glass, with sandwiches and boiled hams, and was slippery with
ice cream and beer. In the cabin the dead body of a.middle-aged man
lay on the floor, hie three sons uobbing beside him.'"
Then it goes on to describe the excursion of the employees
of the Empire steam laundry, New York. They were going
dovn to Linden Grove, on Staten Island, for rest and
health ; they went well primed with whiskey and boer, and
were not long out when the men became infuriated by
liquor and engaged in a free fight, in which the women also
took part. A poor and inoffensive German, who had charge
of the lunch counter, being unable to fill twenty orders at
once, was attacked by these people with beer bottles and
clubs, mangled dreadfully and beaten into an almost unre-
cognisable mass of flesh. This was a fair specimen of Sun-
day excursions, such as sail every Sabbath day from New
York to Coney Island and Staten Island. The Rev. Mr.
Crafts, of New York, who has taken great interest in the
Sabbath question, has addressed enquiries to a great number
of employers in various parts of the Union. le las ad-
dressed enquiries to about 150 large employers of labor, the
object of these enquiries being to ascertain whether the
employees who spend the Sabbath in this way or the church-
going employees are the most valuable laborers, and the
answers are almost uniformly to the effect that the church-
going people are the most valuable. One employer,
who employs 200 men, says, " Church going men are
25 per cent. more effective as laborers than those who spend
their Sundays in Sunday excursions." A German pastor,
who bas charge of a large church in New York, says:
" Those who spend Sundays in pic-nics require all day
Monday to get over the effects of their recreation." The
general testimony on the subject is that Sabbath observers
and church-goers, whether laborers, mechanies, merchants or
professional men, are in far botter condition to enter on work
when they spend the Sunday lu church-going, than those
who spend the Sunday, even in comparatively innocent
pleasure. Pic-nies, no doubt, are tiresome, while, on the
contrary, short practical sermons are restful. Colonel
Fairbanks, of the standard scales business, says :

" Those who attend ehurch and Sunday school on Sunday are the most
valuable in our business. I eau tell the dfference between them and
others in the work in the shop.

Church-goers can be recognised in a crowd, for thoy are
clean, healthy and prosperous. Mr. Clem Studenbarker, the
manager of a very extensive wagon factory in Ohio, says:

-l My observation is that clerks and mechanica who spend thpir
Sabbath in church and Sabbath echool work are the best fitted for the

- work in the office, or in the shop, on Monday morning."

The celebrated Hugh Miller, the great geologist in Scot-
land, gives the following very interesting description of the
appearance of a train of Sunday excursionists returning to

t Edinburgh after a day in the country :-
SThere did not seem to be much enjoyment about the wearied and

i somewhat draggled groups; they wore, on the contrary, rather an un-
happy physiognomy, as if they had missed spending the day quite to
their minds, and were now returning @ad and disappointed to the round
of toil from'what ougt to have provedaa sweet ielaxation and relief. A
congregation just dismissed from hearing a vigorous evening discourse
would have borne to a certainty a more cheerfai air."

But it may be asked what reasons may be given for sup-
pressing Sunday excursions ? I would answer that they are
open to several objections. They are open to this objection:
They rob one clas of employees of their Sunday rest in
order that they may minister to the pleasure of others. I
refer to the mon employed upon railway trains - and
steamers. These mon axe prevented taking Sunday rest
in order that the passengers by train or steamboat

r may enjoy Sunday pic-nics. The next reason is, such
excursions are fruitful of disorder, vice and crime; tho
next is, because such excursions invade the Sabbath
quiet and morality of places to which they go, ahd
the next reason is, because they secularise the Sabbath,
and, by breaking down its sacrodness, they prepare for the
abolition of the rest to all classes that the Sabbath is
designed to give. It may be said : IL is unnecessary to deal
with this question by law; it is a moral matter; let publie
sentiment settle it. In relation to that, I may answer that
the Sabbath cannot be preserved without law. It has been
found necessary to put laws upon the Statute Book with
regard to Sabbath observance in England since 826; in the
fourth century, Constantine passed a law in regard to Sabbath
observance; and it will be found that, where there are no
Sabbath laws, there is practically no Sabbath. The Christian
sentiment of Canada, 1 believe the universal Christian senti-
ment of Canada, is in favor of this measure. I believe I am
warranted in this assertion by the pastoral letter of Arch-
bishop Taschereau, by the utterances of His Holiness the
Pope, of Cardinal McCloskey, of Archbishop Gibbon, of the
Bishop of Buffalo, all those high church dignitaries expressly
prohibiting Sunday excursions and declaring them to be
mortal sins. I am warranted by the concurrent testimony
of the Protestant divines in this country, and by the demand
of the great mass of the Christian people of this country. I
am warranted in saying that the Christian sentiment of
Canada, of all sects and classes of believers, asks for this
Bill from this House. We fortunately, as a people, enjoy a
very high character with respect to Sabbath observance.
It Ùs said that the city of Toronto enjoys the preud position
of being the city of all the cities upon the face of the globe
where the Sabbath is observed most strictly; and this char-
acteristic applies to such cities as Hamilton, London, in a
great degree to such cities as Ottawa and Montreal, to
the cities of the Maritime Provinces, and even to Quebec.

An hon. MEMBER. Even?
Mr. CHARLTON. Yes; the mode of spending the Sab-

bath in Quebec is perhaps not quite as strict as in Montreal
or in Ottawa, but, as compared with other cities in other
countries, there is not a city in the Dominion of Canada
that does not occupy a favorable position in regard to the
Sabbath. Now, we have a right to ask, with all the concur-
rence of testimony from the various prelates and divines in
this country and the evident pressure of public sentiment
in this respect, that this Government shah do all it can
possibly doto preserve this noble record which this country
has, and I have the honor to present this Bill to the House
of Commons for its second roading to-night. The Bill pro.
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vides simply that Sunday excursions by steamboats plying for
hire, or by railway, or in part by railway and inpart by steam-
boat, starting and returning the same day, shall be prohibited;
aud it provides a penalty of $500 for an infraction of this
law, to be collected upon complaint of any individual in the
county, city or town from which the excursion starts, one-
half of the penalty to go to the informer or prosecutor and the
other half to the municipality of the county, city or town
in which the action is brought. The Bill does not apply to
ferries or to steamboats employed thoroon, but simply and
exclusively to excursions by steamboat or railway, or in part
by steamboat and in part by railway. Mr. Speaker, I move
the second reading of the Bill.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is not my intention to dotain this
flouse at any length and to disess the dilferent points, to
analyse or to criticise the different uotatiotns that the hon.
gentleman, in his learned essay Qn the Lord's Day and the
day of rest, bas been giving to the House for the last few
minutes. I, as all in this House must have like myself,
admired the earnestness of the bon. member, bis researches,
bis deep conviction on the subject that he las so cleverly
treated. The Lord's Day and the day of rest are the conse-
qupcnes of the law of labor which was imposed upon
humanity and which, drawing man towards the earth that
ho was obliged to till, made bis eyes not to look towards
heaven but to look to the ground where ho had to work;
and, as a relief from that first servitude, the Lord said that
ut least one day ont of the seven days of the week, or at
certain hours, man should have not only the privilege, but
that the ordor should bo given to him, to raise his fore-
bead, to raise his eyes to heaven and to think of Him who
had punished him and who might also save him and bis
posterity. Nobody can deny the good of the institution.
It is of Divine institution. No one can deny the good, in a
humanitarian sense, whieh proceeds from thatlaw of having
man to rest one-day. The law of nature wouild require it.
Constant labor would not be good for the good working-
man. I havo admired, and I have agroed with
the hon. gentleman, and all those whom ho has
quoted, in saying that the best wDrkingman is the
man who has taken bis good rest during the Sunday,
who ias attended to bis religious duties, and who, on Mon-
day, goes back to his work with his heart light, with his
mind not taken up with any bad ideas, but ready to begin
again the execution, the fulfilment of that law of labor
which is part of the law of the salvation of man. I have
been not astonished but pleased to see the numerous quota-
tions made by the bon. gentleman. I must say that the
authority of many of them might be perhaps contradictory
if, on the application of the principle which is involved, -we
were to come to the orders and pt·escriptions given by
thosewhose authority ho has quoted. We have had from the
Genesis to Mirabead. The authorities are -not very similar
in their moral tone, perhaps, but it appears they came
to the same point. We have had from Mr. Louis Blanc as
f rom the Pope. They are not exactly nearly related. We
have had a good many of them; but to what does all that
tend ? It tonds to say a thing that nobody contests-that
there should be a day of rest, that there should be a
day of prayer in the week. The hon. gentleman bas said
that law is necessary to make Saunday observance one of
the institutions of this world. I regret it. I regret that
the policeman should be required to force a man to under-
stand the Divine commanda of his Master. I would be
Horry to sec that the policeman is necessary to make people
understand that the man is not a brute, and that even for
the brute rest is necessary. Then these two principles are
not at all contested, of the day of prayer and the day of
rest. Shall we, by a law, prescribe what is a day of rest ?
My hon. friend cannot, more than I could or anybody in this
Mouse, say what a day of rest must be. One would like to

Mr. CHARLTON,

rest in one manner; another prefers another manner. One
would like to rest sitting in his own house; another prome-
nading outside. One may think that roading a book, be it
the Holy Book or be it only any other book, in one's
house, closeted in one's room, is not perhaps as right a way
of having a good day's rest as taking ontaide the fresh air,
either on the river, or in a promenade, or even a drive.
The manner in which this rest should be taken is prescribed,
and the direction for it are given by those who have the
morality of the people in charge; that task does not belong
to us. In the next place, Mr. Speaker, what rale ought we
to follow in the religions observance of Sunday ? Ilere again
we cannot agree in« this House, and fortunately we are not
called upon to discuss, still less to decide, that question. I
am one of those members of the louse who cherish most
deeply, in a mixed community like ours, the hberty
of conscience, of creed and religion. On every proper
occasion I have stated that whatover was the creed or
the religions opinion of my felloWývcoùntryfnen, I would
respect it. But if we were to frame a law for the compulsory
observance of the Sunday we would be infringing upon liberty
of conscience, and if we wereto adopt the principle involved
in the proposition of my hon. friend, we should also infringe
civil liberty. I cannot consent that he shall dictate to me
what is the true and proper way of observing the Sanday.
The hon. gentleman said the best workman is the man who
attends the'Sunday school and reads his Bible on Sunday.
If he does that on Sanday lie certainly does a good thing.
But, Mr. Speaker, I know very good workingmen, fathers
of families, who have brought up their children in the foar of
God, and in the spirit of obedience to the laws of the country;
and these mon, after attending mass for an hour and listening
to a sermon-not always o long, perhaps,-as the lecture
we have heard to-night, but as good and as sound-did not
think they were offending their Maker, because they after-
wards enjoyed a few hours recreation and passed the
day as they did in the good old times whose praises
have been sung by mon who were the friends of morality,
when we read of the parson who, on coming out of
church, would stop to listen to the fiddle and to watch
the boys and girls dancing on the green. These peo-
ple were just as good tillers of the land, just as industrious
and just as good fathers of families as those who pass the
day reading the Bible in their houses. Far from my mind
is it to find fault with those who believe that the latter
mode is the best, but it is largely a question of taste.
The hon. gentleman has given a description of a Sunday
whiskey excursion in New York, from which, however, I
'do not think our country is threatened at the present time.
Surely, Mr. Speaker, we ought not to judge a question
of this kind by an example which is exceptional even
in the country from which it is taken. I have read
in books trustworthy statements that at certain socalled
religious meetings, an excitement prevailed at certain
moments which was anything but religions in its nature.
I do not believe all that is said about revivals, but I
do believe that at some of these meetings things take
place which are certainly not edifying to those who
witness them. But we have no right to judge of the
opinions and convictions of the people who are attend-
ing these meetings. Revivals may not always be
quite free from harm, but still I would not ask for
legislation to regulate them. Thon, Mr. Speaker, if we
are not able to decide upon the true and precise inter-
pretation of the Lord's command with reference to the
observance of Sunday, I think we are hardly able to decidé
that point by legislation in this House. I maybe told, per-
haps, that we are not asked to make such a definition. Mr.
Speaker, if we accept this Bill I do not see why we should
not go farther. If we say in this House that steamboat
and railway excursions shall be prevented on Sunday, why
may we not say that no one shall go outside his own house
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on Sunday? We might as well say to the citizens that the
observance of the Divine command forbids him to walk out-
side his house, or to play music on Sunday, or to do
many other things which people think they have a right
to do. It would be a violation of their liberty to do this.
Now, Si, our federal constitution has settled this matter
for us, and we are fortunately precluded by that instrument
from legislating in reference to it. In order to ensure
that harmony which should prevail in a community like
ours, composed of various credds and nationalities, a com-
munity that has grown to ho so strong and so prosperous,
those who framed our constitution have provided that mat-
tors like this should be left to the Provincial Logislatures, and
that the Federal Parliament has no right to interfere in any
way with those rights which belong first to the family,
second to the municipality and thirdly to the Province.
I Bay that this proposition infringes the religious rights, it
infringes the municipal rights and the municipal liberties
of the citizens; and I know that I am not speaking alone
when I say that it infringes on provincial liberty. If the
people of Ontario or of any other Province desire to ob3erve
Sunday in a particular way, lot them enjoy that right-; cor-
tainly I have no desire to interfere with them. But I cannot
see what right a majority in this House have to say to the
people of Quebec, for instance, that they have no right to
run a raiway, on Sunday, from one part of the Province to
another, or to run a steamboat from the city of Montreal to
St. Lam berts or Longueuil, or from the city of Quebec to
the Island of Orleans, or the Falls of Montmorency, or
Lévis or St. Romuald. Let each city, each corporationl,
each Province, make its own regulations. The hon, gentle-
man said that preventing a man from having his rest on
Sunday is to take away the liberty ofthe laborer, who has a
right to one day's rest in seven ; that it is an attack upon
the law of labor to deprive the laborer of his day of rest.
He has gone further; ho las said that Sunday was the
great school of the people, and that the question of the
observance of Sunday was one of the greatest educational
questions that could be brought before this Parliament.
Cortainly, I believe that the people ought to be educated
in the observance of Sunday, and perhaps I would
go further than my fellow-countrymen generally go
in that sense. The hon. gentleman says that the city of
Toronto was known all over this Dominion- as the queen
city for the observance of Sunday, and he could not help
saying also that Ottawa was remarkable for this, and so was
Montreal and Quebec. I am sorry he did not mention the city
of Three Rivers, represented in this House by my colleague
the hou. Minister of Public Works. I am sure if ho omitted
to mention Three Rivera, it was through a slip of the tongue
or forgetfalness on the part of the hon. member. We
do not want a law when, as the hon. gentleman has stated,
the highest religious authorities are already endeavoring to
prevent-what ?-not to say that such a thing is a crime;
not to say that amusement on Sunday is a sin, but tosay
that excursions whore whiskey and its immoral accessories
prevail, are excursions which should not only b discoun-
tenanced but should be forbidden, and forbiddon under the
most heavy penalties of the Church. The law has nothing
to do with that matter, except as regards the keeping of
the public peace. If the people are educated in this matter,
there is no need of law; we can safely trust to the religious
authorities for the good work of teaching their people the
due observance of Sunday. I understand the motive of the
mover of this resolution, and far from blaming the hon. gen-
tleman, I think that, from this discussion, a great deal of
good will come. I think it is well that it should be known
throughout the land that here the legislators are thinking
of this desirable result, the observance of the Lord's Day,1
a day of rest after the week's labors. It is desirable that the
people should knew that the representatives whom they
have sent here to make the laws of the country have not
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been forgetting this matter; and it is pleasant, I must
say, to sec a layman risiLng in his place, as the hon.
gentleman has donc, to come and assist in the crusade which
archbishops, bishops, priests and clergymen have entered
upon,.not of prohibiting outdoor exercise on Sunday, but
of seeking to suppress abuses. I invite those who are
generally exceedingly particular on the question of the
rights of the different Provinces to support me in saying
that this legislation is not such as comes within the power
of this Parliament, and that each Province should attend
to it for itself. I cannot resume my seat, Mr. Speaker,
without referring to something that has beon said by the
hon. member. He has allowed himself to be carried a
little too far. For instance, in his comparison of the dif-
ferent countries of the world whore Sunday observance
was the rule, and those countries where there was no
Sunday observance, some remarks have been made
which the Ion. gentleman could have omitted. The
hon. gentleman referred generally to Sunday observance
in Eugland. I have not travelled much, but I have been
in London a few Sundays, and I have nover seen
so many trains, in any other city in Europe whore I have
traveMed, as left the English metropolis on that day. I
am perfectly sure that there was no increase of crime
engendered by those excursions, which had for their pur-
pose and object to give fresh air to those who had workod
hard all the wook long in the unhealthy districts of the
great city. The hon. gentleman has endeavored to show
by statistics the increase of crime in countries where Sun-
day was not observed after the manner of the Ion.
gentleman. I must say that statistics of the kind ho
submitted to the louse are very fallacious. The amount
of crime in certain countries on the continent of Europe is
not due and cannot be ascribed to outdoor excursions on
Sunday. I desire, in conclusion, again to draw the atten-
tion of on. members of this House to the fact that such
logislation as is proposed does not belong te this Parlia-
ment, but to the Logislatures of the different PrQvinces. If
it is intended to regulate the religious observance of the
Sabbath, it belongs to the church authorities or to the
family, and we should not interfere. If it is to prevent
accidental misbehavior and preserve peace, it becomes a
police and muricipal regulation that belongs t) municipal
corporations. If it is to regulate the relations of master
and servant, or to protect the laboring classes, it affects
civil rights; and the subject is one that belongs to Provin
cial Legislatures. I think the measure is ultra vires, and
we would not act in accordance with constitutional princi-
ples in legislating on the matter.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I think if the hon. gentleman who
brought in this Bill can fairly be charged with taking up
the time of the louse unnece ssarily, in proving wihat we are
all ready to admit, the wisdom of Sunday observance, on
economical, to say nothing of religions grounds, I think the
Secretary of State has transgressed in another direction.
The gist of his argument is this: You must not infringe
the liberty of the subject by any such legislation as is pro-
posed. I contend that this legislation in no sense tends
to impair the liberty of the subject. Ail it does is to say
that one particular thing shall not be done, not because it
might not be desirable in many cases, and attended some-
times with advantage, but because if will necessarily bring
with it certain speoified evils, which the country has a per-
fect right to legislate against. If the argument of the
Secretary of State is worth anything, and can fairly be
pushed to anything like its logical conclusion, we might
just as well say that Parliament should not legislate against
selling liquor on Sunday, and in other directions for the
observance of Sunday. The hon. gentleman entirely f ailed
to catch the point of the Bill, and his argument will fail to
convince hon. members that this moasure should b rejected
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on the special ground adduced by him. There is one poin
which may be fairly considered. We all, naturally
when we argue a question of this kind, loo
for an example to Great Britain, where ther
has been legislation for many years; where there is'a very
large population, and where there are conditions in many
respects similar to ours,and in many other respects entirel
dissimilar. All these measures are matters of compromise
and the arguments in regard to them cannot be pushed t
their legitimate conclusions ; otherwise, it is impossible t
avoid coming to an absurdity wbichever way you push th
argument. But, in regard to England, and London par
ticularly, wo easily see the difference in the position of th
people there and the people in this country. In London
the population is as large as the whole population of this
country; it is crammed together within a very small com-
pass, and Sunday trains may be necessary in order to allow
people to get out into the country. There are, moreover
a large number of inhabitants who otherwise would find it
impossible to obtain that advantage. It may be proper, in
such a case, to make a compromise in that direction.
You may say the advantages are greater than the disad-
vantages that follow. But can it be said that the residents of
our towns and cities require Sunday trains in order to enable
them to obtan that recreation which is necessary to health,
and which people are reasonably entitled to enjoy? There
is no analogy between the two cases. It is a matter of com-
promise, whichever way you put it, and a compromise which
18 legitimate and proper in the cate of London, Liverpool,
Miainchester or Glasgow, id not reasonable when we come to
apply it to the towns of this country. The principal objec-
tions to what this logislation seeks te prohibit are two: first,
we cannot grant to those who enjoy the pleasures, if
pleasures they are, of Sunday excursions, without at
once trenching on the liberty of the subject in another
direction, because the employees of railways and steam-
boats tell yon that in order to run those trains and
work those steamboats you deny them Sunday rest,
and infringe on their liberty as much as,, i the
other case, you would infringe on other people's liberty.
For the sake of giving a possible advantage to a certain
number you inflict a disadvantage on a certain other num-
ber. Hore is another question of compromise. You must
distinctly and clearly establish that the benefits yon confer
are less than the wrongs you inflict, before the House is jus.
tified in saying that a Bill of this country should not be
passed. The condition of our people does not require such
a compromise, and there is no necessity, as regards the gen-
eral welfare of the community,that a certain number of per-
sons should be compelled to violate their consciences, and be

laced at a disadvantage with every other class of labor.
think this is the principal point we should consider; at

any rate, it is one important point, and it weighs with me
very strongly. The other point to which I allude is this,
that it is a dangerous thing, in legislation of this kind,to
know exactly where to stop. If you once admit the prin-
ciple of steamboats or railways running pleasure or excur-
sion trains, you do not know where it will land you. This is
the great argument which was brought up in England
against doing that which would have been an exceedingly,
beneficial thing in itaeif, that is, the opening of museunis
and other such places of amnsement on Sundays. It was
felt in England and, I am sure, many hon. members and
many other people will feel the same thing bere, that the
moment you allow the principle laid down by the Secretary
of State to guide your legislation in this matter, there is no
knowing how far it will lead you; and as there is no cor-
responding advantage to be gained, compared with the
positive evils which may arise, it is better for us to take
early steps, such as it is.proposed to take by the very rea-
sonable provisions of this Bill, to prevent that being done
which otherwise is very likely to be done. For those rea1

Mr. O'BRIEN,

t sons, on those two grounds, altogether irrespective of other
, considerations and the common arguments as to Sabbath
k observance, I, for one, shall heartily support the Bill of the
e hon. member from Norfolk (Mr. Charlton).
y #
y Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The speech of the hon.
y gentleman who introduced this Billihas been addressed to

the whole subject of Sabbath observance, but the Bill is
o confined to only one branch of that question. - The first
o clause provides:

" Sunday excursions by steamboats plying for hire, or by railway, or
- in part by any such steamboat and in part by railway, and having for

their only or principal object the carriage of sunday passengers for
amusement or pleasure only, and to go and return on the same day, by
the same steamboat or railway, or any other owned by the sane per-

s son or persons or company, shall be unlawful and shall not be deemed
a lawful conveying of travellers, within the meaning of any statute of
Canada, or of any Province of Canada, permitting the conveyance of
travellers on the Lord's Day."

, The second clause goes on to say that the owners shall be
t liable to be sued in a civil court by civil action for a large

sum of money, and this sum is recoverable in any court of
competent jurisdiction, in the place in which the steamboat
or train employed on the excursion started, or through

f which it passed, or at which it stopped, and the money
recovered shall be divided, one moiety to go to the plaintiff
and the other moiety to the municipality of the .gity, town,
village or place from which the unlawful excursion started.
The Bill is limited to excursions, and it is provided that
sucb conveyances shall be considered to be unlawful, and
that the owners of them shall be subject to a civil action.
It seems to me that the constitutional point taken by tho
Secretary df State is a good one; that this is a matter
affecting civil rights. If Parliaient should take the
responsibility of doclaring that such excursions, or any act
of non-observance or breach of observance of the Sabbath,
was a crime, it might thereby be brought within the crimi-
nal law, and therefore within the competence of this Parlia.
ment. It seems to me that the mere fact of its not being
declared to be a crime, but merely to be au unlawfut act,
and the action to be brought a civil action for damages,
gives away the case, so far as the competence of the Do.
ininion Parliament is concerned. The hon. gentleman, in
fact, declared in his speech that h. did not propose to inter-
fere with vessels sailing on a long voyage, or railways
carrying through traffic. That might interfere with our
relations with the United States, or with the great currents
of trade. Well, it might be, Mr. Speaker, that under the
authority of several decisions, that the effect ofthis through
traffic, this wholesale traffic, being the traffic which the
hon. gentleman does not wish to interfere with-that traffl
might come within the Dominion law; but these excur-
sions, such as in Toronto hurbor, or those my hon. friend
has spoken of from Montreal or Quebec, certainly ought to
be within the governance and control of the Provincial
Legislature, and the provincial administration of affairs-
within the cognizance and coutrot of the municipalities. It
appears to me that the Bill is ultra vires.

*Motion for second reading negatived on a division,

PATENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew), moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 25) furtier to amend the Patent Act of 1872.

Mr. CARON. I regret to say that 1 cannot agree with
my hon. friend that this Bill should be placed on our
Statute Book. This .legislation may be looked upon in
Canada as new legislation, but it is legislation which was
attempted to be introduced into the United States by the
Bill presented last year to Congress, and calied the Voorhees
Bill, which was rejected by the Senate of that country.
The principle of E Bill would have this effect: that
though the seller of the patented article might not havç
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the right to sellit, still the sale would be valid, and the roal
owner would not be able to obtain redress fron the person
found in possession of such patented article. Viewing it
as I do, from a purely legal point of view, I do not see why
an exception should be made, with respect to the rights of
patentees-I do not see why the principle of law which
applies in every other contract, in every other line of
business, should not also apply to this. It seems to me that
the purchaser of any patented article should bo called upon
to look after and protect the interest ofthe public carefully, in
so far as purchasing an article which he as no right to pur-
chase. T he principle of the law of contract should apply to
this matter as it does to every other. The patentee under the
present law obtains for a certain limited period of time the
exclusive right of disposing of the article which lie patents;
and I would ask my hon. friend how ho can expect that
the Parliament of this country will apply to those persons
a diflerent princip'e from that which prevails in every
other business transaction ? Why should the patentee,
who,through his skill and labor, bas succeeded in prodhcing
an article which may be of considerable use to the public,
not be able to protect himself like the owners of any other
article, if it has been unlawfully acquired by any other in-
dividual ? ·And when it comes to a question affecting the
patent rights of a.patentee, why should the whole brunt of
the battle be left to him ? Why should the patentee be
called upon to go beyond what other owners of property
are required to do to secure their property ? According to
the information given to me by the Department, I find that
occasional, but very occasional isolated cases occur, in which
damages for infringement are claimed fromu innocent users.
But such cases are very rare, and the effect of the pro-
posed law would be to throw difficulties in the- way
of honest patentees obtaining their just rights. I do not
believe that the Bill proposed by my hon. frierid would be
an improvement on our prosent law. I do not see why the
owner of a patent should be deprived of bis property or bis
right because somebody buys it in ignorance. The purchaser
of those rights should be called upon to take the necessary
precautions to ascertain whether what he is purchasing he
is entitled to purchase, and whether ho can do it without
infringing upon the rights of other parties. As I view it,
the risk should fall upon the purchaser, and the patentee
should never be called upon to assume ail the burden of pro-
tecting his own patent. I believe that the present Bill
would lead to endless litigation. I believe that the purchaser
of any patent rights, when called upon to account for the
infringement of the rights of the patenteo, would invariably
bring up a plea of having been an innocent purchaser of those
rights. The law, as it now exists, I believe, has not proved
to be inconvenient. I know that some cases may be quoted,
and will no doubt be quoted; but still, judging from the
results of the law as it now exists, I believe the present Bill
would not be an improvement bn it; and consequently, I
must say I do not think that this Bill should be placed upon
the Statute Book.

Mr. MULOCK. I agree very largely with the remarks
which have fallen from the Minister of Militia. We have
on our Statute Book a Patent Act which is desigued to en-
courage inventions, and for a certain time to protect the
inventor. Now, it appears to me that if this Bill were
passed in its prosent form, it would practically repeal the
Patent Act. There would at once spring up a new clase of
inventors, a class of mon whose ingenuity would be directed
to making use of the inventions of others and selling them
to the public, concealing from the public that they were
selling to them articles manufactured under a patent. I
would like to know how many persons who buy patented
articles are aware that the articles are patented. No one,
in fact, is aware, when he is buying an article that is pa-
tented, that ho is paying for a patent at ail. Occasionaily

there are exceptions to that rule; but we take goods and
chattels from hand to hand, trusting to the title of the vendor,
believing that he las a good title. I sympathise with
the object of the mover of this Bill, but I think ho
is taking the wrong course in order to provide a remedy. I
fancy that what he as in his mind is the case of the sale,
very recently, of certain patented articles-I think they were
purifiers, which were sold, I think, in good faith; but it was
found afterwards that the manufacturers of those articles
had infringod certain patents, and I believe the purchasers
were compelled to return the articles'or pay for them a
second time. Now, if the mover desires to provide a rem-
edy, I think bis plan would be to propose some scheme
whereby greater penal>ies might be imposed on persons
who infringe the Patent Act; and if it is necessary to do so,
let the vendor of a patented article who has no right to sell
it be punished severely, in order to enforce the patent law.
In that way the innocent purchaser will, in most cases, be
protected, and the patentee also will be protected. But if
this Bill is passed, we might as well, I think, at once repeal
this Patent Act.

Mr. SPROULE. I cannot agreo at ail with the expres-
sions given vent to by the hon. member for North York
(Mr. Mulock). He asks, how many know that the articles
they are usig are patented ? and in answer to that ho says,
very few. Thon, if mon unfortunately violate a law simply
because they have no means of ascertaining the fact, and
have to pay, in consequence, heavy damages, this is,1 think,
an injustice. I think that the reference that the hon. gen-
tleman gave himself is one of the strongest reasons why a
law of this nature should be passed. During the last few
years an invention ias been introduced into the mills in the
various parts of Ontario. The gentleman who manufac-
tured this invention sold the articles to millera at a heavy
price, and the millers, believing they were not violat-
ing any patent law in purchasing them, put them in their
mills. Shortly afterwards they were notified that they had
violated the Patent Act, and would have to pay heavy
damages for the use of this invention. What was the
resuit? They were compelled to pay, in many instances,
damages as high as $100 and upwards. These mon pur-
chased and used the invention in good faith, believing they
were not violating the patent or any other law-believing
that the party who sold tbem had a perfect right to do so.
I believe it would b quite right to punish the party who
sold an invention, knowing that in so doing ho
was violating some other man's patent; it would
be well to punish him, but I believe that the people
who were led unwittingly to purchase the invention in good
faith ought not to be punished. We can apply this rule
to many other lines. Mowing machines and binding ma-
chines are often made up of various patents, and what
farmer can tell when ho is violating or when he is not
violating the rights of half a dozen mon who have patented
different parts ; yet are we to be told that ho muet 'go to the
trouble and expense of ascortaining from the Department
bore whether ho is violating the law or not ? Are we to
be told that the duty muet be imposed upon him of investi-
gating, when purchasing a machine, not only the machine
itself, as a whole, but every part of it that is patented,
before ho eau have the right to use it without leaving him-
self open to actions for heavy damages? You may apply
this to other machines, to threshing, mowing, sewing
machines; In every instance the rule holds equally good.
That duty should not be imposed on those who use the ma-
chines. I would inflict a heavy penalty on those who
violate the law in selling and manufacturing them. The
party who exercised his ingenuity or skill in making an
invention would thus have all the redress ho required
against the party in the first instance who violated the
patent, and thon against the party who sold the article in
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violation of the patent. If those which oppose this
measure knew of ail the practical instances during
the past year in which injustice was worked against
the people who had used pieces of machinery in good faith,
and were compelled to pay penalties ranging from $50 to
$150 in consequence, they would be inclined to agree with
the mover of this Bill, that it is in the right direction, that
it is what he should do in protecting people who may be
brought into conflict with the patent law, without any
knowledge on their part and without any legitimate means
of knowing whether or not they were violating the law,

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I propose to offer very few
observations on this matter which I have brought before the
attention of the House. In dealing with this question I
wii not, as my hon. friend the Minister of Militia did, deal
with it from a legal, but will treat it from a commor-sense
point of view. It will, I think, be admitted that there are a
great many articlts patented in the Patent Office of this
country for which patents have been obtained and which
vary to a very limited extent from previous inventions.
Some slight modification or addition to an article that has
been manufactured and sold in the open market for a long
period of time may be made, and a patent may be obtained
for that invention; and it seems to me -that it is a very
great hardship that those who purchase those patented
articles in the open market, with the conviction
that the persons who are selling tbem and who
manufactured them had the right to sell and
manufacture them, should be compelled to pay
damages for the innocent use of the articles, many of which
are used in every-day life. The hon. gentleman who has
just spoken bas instanced several cases in which great
hardship arose, through the purchase of articles for ordinary
domestie use, agricultural implements and numerous articles
used by the people every day, the purchasers of which were
subjected to penalties, though they had practically no means
of ascertaining that they had violated any law. It
bas been stated by the hon. member for North York,
(Mr. Mulock), who spoke upon this subject, that the
proposition I make would practically repeal the patent
laws. I deny that. I say that the owner of a patent
iight would be amply protocted by the penalties
imposed upon the manufacturer and vendor of the articles
patented. An instance has been adduced, that of the mid-
dlirgs purifiers, about which there was a great deal of'
trouble and difficulty within a very recent period. Now,
the course which was adopted in reference to the imposing
of penalties upon those who used the middlings purifiers,
created a strong suspicion in the public mind that the owner
of the patent right was acting in collusion with the
manufacturer, and that a very large number of those articles
were allowed to be put into the mills and refused by the
mili owners for a certain period, and when they had been
practically used by the millers all over the country,the owner
of the patent came down and demanded compensation for the
violation of bis rights. It was from that point of view, in
relation to an injustice of that kind, the possibiity of col-
lusion between the owner of a patent right and the manu-
facturer and vendor, that I was induced to bring this Bill
before the louse. The Minister of Militia bas said if this
Bill should pus into law the purchaser of the patented
article will, althoughli he might know that lie had purchased
itin infringementof therightsof the patentee, set up the claim
in court that he did not know that t he article was patented; -
but if the hon. gentleman had read this Bill, lie would have1
seen that objection was covered. I propose that:L

'' 1. Notwithstanding anything contained in section twenty-three of'
'The Patent' Act of 1872,' no person who procures and uses any inven-
tion for which a patent has been obtained, from any person not author-
ised to make or use it by the patentee, shall be fiable for damages for s0
doing, if he proves to the satisfaction of the court before waich the suit
is brought that he was ignorant of the fact that such invention was one1

Mr. SROULE.

for which a patent had been obtained, or that the person from whom he
obtained it was not so auth3rised to meke or use the same.
The Bill proposes, therefore, that the burden of proof
sh'all be placed upon the purchaser of the patented article,
so that he aball not be able te set up the defence that he
purchased this article innocently, without proving it to the
satisfaction of a court of competent jurisdiction. The
objection may be raised, and I think there may be something
in the contention, that as regards patents that are not now
existing the passage of this measure may limit or restrict
the rights that have been obtained to some extent in the
nature of a contract; but as regards-tuture contracts, I do
not think there can be any objection to this Bill being
passed.

Mr. McCARTHY, Although I cannot add very much to
what has been said, I desire to express my concurrence in
the principle of the measure before the House. It is a mis-
take to imagine that the patentee will be without means of
redress-in the event of this measure becoming law. e lhas,
of course, the right of redress against those who sell the
patented article; but net only that, ho las the right to inter.
fere and protect his property in the patent by preventing a
sale, on application to the proper court. On the other band,
a man to whom an article is offered las no jneans of ascer-
taining whether it is or is not a 'patented article, and the
case put by my hon. friend from Grey must commend itsolf
to ail. The other day, lu Toronto, a suit was brought by
the patentee, or rather by the acquirer of the patent for an
American invention, and, if that is successful, I behieve it
will appear that every agricultural implement which bas
been manufactured in Ontario for the last four or five years
bas been manufactured in violation of the patent righits, and
every farmaer who bas bought these mowing or reaping ma
chines will be liable te be followed up by this person who
bas purchased the right, because hoe bas bought, in the open
market, without any notice or question of right, an agricu!-
tural implement which has been lu universal use. I submit
that these considerations are sufficient to induce this lHouse
to pass a mensure for the protection of people of this
kind. What is a man to do? He is offered an article.
He finds it is exposed for sale and advertised all over the
country. Is he te come to Ottawa te make an examination
in the patent office, in order to see whether it is patented or
is an infringement of a patent ? These cases cannot be
tried in a court lu less than a week. The case I referred to
took ten days, in order to test a single matter, whether it
was or was not a violation of patent rights. On the other
hand, is it teo much tô expect of the patentee, if he as a
patented article or a valuable invention, that ho shall see
that no one is infringing it by disposing of it, or if se,
shall apply to a court and prevent the sale and prevent its
going into use ? For those reasons I hope this Bill, the
principle of which I think is se just and fair, will receive
the approbation of a majority of this House. It is a prin-
ciple well known to the law, a principle in regard te real
property with which we are aIl familiar. If a man put-
chases real property and acquires the legal title, and is able
to plead that he is a purchaser for value and had no know
ledge of the equitable title, ho is protected in.his purchase,
and that, I venture to think, is applicable to this. It is
lmost impossible to discover the right of the patentee un-

less he himself bringe it to the notice of the public. Thon a
man purchases with his eyes open, but, if he is ignorant of
the patent right and purchases in the open market, I think,
under the circumstances, he is as much entitled to protection
as any other purchaser for value without notice.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the observation of the hon, gentle-
man who proposes the Bill, with reference to existing
patentse is one to commend itself to the attention of the
Hose. I do not think it possible to take away the rights
which, under the law, we have given, subject to that andto
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various questions of detail with wbich I will rot now trouble
the House. If ho proposes to refer the Bilt. to a select com-
mittee, as I presume ho does, I am, for myeart, rather in
favor of the principle of the hon. gentleman s measure. I
do not think it is now in the condition in which it ought
finally to pass the louse, but if it is reforred te a select
committee, with the view of its being carefally scrutinised,
and its action lirmited only to future patonts, and. some fur-
ther precautions are taken, which I need not now discuss, 1
should support the second reading. One question was
brought out by an incidental suggestion of my- hon. friend
from North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy). There is a question
whether the hon. gentleman's Bill is to apply only to cases
where the purchaser does not know it is a patented article,
or whether it may not fairly extend to cases where it is
sold to him as a patented article, but it subsequently turns
out that the patentee has not- a good title, but is infringing
another title ; where there is a fight between two paten tees;
one says " the invention is mine ;" the other says, " the
invention is mine;" they have both patents, and
the law is to decide, and the unfortuiate purchaser for
value may be ground to the dust between them. Also, as
the hon. gentleman's Bill stands, it would apply to persons
who received gratuitously the patented article. I am not
very well satistied that I would go so far as that. I think
I would only deal with persons who bought the patented
article in the- ordinary market. But these are mtters of
detail, and if the hon. gentleman proposes to refer the Bill
to a sefeet committeei I shail ber in favor of the second
reading.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I intend to propose to roter it
to a small select committee.
b Mr. CÔLBY. I suppose, if the hon. gentleman is going

to refer the Bill to a select committee, he would have, no
objection, first, to amend it in the sense suggested.

Mr. BLAKE. There is no means of amending on the
second reading.

Mr. COLBY. It strikes me very forcibly that, under the
existing law, baving declared at the last SeMion that all
patents shall be prestined to have been issned for fifteen
years, as far as patents issued up to the present time are
concerned, the law could hardly come-fairly into operation
until the expiration of fifteen years from the date of exist-
ing patents.

Mr. BLAKE. It may corne into forco with reference to
all patents iesued from histine.

Mr. COLBY. , But it would give no practical relief to the
suffering public who have- prcbased these articles under
patents issued during the existence of the law. Conse-
quently, it will give no remedy, in some cases, for fifteen
years.

Mr.,BLAKE. Yes; it wih give-a reme¢ in rfe ce ta
all paants that come into operation frosi the d#y-the Act
passest

Mr. COLBY. I said quodJ those patents wkich have
already been isued, and which, of coure, costitut ea very
large nurber ofthce. I think this Act strikeret the root
of the wtcet systenr, aswe now understand it, whichi gives
an absolute property to the patentee. It ie a nirat1fr of,
very serions consideration, and it may be a serious, question
whether patent laws- are desireable in the interest of the
pubfic a-t all. It opens a very broad field for discussion and
involes very graveù questions of policy. This eountry,
like every other civilised country, bas recognised the
rights of invertors, and has,ýgiven thern an absolute pio-
perty for, a limited time. It is to be au absolute property
in alf its consequences according to the laws of England,
of the United States, of the continent of Europe and of
Canad, This propositio is oertainly a very nevel one.

It is not consistent with any provision, so far as I am
aware, which exists in >ny patent law in any civilised
country. It is of very far-reaching consequences, and
involves more, I think, than would appear from the one
clause which it contains. The whole question of the ex-
pediency of giving property and rights of a valuable nature
to inventors is involved. Of course, it may be fairly
referred to a committee, but I think that the consideration
cf the committee would, in the end, be directed, perhaps,
to the whole policy of the patent law.

House divided on motion of Mr. White (Renfrew) for
second reading of Bill.

YEÂs:
Messieurs

Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain (, entworth),
Beaty,
B6chard,
Bell,

Bourassa,
Bryson,
Camnpbell (Renfrew),
Cartwrightý,
'Oatudal,

Chrane,
Ooakburni
Dlavies,

De t. Georges,
unidas,

Du pent,

Edgar,
Ferguson (Welland),
Gitimor,
Gordon,
Harley,
Hay

illiard,
unses,

Irvine,
Laurier,
Livingstone,
Maemaster,

ec0arthy,
MeMnllen,
McNeill,

P'atei'son (Brant),'
Platt,
Pruyn,

NATs:

Ray,
Rinfret,
Rykert,
Bomerville (Brant),
-Bomerville (Bruce),
Sproule,
Stairs,
Sutherland (Oxford),T aylor,
Vall,
Vanasse,
Wallace (York),
Watsone
Weldon,
Wells,
White (Renfrew),
Wi1e,

Wood (Brockvil, 1e).-57

Messieurs
Abbott, Desaulniers(St.Iaurice)Macmillan (Kid'dlesex),
Amyot. Desjardisx, Mef illan (Vaudteuil),
Bain (Boulanges), Diokinson, McDougald (Pictou),
Baker (Missiqauoi), Farrow, McDougall (0. Breton)
Baker (Victoria), Gagné, Massue,
Belleau, • Gigault, Moffat
Benoit, Grandbois, Montpoaisir,
Bergeron, Guilbault, Malocky,
Bergn, Gund, Pin't
Blondeau, Hia,1T, Pope
Bourbeau, Heeson, Riopel,
Bowell, Hickey, Robertson (Hastings),
Cameron (Inverness), Holton, Royal,Cameron (Victoria), oHomer, Scriver,
Carling Jenklng, Shakespeare,
Caron, Kranz, Small,
chapleau, Landry (Kent), Smyth,

imon, . Langelier, Tascherea1,
Oolby, Large*ia, TyJhiet,
Costigai, Lesge, White(Cardwell),
0 oursol, Macdonald (Kin¢s'), White (Hastingg),
0urran, MacdonuaId (Sir Johti, Wood (Westmorelanid),Outhbert, Mcütitosb, Woodworth.-70.
Desainlnierar(Maski'nge)

Motion negatived.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motiow agreed'toe and the Hlouse adjourned at 11 pm.

HOUBE OF COMMONS.

FZIDAr, 27th February, 1885.

The SPEAKR took the Chair at Three o'clock.

FJRST READING.

Bil (No. 69) respecting the Huroa and Ontario Ship
Canal Company - (Ifr. Tyrwhitt>
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TRAFFIC IN INTOXICATING LIQUOiRS.

Mr. SMALL moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 70)
to make further provision respecting the trafflo in intoxi-
cating liquors. le said:. The object of the Bill is to com-
pensate hotel keepers and tavern keepers for lose in conse-
quence of the diminution lu value of real estate, by reason,
of the operation of the Canada Temperance Act.

Motion agreed to, and Bil read the first time.

APPELLATE JURISDICTION OF THE SIUPREME
COURT.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny) moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill (No. 68) to limit the appellate jurisdiction of the
Suprena Court as respects matters of a purely local nature
in the Province of Quebec.

Mr. SPEAKER. The question as to the right of the hon.
member to introduce this Bill has been questioned, because
he has introduced a Bill on the same or a similar subject,
which Bill is still pending before the Flouse. The vote of
the House, the other day, was that the Bill should not be
read a second time on that day. It is still competent for
the House, notwithstanding its vote, to give the Bill a
second reading, and go into committee upon it and amend
it So that it will be in effeet. the same as the Bill for

health has become irreparably impaired and their lives are
scarcely worth living. In the Oity where I reside, many ofour
commercial men leave their houses at 3 o'clock in the
morning-notwithstanding that the gas: is kept burning,
and police are on duty-for the purpose of seeing that their
business promises have not been disturbed or property
carried away. The law as it at present stands leaves it dis-
cretionary with the judge to punish these men, when con.
victed, with imprisonment for a period of from two
to fourteen years. In three-fourths or even five-sixths of
the cases we find that the men arrested for burglary have
already served a short term of imprisonment, either in the
central prison or penitentiary. This vocation seems to
have bocome chronic with them; they are either indisposed
or are incapable of pursuing any other calling; and I pro-
pose by this Bill that it be not left discretionary with tha
judge, but that it be made oompulsory for the judge who
tries, to send a man, and before whom he is convicted on
this crime, to the penitentiary for life. I think that is the
only way we* can wipe out this crime in this country.
Bur lars are now a terror to the community at large,'and
whi e it is competent for any hon. member to make the
minimum punishment seven or ton years, I propose sub.
mitting the Bill as at present framed, which makes it
compuisory for a judge to send a prisoner, convicted of
burglary, to the penitentiarv for life.

z . , , L«J«@ YLL j%)A.V30fAJ YLU J I& i%£ _1 _ _ .-

which leave to introduce is now asked. The fouse, there- Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.
fore, is not precluded from further consideration of the ques-
tion. It is the final rejection, and not the pending of a SUPERINTENDENTS OF LETTER CARRIERS.
Bill which croates the difficulty as to the introduction of
another Bill on the same subject, and that difficulty does not Mr. CHAPLEAU moved that the House resolve itself
exist in this case. In addition, however, to this reason, the into committee, to consider the following resolution:-
Bill is altered in a material point, both in body and title, That it is expedient to provide for the appointment of one or more,and therefore, according to Lord Browneweil and other superintendents of letter carriers, at a sala.ry not to exceed $800
authorities, it may seceive a second reading. each, as may be determined by the Governor in Couneil.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time. Motion agreed to, and flouse resolved itself into com-
mittee.

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT. (In the Committee.)

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hastings) moved for leave to intro. Mr. MULOQK. I do not know the reason for the motion
duce Bill (No. 71) to amend the criminal law of Canada, ifself, but one Teature in it I think is objectionable. It asks
He said : The Bill which 1 propose submitting to the House the House to sanction the appointment of " one or more
and which I trust will commend itself to the favorable con- superintendents ofletter carriers." "More" is a very vague
sideration of hon. members, is an Act to.amend the criminal term, and I do not think the House should be asked to
law in so far as it relates to the punishment of a notorions clothe the Government with such power as that.
class of offenders who are causing more terror even than
dynamiters, namely, burglars. Depredations by this ;class ]Kr. CHAPLEÂA J. There are a number of letter carriers
of individuals are daily becoming more bold and frequent. in large cities such as Montreal, Toronto, Quebec and Ottawa,
I notice, that only a few days ago in Toronto. four houss in and it has been founi necessary that a very few-I cannot
one street were burglarised, one of them being the rosi- state the number exactly, but the Postmaster-General will
dence of a sergeant of police. I know that business men- be iere directly, and he can give the information-superir -

in nearly all the large towns and cities throughout the tendents of these letter carriers should be appointed. *1t
Dominion-and what I say will be substantiated by the stands to reason that the salary of those officers should be a
members from Montreal-are necessarily put to a large little above that of the letter carriers, and the demand is
expense by being compelled to specially guard vaults, .mode that they should have a salary not to exceed $800.
safes and other places where valuable securities are kept; The salary of the letter carriers can go up to $600 or $65e ,
and this is done by means of a net work of electric wires and this would give the Postmaster-General the power to
connected with a larger wire having communication with appoint oné;or more of them as superintendents. It is
a central office and also with the police station. When an impossible to state the number that would be necessary, bu t
attempt is made to burglarise promises which possess such I suppose one for each important post office, and theie
au arrangement, an alarm is given and a messenger can be salary would be according to their experience, from $350 or
despatched to the scene of the burglars' operations. These $400 up to $800.
men ransack our private dwellings, as I can speak from Mr. MULOCK. I did not speak as to the salary. I snnln0experience, break open our sideboards and cupboards, as to the unlimited number. 1 do not think that theueIlousecretaries and places in which we store our plate and should authorise the Government to appoint an unlimitedvaluables, and they even enter the precincts of our sleep- number of officers. If, as the Secretary says, only one i iing apartments, and if we presume or undertake toe
protect and defend our property, it is a matter of i- roquired for b c city, then the lrsomething te limit the

diffrene wethe thy dspath u wih th pitolnumber, but it should b. luin e rosolution. Under tisdifference whethr they dspatch us with the pistol resolution you eould appoint every man in the city super-or bowie knife. I know that ladies, when burglars intendent of letter carriers.have entered the promises during the absence of the head
of the family, have become so much alarmed that their Mr. MITORELL. Have you no confidence in them?

Sir TouN A. MAoDoNALD.
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Mr. MULOCK. I do not think, if we have confidence in
hem, it is a constitutionat way of proceeding.

Mr. BLAKE. It is not a question of confidence or want
of confidence in the Government. It is a question of what
amount of power should be given to them, and the hon.
gentleman who occupies a neutral position in this House
should be as jealous as we who are opposed to the Govern-
ment, of the power which is proposed to be given to thom.
The Secretary said that, if the Postmaster-General wore here,
we would hear from him. I am sure that we shall all be
g lad to hear from the Postmaster-General, and I am sorry-

h, here ho is.
Mr. CARLING. We have a superintendent of letter

carriers for each city. In some cities we have eletks who
have been acting as superintendents, and what we ask is to
be allowed to promote one of the most efficient of the present
letter carriers to be a superintendent of letter earriers at an
increased salary. We only want one or two additional to
those we have.

Mr. BLAKE. But you have some superintendents now?

Mr. OARLING. They are acting superintendents,
though they are really clerks.

Mr. BLAKE. There is no authority at present in the
law to appoint any person superintendent of letter carriers.
The law authorises the appointment of certain persons as
letter carriers, and at presont the hon. gentleman appoints
some of them acting superintendents.' Ie wants to legalise
that, and to appoint some at an incieased salary. lie
intends to appoint one in each city.

Mr. CARLLNG. Those who are superintendents in the
cities of Montreal and Toronto will continue superinten-
dents, but, in one or two cities, the mon who are superin-
tendent letter carriers are letter carriers, and we have no
opportunity of promoting them or of giving them more
salary.

Mr. BLAKE. Is there a law authoriaing the appoint-
ment of superintendents of letter carriers in Toronto and
Montreal ?

Mr. CARLING. No.
Mr. BLAKE. Are they to be appointed under this Act?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Postmaster-General

has the power to appoint a number of letter carriers, the
number required, according to the size of the city and the
number of deliveries. It is found to be absolutely requisite
for the sake of regularity that some person should have in
large towns genera1 supervision of the letter carriers. We
hear of letters being dropped, and of letter carriers mis-
behaving themselves, and so on. As the law stands just now,
there may bo no superintendent of lettor carriers taken from
that body. We may have one of them who fulfils the duty,
but he get no additional salary. The consequence is that a
third-clasa clerk is taken and is appointed to perform the
duty of superintendent of letter carriers; but the Pest.
master-General desires that he may be authorised to take
the most deserving of the letter carriers themselves, and
appoint him as superintendent. Ho cannot do that now,
because he must pas the qualifying examination under the
Civil Service Act. Though he may be just the man to super-
vise the letter carriers, ho muet first pams the examination
for clerk iso this Bil is for the purpose of enabling the most
deserving of the latter carriers to.be promoted andgiven an
adequate salary.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the Postmaster-General more
than any of un should thank the hon. gentleman for his
intervention. But the point of the case is this: under the
law as it now stands the office of the superintendent of
letter carriers is pot a legal office, and it is proposed to

establish that office as a legal office. It is proposed to make
such an officer a new officer, and it is proposed to do that
for the cities as well in whieh there is a person, without
statutory authority, acting as superintendent of letter car-
riers, as in certain other cities. There are two cities in
which persons are acting as superintendents of letter car-
riers, named by the hon. gentleman, Montroal and Toronto.
He says in one or two more there are clerks also who are
acting in that way, and therefore there are at least three or
four cases, and perhaps more, in which it is designed, under
the authority of the Act to be based on this resolu-
tion, to appoint superintendents of letter carriers.
Now, the hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock)
pointed out the vagueness of the proposal of the Adminis-
tration. The proposal is to appoint one or more superin-
tendents, by bis own admission, and yet the hon. gentleman
intends to appoint at least four more-and I do not know
how many more-but ho only speaks of one or more. I do
not like to use the word "deceptive," but when you have
at present more than one acting in that capacity, and you
only ask for authority tu appoint one or more-certainly I
think we ought to have furtherinformation. Is it intended
to have a superintendent of letter carriers in all cities in
which the system is prevailing ? If so, thon we could
understand it, and thon the proper course for the Govern.
ment would be to say that it shall be lawful within any city
in which the system of letter carrying is adopted to appoint
a superintendent; if it is not intended to do that n all
those cities, in which city is it intended to do it ? How
many offices do you intend to filli? So far as that portion
is concerned, of the hon. gentleman's explanation on behalf
of his colleague, it is with reference to the expediency of
evading the provisions of the Civil Service Act.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman will understand
the matter better by looking at it not at the point of view
of a nomination, which may ho discussed when the Estimates
providing for such nomination comes before us, but only
with the view of limiting the salary if the nomination is
authorised. There is at the end of the Civil Service Act a
schedule giving letter carriers as officers of the Civil Service,
a salary of $350 a year, with an increase of $30 per
year till the salary reaches $650. To that schedule we
intend to add the provision that, when appointed,
superintendents of letter carriers shall have a salary
not to exceed $800. An hon. gentleman who rose a
moment ago stated that this Bill is rather vague and
that the House would like to know how many letter carriers
are to be appointed. The Postmaster-General answered
that ho did not know exactly and could not know. There
are at present in Montreal and Toronto third-class clerks
who are acting as superintendents of letter carriers. They
roceieve a salary as third-class clerks, and at the same time
are acting as superintendents, so that their salaries reach
$,o000. But under the Civil Service Act these letter carriers
do not have the privileges of third-olass clerks. The
Postmaster-General says: We may want one or two, or
three, or four, ofthose letter carriers in the future to act as
superintendents, and we ask the Houseto say that the salary
of these officers shall in no case exceed the sum of $800. I
think the House cannot ask more than that. We are not
now discussing the Estimates.

Mr. CARLING. It is not the intention to make any
new appointments. We ask to be empowered to promote
mm to that position, and give them an additional salary.
In the came of Ottawa there is a very deserving superin-
tendent of letter carriers who has been acting as such for
many yearm, but ho has no more salary than any of the other
letter carriers. We want to give him a slight addition to
his salary, as ho has greater responsibility than any of the
others. It is intended to make no new appoitmentsn g
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Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman, the Secretary of State,
says one object is to limit the salary. But these rosolutions
ask to authorise the creation of the office, and to assign a
maximum salary to the office so authorised to b created. It
is not a limitation but an extension; it is to create an office
or omces, and we are now asked to provide for the appoint-
ment of one or more superintendents of letter carriers, and
it is proposed that the salary of this offiee shall not exceed
$800 per year. Thon, as I understand it, the system is not
to be very symmetrical. In ome cases the superintendents,
are to be clerks in the Civil Service, and their remuneration
is to go on under the Civil Service rules, and may get
beyond $800 a year; but in other cases tbe superîntendents
are to be chosen from amongst the letter carriers, and they
are to be under a differont set of regulations.-,

M r. OA PL EAU. The hon. gentleman has only repeated
what I have said. I say there is no mention of any
special appointments at the prosent moment. I say that
parties acting at the present moment as superintendents of
letter carriers shall not be entitled in the future to a salary
of more than $800, We desire to avoid the nocessity of
taking third-class olerks and giving them a salary of
$ 1,04 as superintendente of Jetter carriers; and therefore
the Postmagtor-General aske to be authorised to promote
letter carriers to that position instead of appointing third-
class olerks.

Mr. MULOCK. Under this resolution the Government
could appoint any number of superintendent. It is true,
as the Secretary of State says, we are not now passing the
Estimates, but if we were passing the Estimates, and an
Order in Council were brought down, saying that haif a
dozen superintendents had been appointed, we would be
referred to this resolution, and would be told that the
appointment has been made under its authority.

Mr.OHIAPLEAU. My hon. friend should remember
that third-clase clerks now receive a minimum of $400 and
a maximum of 81,000. Every year we will come to the
House and say: We want so many superintendents of letter
carriers and we shall ask the authorisation of Parliament to
appoint them. Here we fix the salary of those clerks, and
whenever the Estimates are brought down my hon friend
will be able to see how many superintendents or letter car-
riers have to be provided for in those Estimates.

Mr. MILLS. According to the explanations given by
the Secretary of State, it appears these officers will have
little to do. In the cities of Montreal and Toronto the
Postmaster-General informe us that third-class clerks are
in the habit of diseharging the duties, and the position of
third-class clerk is botter than that of superintendent that
ho proposes to orêate. He does not propose to call parties
in Montreal and Toronto superintendents; ho proposes to
continue third-class clorks in the discharge of these duties;
but in other cities letter carriers who have bSen in the
habit of discharging the duty of inspector are to be named
and are to be paid a botter salary than thoy are 'd at the
presunt moment as ordinary Jetter carriers.. In fact all
tdo.e tht are in botter circumstances, who are botter aitu-
ated Ràlaiy than by this resolution they could bo,
are so b. allowed to remain as they are; those th#t
cannot be paid the amount the Government would
like to pay them under the law, as it now stands, are
to b. provided fer by this partieular nfsolution. That
i the pwopoition. Niw -te hon. gentleman admits by
bringing down this Bihl that this i an unneesary 0E"e,
that it iswhoy unuessary tocreateany such offiee. He
says that in Toronto ad Montreal third.class clerks dis-
charge these duties, and wiU continue to disoharge them,
while in the other citioe, in Ottawa, London, Beolevile and
Brantford, these duties are ow bing discharged by ordinary
leter carriers. But the fat la that those whom the -ov-

Mr. QÇAPLaU,

ernment wish to favor have perhbaps beon active political
agents ; they have done service outside, and they are to be
paid specially the sum of $800 a year. It is perfectly clear
that this is a job, and that the Government aremgaging in
it for the purpose of rewarding those who have done them
political service.

Mr. BEATY. With regard to the superintendent of letter
carriersI am prepared to show that it is quite an important
matter, a matter of necessity to have proper muperintendence
over the numerous letter carriers in Toronto. The admin-
istration of the post offlce affaira in this respect is so large,
the letters carried so numerous, and so important to the
citizens that it is neoessary to have constant supervision
over these officers. I think the amount asked will not
exceed what will be requisite even ifa subordinate officer be
appointed, and the office is one that oertainly requires to be
filed by one who understands his business, and who can
efficiently administer the duties under his charge.

Mr. BLAKE. No doubt the hon. gentleman will pronose
an amendment of the procedure, because the hon. Minister
bas stated that no change whatover is to take place in
Montreal or Toronto.

Mr. CHAPLEATJ. Perhaps since the bon. gentleman
desires it ho will ask us to appoint third-class clerks for this
service at an outlay of $1,000 instead of paying $30) as we
now propose.

Mr LANDERKJN. It is perfectly plain that the Govern-
ment are going to. appoint more officers, and my owin
opinion is that it is time to stop. For years past, you, Mr.
Chairman, have occupied the Chair of this House with the
greatest dignity, and this Government the other day seemed
to vote non-confidence in you, and appoint anoth-er in your
place. They were anxiously looking after the health of
Mr. Speakcr. who certainly does look like a delicate man,
and they thought it was necessary to appoint a Deputy-
Speaker, and now they are about to appoint another officer.
I call the attention of the Postmaster.Gencral to the fact
that there are many places in the rural constituencies that
have not one mail a day, and I think further expenses
should not be incurred in the cities until adequate mail ser-
vice bas been given to every rural constituency. I know
many places where they only get two mails a week. It is
quite proper that the cities should get a good mail service,
and I favored thoir getting it, but when they -are running
up to such an enormous expense it becomes the Govern-
ment and the House to hait and to look after the interests
of those places which are deserving of a better mail service.
There is no doubt that this is done for a purpose. There is
no doubt that the momber for West Toronto (Mr. Beaty)
will come up with a friend of his to take the office when it
is created.

Mr. CARLING. I am surprised at the remarks which
have been made by the leader ofthe Opposition, by the hon.
member for Bothwell ( r. Mille) and the hon. gentleman
who as lst spoken r. Landerkin). Ther le no inten-
tion or desire to croate a new oice; that has been stated
distinctly by the Secretary of &tate as well as by myself.
It is only intended that in the city of Ottawa where we
have an excellent man who is superintending the letter
carriers-

Mr. ULTAS Lot him alone,

Mr. CARLIN. I am going to. We are only taking
the power tÔ give him an addition of $'0O a year. I do not
want any more men and do not intend to appoint them. In
Montroal a third.olaus <leak is .acting as superintendent of
lettercarriers, and.if 1e conduets that business efficiently
we will continue him until perhaps ho is promoted to
another class, and when ho is promoted to another olass of
the âerioe we may promote one of the most eâce"t letter
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carriers to take his place, whose salary wil not exceed $800
a year. A third-class clerk may get 81,000 a year while a
latter carrier cai only get 8800.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the Postmaster
General inform us how many cities or places in the Domi-
nion have this latter carrying service ?

Mr. CABLILNG. The service is in force in the cities of
St. John, Halifax, Quebee, Montreal, Ottawa, Kingston,
Toronto, Hamilton, London and Winnipeg.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I fear the practical
result will be that the good nature of my hon. friend will
be taken advantage of, and as soon as the Bill is passed'
application will bo made to have one of these deserving
letter carriers appointed in each place as suparintendent at
a salary of 8800 a year; and so good natured a man as the
iostmaster General is will find himself unable to deny the,
requests of my hon. friand from Toronto (Mr. Beaty) and
others. Ve know how it is-

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, you have been there yourself.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT-and it is not one but

a whole dozen who will ask to have the additional amount
Mr. L ANDERKIN. The more I look into this matter

the more manifestly unfair does it appear to be that these
new offices should be created with a salary of $80 a year.
I am ware, and the Postmaster General is aware, that in
many places the whole time of the mail carriers is occupied,
or nearly the whole time, and they get sometimes less than
$100 a year to carry the mail. A mail carrier in my con-
stituency who carries the mail from Ayton, about one and
a-half miles, and goes twice a day, gets about $49; and in
Ilanover something like $99 is paid, and so on. These
offcers in rural constituencies are underpaid for thair work,
and liera we are creating an officer who is to relieve the
postmasters of Toronto, Halifax and other places of the
resposibility which belongs to them, and still it is not pro-
posed to lessen the -salaries of these postmasters. Why
should we create these ooffices at a time when the country
is suffering from liard timnes, and. thereby increase the
expenditui e of the country ? I could not allow the matter
to pass without rising and making a protest against it.

Mr. CARLING. The hon. gentleman must know that
the mail carriers to whom he refers, who carry the mail
from the town or village t> the station are not salaried
officers, but that they tender for the service, and if they
take it too low it is their own fault and not the fault of the
Department.

Mr. MACKENZ[E. I wish to point out a mistake which
the hon. gentleman lias made. He stated that the members
for the city of Toronto were consulted by the Postmaster
General. I an one of the members for the city and I have
not been consulted.

Mr. BOWELL. That is manifestly unjust.
Mr. WHITE (Hastings). The hon. member for Grey

(Mr. Landerkin) says that some of the mail carriers get
only $50 or $60, and the Postmaster General replies that
the work is let by contract. Perhaps the Government will
let this other work by contract.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Hear, hear. I will support that.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I know a man at Belleville
who goes to the station lour or five times a day, and who
collects the letters from eight or nine boxes. Heli as to keep
two hores, and ail he gets is $700 or 680. I agree with ihe
hon. gentleman opposite that it is tinie to know that thore
are too many officers in and around these buildings. I think
it is timae we should understaud that the members should
not press the Government tg fill these ollces, and they
should eurtail expeses everywhere and in every respect. I
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believe what the hon. member opposite says, that the good
nature of the Postmaster :General will lead him to give to
each city a new officer; and I think it would be better if
the hon. Postmaster General would state now how many of
these officers ho intends to have. I agree that the members
of the House and the Govern ment should feel that we ought
to curtail every expense in the country. The truth is, we
are over-governed in this country. Thore is no people in
the world who have so many men making laws for them.
We have the Local Lagislatures, and they are likQ five or
six prodigal sons, as it were, coming here every Session
begging. It is time that we should endeavor to curtail
our expenditure, and if we are to cont;nue to have Loal
Parliaments, they should colleet by direct taxation what
they require to manage their own local affairs.

Mr. BEATY. I was not aware until just now that Tor-
onto had a fourth member to represent it. That being the
case, and knowing the good nature of the Postmaster Gene-
ral, I shall take the hon. gentleman into confidence with
me in order to get appointments.

Mr. MACKENZIE. The price is too high.
Resolution ordered to be reported.

CIVIL SERVICE AOTS AMENDMENTS.

Mr. CHAPLEAU moved that the House resolve itself
into commit tee to consider the following resolutions:-

1. Resolved, That it is expedient to provide that each member of the
Board of Examiners appointed for purposes of the Civil Service Act,
shall receive a salary of six hundred dollars per annum.

2. Resolved, That it is expedient to provide that the membera of the
Board shall be paid such travelling expenses while engdged in théfr
work, as may be determined by the Governor in onnoil.

3. Resolved, That it is expedient to provide that the Governor la
Coanoil may appoint a secretary to the Board, with a salary not exceed.,
ing one thousand dollars per annum, and a clerk having a qualified
examination certificate, to assist the Board, and the latter hall be a
third-class clerk of the Department of the Secretary of State.

4. Resolved, That it is expedient to provide that the mnilm p al
paid to a ohief clerk shall be one thousand eight hundred dollars it
an annual increase of fifty dollars per annum, up to a maxiinum of two
thousand six hundred dollars.

5. Resolved, That it is expelient to provide that when the duties of
any superior officer or clerk, daring bis ab3ence or by reason of hli
demise, but not through superannuatton, are continunusly performel by
an officer or clexk of an inferior claus, or junior rank, during a pariod
of more than tliree months, the officer or clerk performing such duties
may, on the recommendation of the Deputy Real, concurred in by the
Head of the Department, by Order in Couneil, and provided that tands
are available under Parliamentary vote for such payment, receive in
addition to his ordinary pay the difference between saoh ordinary pay
and the pay of the officer or clerk whose dLties he has peFformed for the
time he bas performe 1 such duties.

6. Resolved, That it is expedient to provide that all payments of money
to permanent employés, other thïa salaries to be inade ander the pro.
visions of the Civil Service Act, and whether specifically stated or not
in the etimates submitted to Parliament, shall ba inade only under the
authority of thb Governor in Counil.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(lu the Committee.)
On resolution 1,
NIr. BLAKE. Explain, please.
Mr. CHIAPLE&U. The first resolution provides for the

8alary of the Civil Servie. examinera. Lat year I put
before the House a rueolution providing £ur a more rea-
sonable salary, ht unfortunteLy some techniosl irrega-
larity provented it from passing. The demand is 4000 for
each mcmber .of the Board of Examiners. They have heme-
tofore been paid at the rate of 85 a day, provid"e the uabr
of days did rot exceqd »0 days in Abe year. This amount
has proven to be not only inaequate, but completely ont of
proportion to the amount of work necessarily imposed upon
tha examiners. Sonu people may believe that &. dutis of
these examiners are tridivg. Let me tell the Hosthat
they have to attend to two semi-annual examinatiens
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both preliminary and qualifying; that more than a
thousand candidates have been examined during the past
year; that there are extra promotion examinations, besides
the two regular examinations in all the Departments,
and besides special examinations ordered by Council
when the interests of the service require it;
that over 10,000 papers have to be examined
and reported upon in detail by the examiners.
Another report is to be put in form for publication, and a
third prepared and arranged for Parliament. During last
year the examinations of the month of June alone
actually took of the time of the Civil Service exam-
iners&-ounting the number ofhours, because some of them
belonged to the Civil Service-nearly eighty days for the
completion of their work. Of the Civil Service examiners,
one is in the Civil Service and another one is in a certain
manner in the Civil Service, having a very small salary, I
mean Doctor Thorburn, and the third is a superannuated
officer. Some hon. member will perhaps remark that these
gentlemen are under pay from the publie and should not
receive as high a salary in addition as $600. Let me tell the
House that if that service were done by outsiders-and to
be done corretly as it bas been, requires mon of ability,
men of knowledge, men of special qualities for the work, to
avoid the difficulties and errors which might be committed
if new hands or men not qualified were appointed-if we
were to take outsiders, I am sure I do not exaggerate .when
I say that we would not be able to get men to do that work,
who would be willing to give the time necessary for it, for
a salary lower than at least double the salary which is fixed
by this resolution. In the United States the salaries paid
to public officers are not as a rule high, at least, the official
salaries; well, the Board of Examiners who perform similar
duties in the State of New York, where the population is a
little under the poulation of the Dominion, are paid the fol-
lowing salaries: Three commissioners at 82,000 each; the
chief examiner at $3,600; two clerks, 81,000 and $900 re-
spectively; one secretary, who may be one of the commis-
sionera, with an additional salary of $1,000; and a local board
of five examiners at a salary of $5 per day about 8200 each por
year. The Civil Service has I must say extended immensely
of late, the organisation of the service has extended with the
necessity of having good service, but the service has been
well appreciated by the public and the result of the exam-
inations show it. These examinations have to take place in
the whole of the Dominion, in twelve different places, from
British Columbia to Prince Edward Island; these examina-
tions have all teobe superintended and the work finally
and accurately done by the examiners. I have
said before that service is done in the State of
New York at a cost of $140,000, $15,000 being
put in the yearly estimates. Their commissioners and
chief examiner recoive $9,600 a year, while here the
same service is donc for the paltry sum of $600 for
each of the three members of the board. It is as well I
should state now that if the secretary be an outsider he will
be paid at the rate of $1,000, which is proposed to be his
salary by this resolution, but I may add that should the sec-
retary be a member of the commision the salary is fixed by an
Order in Council at $700 instead of $1,000. My hon. friend,
from Renfrew las said that after all it is a large expenditure,
that the number of officers is increasing, and the expense la
beginning to be very large; but I do not think the House
will conolude that the expense is very heavy when I say the
fee of $2 which is exacledfrom every candidate, either for
qualifying examination or for promotion examination, covers
the expense to the extent of $2,500, leaving but a amall
sum to be provided to cover up the balance of the expense of
the service as provided for by this resolution.

Mr. BLAKb. The hon. gentleman has said that two
members of the board belong to the Civil Service, the third1
I presume does not.

Mr. GCaUsaU,

MrP. CHAPLEA-U. The third is a superannuated oMcer.

Mr. BLAKE. At present I think one of the members of
the board is also secretary.

Mr. CUKÀPLEAU. Yes; the superannuated officer.

Mr. BLAKE. He is the only one whose name I happen
to remember and I thought that by the figures in the Publie
Accounts that he was receiving more than mentioned. The
proposal is, instead of this amaller sum which the hon. gen-
tleman bas mentioned in the $5 for each day to make it
$600, and he has said the June examination amounted to 80
days. That is the usual Civil Service computation of days;
I presume, the usual number of hours a day.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes.

Mr. BLAKE. Can the hon. gentleman state what the
whole year's work was ?

Mr. CHAPLEAJ. I have not exactly the amount, but I
know that, during the year, putting it 160 days would be a
low figure for the examiinations.

Mr. BLAKE. Does the hon. gentleman not think it is
cruel to impose upon the civil servants half as much work
again as they normally had to do?

Mr. CHAPLEJAU. That may be the case; we have had
letters from one about it and may have the misfortune to
lose him. I know that outside of the service nobody will
undertake to do the work for less than $1,200.

Mr. CASE Y. The hon. gentleman speaks of 180 days,
Is that the time occupied by the examinations themselves ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No; that is the time taken to prepare
the correspondence, answer the letters, meet together, give
different decisions for the examination, and the correction
of the thousands of papers they have to deal with during
the year.

Mr. CASEY. As far as I understand, it is the duty of the
secretary to conduct the correspondence. The other mem-
bers of theboard will simply have to direct him in a gen-
eral way, and it is only in connection with the secretary's
duties that this great length of time will be required; the
other members have simply to prepare the examination
papers, and correct the answers sent in. I am aware that
is a very considerable job of work and ·that a liberal rate
should be paid for it, but if I am not mistaken the proposed
salaries to the Civil Service Board are very much larger than
that paid to examiners at the Toronto University or Normal
School, or other such institutions, where an almost equal
amount of work has to be done. However, it is almost
impossible to say, withont more definite information as to
the time required by the examiners, whether the salary is
too high or not, I must call attention to the fact that one,
at least, of the Board of Civil Service Examiners ais already
receiving a very considerable salary, that is Mr. DeCelles,
the Assistant Librarian, a man in every way fit lor the
position, of course, but he is receiving already $2,400 as
Assistant Librarian and $300 as Civil Service examiner.
Well, if $300 pays for 180 days of his time, he is very much
overpaid on the other account. If $2,400 is not too much
for a year's work as Librarian, even $600 would be a very
insufficient pay for the other work.

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. Does the hon. gentleman mean to
dispute the salary of the Librarian ?

Mr. CASEY-Exeuse me, Mr. Chairman, I think I have
the floor-so there is a great inconsistency between the two
salaries. If the salary paid to him as Assistant Librarian
enables him to take the other work at a lower rate than it
could otherwise have been done, it shows that there la some-
thing wrong somewhere ; because, if a man is paid for a
year's work, and net overpaid, at 82,400, it does not seerg
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reasonable that he should be supposed to do 180 days' extra
work for $300 or even for 4600 additional. There is some-
thing incompatible in the figures. Of course, it is not to be
supposed that during these 180 days Mr. DeCelles eau do his
work as Librarian as well as his work as examiner. It must
be supposed that ho devotes his time during these 180 days
to the work of the Civil Service Board and some one else
must do the work in the Library or it must remain undone.
I do not say that it does, because I do net know anything
about the work in the Library except during the Session.
Therefore another great inconsistency appears. The factof
180 days being taken from the duties ofLibrarian and given
to the Civil Service Board is a very extraordinary
state of things. As to Mr. LeSueur, he is superannuated
with an allowance of $1,024, and ho gets $1,000
as member and clerk of the Civil Service Board. I do not
remember exactly why he was superannuated, but it is gen-
erally taken for granted when a man is superannuated that
it is because he is unfit for further service in the Depart-
ment, and, if afterwards a superannuated official is taken
into the Government employ, it is to be understood that ho
bas again become fit for Governmont service; and he should
not get the two salaries at the same time, one on the ground
that he is unfit, and the other on the ground that ho is fit
for the public service. The two things are perfectly in-
consistent. If the officer is taken on again, it implies that
ho is fit for work, and the superannuation allowance should
b stopped or he should be given no further allowance for
the work ho is called upon to perform. As to Dr. Thorburn,
his connection with the Civil Service is comparatively slight
as Librarian of the Geological Museum, and the amount ho
recoives for it is comparatively small, $600 a year, I think.
The hon. gentleman says that, if outsiders were engaged to
do this work, very large sums would have to be paid to
them. ie mentions $1,200 as the least which, in his opinion,
would secure them. I have a very considerable acquaint-
ance amongst gentlemen of the class who would naturally be
called upon to do this kind of work-scientific examination
work-amongst professors and tutors of colleges and others
who have a very considerable amount of spare time during
the vacation when their work in the colleges is not required.
I am prepared to state my opinion, which is only an opinion
of course, but based ou my knowledge of those gentlemen
and of what they could do in a certain time, that an equal
number of them could be selected who would get through
the work done by the Civil Service Board in one third of the
time the Minister esys it occupies. I could name a dozen
of them any three ofwhom would get through the work in
60 days, as professors work, not as Civil Servants work, for
the difference is very remarkable. I could mention a
number of these men who are much more highly qualified
than those who are now on the board, who have higher
scientific attainments and greater experience in examining
students, who would be glad to take this work for $600 or
even a less sum.

An hon. MEMBE R. Name.
Mr. CASEY. I contend that it would be much botter

for the interests of the service if outsiders were taken to
perform these duties instead of members of the service. It
is quite inconsistent with the theory of a Civil Service
Board of Examiners that they should themselves be mem-
bers of the service. The examinations in the main are for
entrance. No departmental knowledge is required to test
the fitness of the individuals who present themselves. The
peculiar departmental examinations such as those for the
Inland Revenue and the Surveying Departments must be
always to a great extent got up in the Departments them-
selves, and that could be done just as well by a board of
scientific men outside the service, with the assistance of the
departmontal head, as by a board of men in the service.
I therefore say that outsiders ocould do the work

as well as gentlemen in the service, and outsiders
could be got who have higher scientific acquire-
ments than any in the service whose time could be
devoted to this work, and it is botter that the examinations
should ho held by those who are not eonnected with the ser-
vice, who have no reason for favoring anyone, and who are
not hampered with any of the red tape which gets tangled
around anyone who has been for any length oftimein the pub-
lic service. For these reasons, I think E amjustified in urging
that-the proposed allowance of $600 is excessive if it is
given to those who are already in the Civil Service or are
receiving superannuation from the Government; further,
that no officer receiving a superannuation allowance should
be employed at a salary by the Government; further still,
that outsiders should be employed for this purpose and
could be obtained of the highest quality for a less price than
the hon. gentleman proposes to pay to members of the
service.

Mr. CURRAN. The gentleman who has just resumed
bis seat has informed us that he possesses a certain amount
of information which he has not vouchsafed to this House,
but which would be more important than anything he as
said. He las made, no doubt, a very facetious speech, and
we have listened to him with that enjoyment which his utter-
ances always ensure to this House. He states that he
knows some gentlemen who would undertake this work for
a comparatively trifiing amount, but he has not stated who
these gentlemen are, though I requested him to do so. I
take it that this is a very justifiable application whioh is made
to this House with regard to the salaries of these gentlemen.
I do not at all agree with the statement that superannuated
officers, those who have discharged their onerous duties for
years but may not be in the possession of robust health
should not be employed in duties of this kind if they possess
the nocessary qualifications, and it is confessed on all sides
that the gentlemen who occupy the prosent position
actually do possess those qualifications. Bt I rose more
particularly to draw the attention of the hon. Minister, and
through him of the examiners themselves, to a point which
has been discussed to some extent in such papers as the
Montreal Star, the Post and others, with regard to a subject
that might relieve the examiners of some of their anxiety and
labor. The complaint has been made, and I think it is a just
one, that perhaps too much time has been spent over the pre-
paration of questions submitted to those who aspire to the
Civil Service; that the questions have very often been of a
catch nature; that they have extended into a range of know-
ledge that is never likely to be required. I think if there
was less soaring in that respect, possibly a great many desir-
able persons for the Civil Service would not be barred out.
For my part, whilst approving of the motion before the
flouse, I hope that the objections which have been made to
some of the examination papers will be taken note of,
and that in tho future those papers will be of such a practi-
cal nature as will enable all those whoare really fit for the
service to obtain access thereto.

Mr. CASEY. In reply to the hon. member's request for
names I can only say, of course, that I did not suppose ho
could expect me to make free with the names of the dis-
tinguished gentlemen whom I had in my mind's eye
when I spoke. But if the Minister would like to enter into
negotiations with any of these gentlemen I will be happy
to give him privately their addresses, to enable him to as-
certain on what terms they would undertake this duty. If
I found they would not undertake it on the terms ho pro.
poses, I would acknowledge my mistake. In regard to the
catch questions stated to have been given by the board of
examiners, I r-ust say that I have beard the same com-
plaints made by parties thoroughly competent to judge. I
have not examined the last lot of papers, and cannot, there-
fore, speak from personal knowledge, but I have been to14
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by parties well qualified to judge that many of the questions
were of a nature such as those that schoolmasters like to
argue amongst themselves at a teachers' meeting, in order
to show their intellectual dexterity, and that they were
nôt of a nature to test the average general knowledge of the
applicants. This fact alone, I think, would justify us in
saying that in some particulars the duties of the board of
examinet-s were not so much onerous as the hon. gen-
tleman stated, as they are erroneous-in the words of a
friend of mine, who was once mayor of a western village.

Mr. DAVIES. I think it is desirable that wo should find
out just now how much this increaEed expenditure is to be
of which the hon. Secretary of State has spoken. Whether
there is to be an increase in the efficiency of the board of
examiners is another question. If I understand the hon.
member aright be proposes that three examiners shall be
paid a salary of $00 each; that they shall have a secre-
tary and a third-class clerk. This board, costs us yearly
$3,600, and I suppose he intends to continue the system of
subexaminers in every Province of the Dominion. Last
year I noticed by the Auditor's report that we paid $1,625
to the examinera' secretary, and the hon. gentleman now
proposes to pay 81,800 to three examiners, and 6$1,000 for
the secretary, which makes, in other words, an increase of
$2,000. Last year we paid Mr. LeSueur $1,000, Mr. DeCel-
les $300, Mr. Thorbnrn 0300, and $25 to a special examiner,
making 3 1,625. He now proposes to puy 81,800 to three
examinera, $1,000 to a secretary, and 0 1,000 to the clerk.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No; that is not the case.
Mr. DAVIES. On the face of it, the hon. gentleman pro-

poses to make an increase of $2,000 at least. I wish to
now from the hon. gentleman if it is also contemplated,

that these gentleman who are paid these $600 apiece are to
be paid travelling expenses ? Whence comes the necessity
that they shdbld travel if h lias examiners in several Pro-
vinces ? I noticed last year that in addition to their salaries
we have paid Mr. LeSueur $200 for travelling expenses,
$144 to Mr. DeCelles, and $30 to Mr. Thorburn. That may
be all right; it may have been nocessary, or it may not-I
do not know; but I think the Commons should be afforded
some information from the Secrotary of State when pro-
posing these alterations as to whether this state of matters
is to continue. Does he propose to pay those travelling
expenses in addition to the salary ? And why is it
necessary for them to travel if ho bas sub-examiners
in the several Provinces who were paid $967 last
year ? If I understand the proposition, the hon.
gentleman proposes to increase the cost next year to a
sum in the neighborhood of $8,000. That is a pretty material
increase, which is on a par with the increases which are
proposed from to time in the other Departments. I do not
notice, when hon. members speak of cconomy from time to
time in the abstract, that they rise to make any opposition
to special instances of additiors to the expenditure. Prc-
fessions of economy are indulged in by hon. gentlemen
opposite, but when an absolute increase is proposed in any
Department there is not a roice raised in opposition. This
may be right; but the explanations have not satiEfied me,
and I do not think they have satisfied the committee.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It seems to me that
the proposition of the hon, gentleman, the Secretary of
State, is objectionable on more grounds than one. All of us
who have anything to do with the Publie Accounts have
observed that a inost pernicions practice is increasing in
the management of our public affairs. Constantly we tind
gentlemen who have one salary for a distinct piece of work,
are getting another salary for other employment which, in
many cases, they cannot perfora without very considerably
neglecting the duties whioh were at first assigned to them.
Xow r"C apears to be a case very much in point. If1 I

W.CÂSETy.

understand the Secretary of State aright, one of these getle-
men who ought to be pretty fully employed at his legitimate
work is expected to work 180 days in the discharge of
these duties. If I am wrong in drawing that inference,
the hon. gentleman can correct me. Now, if I say we
have an officer here, in our employment, who has got
180 days to spare, the probability is that that officer,
whoever ho may be, is either considerably overpaid or
underworked-it does not matter which. However, my
objection is to the principle of giving two distinct
salaries for distinct pieces of work to members of the
Civil Service. It is a mistake in itself which has led to
serious abuse, and which will likely lead to much greater
abuse in the future. As to the point taken by my hon.
friend behind me, the member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey),
i would call the hon. gentleman's attention to this: How
the matter is arranged now, I am not quite sure, but within
a few years, unless I mistake, in the practice of the English
service where the examination is a very much more serions
matter than it is with us-inasmuch as it is a competitive
exareination, which is a totally different thing, and a much
more serions matter-than a pass examination, which is
all that we, at the present time, insist upon, I think
the examiners are generally taken from among the ranks of
the tutors and professors in the great English universities,
and it is done for the express reason of preventing the exami-
nation from being conducted by persons who may be supposed
to be unduly under the influence of the existing Gevernment.
It is desirable, I think, that we should follow the English
precedent, which the First Minister is always so desirous of
following. I will tell the Secretary of State where I think
he could obtain an extremely suitable corps of examiners,
and the cost would certainly not be in excess but probably
less than the sum he now proposes to pay. Most of our
colleges and universities are in the habit of grUnting long
vacations to the students, and by consequence to the pro-
fessors. I am quite sure from the varions universities in
Quebec and Ontario, and probably in the Maritime Pro-
vinces, the Secretary of State would have no trouble in
obtaining half a dozen or even a dozen examiners,
perfectly qualified to conduct such examinations as these and
quite ready to carry them on, for sums considerably
less than he now proposes to pay. More than that,
those mon are specially fitted for the work. I do not sup-
pose either the First Minister or the other members of the
Government expect to obtain mon for the Civil Service, at
an average salary of $500 or $600 to start upon, better
educated than those who matriculate at our ordinary univer-
sities. I take it that the standard will be much about the
same; the standard for the Civil Service will not be higher,
and I am giving the Ministry the benefit of the doubt.
Those gentlemen to whom I have referred are in the habit
of conducting precisely similar examinations of large num-
bers of young men who propose to enter the varions univer-
sities. Solections from among them I am sure-and it could
ho made by the Government if they like, among their own
political friends-I suppose they have some in the universi-
ties-would give more satisfaction than the per.
petuation of this mischievous practice which is
now creeping in among us and which threatens,
as is apparent from a perusal of the report of the
Auditor-General, to develope into a positive abuse of very
serious magnitude-this practice of paying two salaries to
gentlemen who already receive an adequate salary from the
Dominion; or, what is just as bad, of paying very largo
amounts for extra work. Why, we have found that gentle-
men have been paid for extra work done after hours a sum
quite equivalent to the total salary they receive per month
and per year. I do not think it is desirable to see this
state of things perpetuated on the Statute Book, as the Sec-
retary of State proposes, especially when ho ea obtain
gentlemen perfeotly qualified to discharge al the not very
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onero-a functions of setting papers for a pass examination
-which, I repeat, is a totally different thing from a con-
petitive examination-out of the ranks of gentlemen who
are in the habit of doing this work constantly in the dis-
charge of their ordinary vocations, and who, during the
vacation, would have ample time to attend to such work.

Mr. McMULLEN. In connection with this matter I beg
to ceall the attention of the House to a matter which bas
already been allnded to by the hon. member for South
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright). According to the
Auditor-General's report there are 140 civil servants on
the list during the last fiscal year, who received an average
salary of $1,349.66, and in addition $57,794.18 was paid them
for extra services. I think it is decidedly wrong that when
men are engaged as civil servants to perform duties con-
nected with the Department, and they are employed during
a fe* hours after the ordinary routine which they have
to do has been finished, they should be allowed to draw
extra wages. It appears to me to be very absurd, and it
will so appear to the people of the eountry. Suppose a
farmer hires a man to piough, and he engages him to go and
pick stones or do some other farm work, would the man
think of saying that he was engaged to plough, and
if he did anything else he wanted extra pay? No
farmer would consent to pay .extra wages in such a case.
The Gover.Àment has no right, when men are hired for the
Department to devote all their time to the service of the
country, at least a certain number of hours esch day, to pay
them for extra services. The idea of paying out of the
revenues of Canada $57,794.18 to 140 civil servants for ex-
tra services is an outrage and a wrong which should be con-
demned. I hope the House and the country will take no-
tice of these facts, and if hon. gentlemen opposite will per-
sist in follo wing this course, I trust that the punishment
they deserve will be meted out to them.

Mr. CASEY. Will the hon. Minister tell me approxi-
mately, from his recollection of the facts, how many men
went up for examination during the past year.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I am very glad that this debate
has arisen on this question, and I feel perfectly at
ease in answering the hon. members who have taken
part in it. If there is any branch of the public service
in which there has been an improveinent, it is the
Civil Service examinations, and if there is one branch
in which hardship and low pay to those engaged in it
have prevailed, it is in this branch of the public service.
The first objection taken by hon, gentlemen opposite is,
that it is not right that Civil Service examiners should be
members of the Civil Service itself or superannuated officeis.
I arn sorry to say that if we did not use the services of those
gentlemen we would have to psy a good deal more, notwith-
standing the offer made by the hon. momber for South Huron
(Sir Richard Cartwright). The hon. gentleman has said that
professors in our universities might, during the holidays,
conduct these examinations. If he knew anything about
the work of the Civil Service examiners the bon. gentle-
man would be satisfied that they would not leave their
occupation as professors to endure the trouble and difficulty
which fall upon examiners throughout the entire year.
These examiners were chosen in 1882. I do not say I
would not, myself, prefer to have an efficient board entiroly
outside of the Civil Service, but thon we would be obliged
to pay something like what the State of Ne%. York is
paying. Hon. gentlemen opposite may think it is an
extraordinary fact;. but if we are to have the work
effiiently done the services of such men as are suggested
would be worth dollar for dollar what such services are paid
fo>r in the State of New York. Here we have the experience
of men who have been organizing the service. The service
is jat uin the way of coming to a fair state of perfection, and
there are innumerable detade in Teard to it which require

a great deal of attention and work. Another objection
made by hon, gentleman opposite is, that because officers
are members of the Civil Service they should not be paid
for extra work. The hon. member for Wellington (Mr.
MeMullen), said that if a man agroed to work for a farmer
as a ploughman and ho was put to other work and
was called on to work at night, ail this would be
included in his day's work. If a farmer hired a farm
laborer to do day work and ho were to give him two or
three hours extra work, ho would have to pay him extra.
Laborers an others who are engaged in the ordinary
avocations of life, if they work outside their regular hours
are allowed for such work, and why should not the civil
servants, who have leisure time, be allowod for their services
during that time ? But the main point is this: I say that the
salary of $600 is a minimum, and that it is really a
ridiculously low salary for the work, and I know what the
work is, for I have looked into it and have seon these men
at work. I repeat that it i a mean salary; it is under the
value of their actual services; they are not paid enough for
their work, but still they consent to do it. The hon. mem-
ber for Elgin (Mr. Casoy) says that if the Librarian gets
$2,400 for a year's work, and only gots $600 for the time
he works in connection with the Civil Service examinations,
it shows that ho is paid too little for the latter work. That
may be, and I think it is the case. My hon. friend asked me
about the secretary of the board, who is now paid 81,000.
The secretary, Mr. LeSueur, is an able man; ho is one who
has devoted a great deal of trouble and pains to his work
-far more than might bt expected from his salary, and
I may say that ho is not likely to romain as secretary.
I hope he will, for the good of the servic, contin:o to serve
both as commissioncr and secretary. So far as Dr. Thor-
burn is concerned, nobody who knows him will deny that he
is a most efficient man, and one who is exceedig iy well
qualified for his position. The position which ho olds L
the Civil Service is a very small one, as ho receives, I be-
lieve, but $600 as librarian of the Geological Survey branch.
I repeat that we could not at the present moment ask
strangers-members or professors of universities-we could
not have them to perform this work. These gentlemen would
be travelling ail the time -if not every week, surely more
than once during each month; they have to consult with
the Department, and have to exercise a constant super-
vision over this particular branch of the Civil Service. They
have to get information; new applications are made; de-
mands by members are made, and they are oliged to attend to
all this work. There are preliminary examinations, entrance
examinations and promotion examinations-there being
as many as four examinations for promotion, and the ex.
aminers would oither have to come to Ottawa or else thoir
duties could not be attended to. I say it is impossible to
have such work done so well and so cheaply. The increase
will not be $3,000, as tho hon. member for Queen's said. There
will be $300 for each of the three commissioners, making in ail
$900. This year Mr. LeSueur being there, we add $700,
so that that sum represents his increase as commissioner
and socretary. I think I can say, Sir, that with a popula-
tion of 4,000,000 people, with seven Provinces over the
whole breadth of the Dominion, that the sum of 82,500 is
an expenditure which cannot be considered as excessive,
when the fee alone collected from candidates covors the
amount.

Mr. McMULLEN. Tho Secretary of State bas told us
that when these civil servants are paid extra salaries they
are paid for work performed ontside the ordinary number
of hours during which they are supposed to work as civil
servants. I beg to call his attention to the fact that the
assistant law clerk of the House of Gommons, who gets a
salary of 82,000 a year, appears by the Auditor-General's
report to have got 82,00 for -his work in oonnWtion with

1885. 277



COMMONS DEBATES. FEBUARYAn

the consolidation of the statutes. Now, are we to under-
stand that this sum of $2,500 was paid for work in extra
hour's during the year's service, and $2,000 as his salary for
the same time.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Is that in. connection with the Civil
Service Board ?

Mr. MoMULLEN. It is in the Auditor-General's report,
page 18.

Mr. CIIAPLEAU. I thought we were discussing the
Civil Service examiners ?

Mr. CASEY. So we were, but the discussion has taken
a generai turn, which has been followed by the hon. gentle-
man himself, and he pointed out that when civil servants
were paid extra,it was for work done in extra hours. The hon.
member for Wellington (Mr. McMullen) gives the case of one
civil servant who has been paid $500 more for work done
out of hours than for the salary he earned during his office
hours. But, Sir, the hon. gentleman admits that the work
done by the Civil Service examiners was not donc out of
hours. Ie stated in his speech that this money is paid for
work done out of hours, but in his former remarks he
admitted it was not, because he told the hon. member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake) that his calculation of the
number of days that these gentlemen were employed was
based on the ordinary Civil Service day-so many days of
so many hours each-and the only inference anybody could
draw from that statement is that he admitted that they
occupied so many ordinary civil service days in doing the
work of this particular branch.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I did not say that, and I was not so
understood by the hon. member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake).

Mr. BLAKE. No.

Mr. CASEY. Then it was a misunderstanding on my
part, and that argument vanishes. I would ask the hon.
gentleman if he can tell me approximately the number of
men examined by the board last year.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Between 1,000 and 1,200, I think.

Mr. CASEY. The average severity of the examinations
not being higher-unless they have changed utterly within
the few years past-than those ordinarily conducted in a
good high school in Ontario, and no doubt in Quebeo and
the other Provinces as well, the examinations are of such a
nature that a schoolmaster could conduct them with effi-
ciency. And it has cost in salary $1,625. It is proposed,
as near as I can make out, that tho salaries alone for the
future shall come to 83,800. After the hon. Minister's ex-
planations, I bolieve it is not intended to appoint a clerk in
addition to Mr. LeSueur this year, but the hon. Minister
takes power to do so, and when Mr. LeSueur is superannu-
ated for the second time the clerk will be appointed. When I
spoke first on this matter I was not able to speak positively of
the cost of the examination of students at Toronto Uni-
versity. A friend of mine has since looked up the records
of that institution, and informs me that the amount paid
to the examiners is under $1,200, and that about 800 stu-
dents are examined annually. Of course, the great bulk of
that examination is done at one time. There is a second
examination, but the number of studente is not nearly so
great. The examiners prepare the questions and look over
the answers, just as the Civil Service examinera do, and they
have to be much more highly educated men than the Civil Ser-
vice examiners, because they have to examine in classics, in
science, and in the higher arts. As a rule, the examinera
are not professors, and I think the highest pay for any one
of them is from $80 to $100. Even supposing it would be
fair to count the cost of holding two Civil Service examinu-
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ations in the year, at double the cost of the university
examinations, that would only be $2,400 for examining 800
students, instead of $3,800. If $1,200 is the actual cost
there for higher examinations, it is monstrous to take $3,800
for examining young men in the rudiments. In answer to
my suggestion that professors and tutors might be engaged,
the Minister says they could not give up their chairs. I
never proposed anything so absurd. What I proposed was,
that they should occupy their time out of hours, as the
Civil Service examiners are doing, and that they should do
the work in their vacation, when their Sessions are not
going on. The hon. gentleman says that the Civil Service
Board have to do more-that they have to supervise the
Departments and listen to the demands of members. I
never beard that the Civil Service Boards had any
powers of supervision; I did not think they
could interfere with the discipline of any Department
under this Act. As a matter of fact they do not inter-
fere to put one clerk up and another down. As to listening
to the demands of members, I think that it is something that
the Civil Service Board should not do. They should not
have any communication with the members of the flouse
or the members of the Government as to their duties.
They should be as independent of the Government
and of the members of theI louse as judges, and the
fact that they do listen to the demands of members
shows that the whole thing is a farce. We know that the
influence of members of the Government must be over-
whelming upon gentlemen who are appointed by that Gov.
ernment during pleasure, first as Civil Service employees,
and next as members of this board. That is the reason I
advocate that outsiders should be appointed, and appointed
during good behavior, as judges are, so that they would be
entirely independent of the Government and of members of
the flouse. I admit that the secretary, because of his extra
work in looking after the papers, should be paid moi e than
the others. There is no reason why those who prepare the
papers should be present where the examinations are held.
In fact, in the case of the university examinations, they
usually reside elsewhere ; and they might as well reside at
Montrea, or Halifax, or Victoria, for the efficient perform-
ance of their duties. I have heard it asserted and not denied
yet that these Civil Service examinations which cost so much
are not always final. I have been informed that in the Da.
partment of the Interior, on one occasion, certain gentlemen
who wished to be clerks failed to pass, and that new papers
were provided for them in the Department itself. The
board were requested to substitute these papers, and the
gentlemen, having passed under them, were admitted as
clerks in the Department. We have all read, from time to
time, in the press, and perhaps some of us know of cases, of
men having been appointed to positions without examinations
at all. That broad and generous clause allowing men to be
appQinted for special qualifications, has been strained to the
utmost, and men have been appointed without passing any
examinations, and on the certificate of a Minister that they
had special qualifications, although no special qualifications
were required for the place. That provision was only in-
tended to cover the caEe of a man required for certain tech-
nical work that nobody in the Departîment could do; and it
las been strained time and again,and the hon. Minister cannot
deny it, to procure the entrance to the Civil Service of
gentlemen who had no special qualifications, except the
political influence at their back. As to the present ex-
penses of this commission, I am told that an office has been
rented for Mr. LeSueur, as secretary of the commission, at a
rent of $300 a year. Now, I eertainly think that the Civil
Service Commission should be provided with quarters in
the public Departments; I do not see why it should be
necessary to rent an office outside. I hope the hon. Min-
ister will be prepared to deny that statement. As he doea
not dony it, I suppose that statement is corrot.
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Mr. CHAPLEAU. If I were to rise to deny every state-

ment of the hon. gentleman, we should be here tilt 12 o'clock
and I do not intend to detain the HIouse.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not pretend to know exactly how
these examinations are conducted, and in making any
observations, I do so in order that the hon. the Secretary of
State may, if my suggestions are worth anything, to some
extent adopt them. I am told that the examinations are
not held at regular intervals, but at the will of the member
of the Government in whose charge they are. Now, it
appears to me that it would be botter and more convenient for
those who are at school if the examinations were held at
periods which would be selected with some regard to the
curricula of the schools. In the Province of Ontario the
public and high schools have regular terms, and the long
vacation commences towards the end of June; so, I think,
towards the end of June or early in July would be the most
convenient time for the examination of students who attend
the public and high schools in the Province of Ontario. It
may be that they are held at that convenient time now.
If so, I apologise for making the suggestion. If it
is thought desirable to have a second examination in the
year, another terrn of our sehools concludes near Christmas,
and there are two or three weeks of holidays before
the re-opening of the schools again after Christmas.
If, therefore, two examinations in the year are necessary,
perhaps it would suit the public service, as I am sure it
would suit the examiners, if those two periodà were chosen.
Thon, as to the system of holding examinations, I think it
is reasonable that they should be held at different points in
each Province. I do not think it is necessary at all that
the examiners themselves should be present at such exami-
nations. Thepapers could be transmitted in varions ways
safely, receive4 and placed in safe hands, and the examina-
tion conducted with absolute safety and efficiency at
various points. The whole examination could be thus
directed from a central point, say Ottawa, if that is thought
desirable, and then there would be practically no travelling
expenses. I have had some experience in this matter for
some years, and I think that examinations could be con-
ducted in the public interest in the way I have indicated.
Thon as to the source from which examiners should be
chosen, I would not venture to make any suggestion as to
the source from which they should be chosen, outside of
this Province, as I am not acquainted with educational insti-
tutions outside of Ontario; but if it is intended to appoint
examiners familiar with the school system, I think
we could do botter than appoint permanent ex-
aminers. I think that, in itseolf, it is a mistake
to appoint men permanently to the office of ex.
aminers; experience has frequently, in our Province, shown
it to be a mistake. In Ontario we have an excellent field
from which to choose examiners. I believe that there are
not less than 5,000 public school teachers in Ontario to day,
I cannot say how many high school teachers there are, but
there are a hundred head masters, and perhaps as many
more assistant masters, so that you could very well choose
examinera from the source to which I refer-the public
school teachers and the high school teachers of the Province
of Ontario. They are acquainted with the system of teach-
ing there and would make efficient examiners, and you could
easily change them when occasion required. There is
another advantage in that system; you would have inde-
pendent mon as examiners. They du not run in a groove;
they would be faithful and reliable mon; and in addition to
that consideration, there is this one, that the Government of
the Dominion would thus, to some extent, recognise that
great and useful class. If I had the power-it is not one of
my aspirations-to make such appointments, and if I were
considering the interest of the public service and my position
as well, I should feel that I was not only doing good to the

public service, but also doing an excellent thing topopularise
the Department by saying: Here are a few prizes; true,
they are not much, but they are open to the whole army of
teachers that are taking care of the youth of Ontario.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). And the Dominion.

Mr. MULOCK. My hon. friend from Brant says, "and
the Dominion." Well, my remarks may apply to the
other Provinces, but I will not take the liberty to refer to
the educational institutions of the other Provinces, for I am
not acquainted with their machinery. I think it would be
wise if the appointments were made from the source I have
named, and the examinations conducted as I have suggested,
and no persons permanently appointed. It is necessary that
the chief clerk or secretary should be permanently ap-
pointed, though ho may be attached also to some Qther
office in the service.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I am thankful to the hon. member
for North York (Mr. Mulock) for his suggestion on the
subject of sub-examiner, though, perhaps, it may be a
question whether teachers would be the bost judges of the
qualifications necessary for the Civil Service. I think that
to choose teachers as sub-examiners would be a recognition
of the services that the important profession of teachers
render the country, and it would be useful in putting
in their way the slight remuneration of salary as
sub-examiners. I also agree with my hon. friend
that changing the sub examiners is likoly to procure impar-
tiality, though there cannot be a great deal of partiality
exercised by them, because they do not correct the papers.
Still there may always be something done in the way of
favoritism. In one point I do not agree with my hon.
friendand that is as to the time of holding the examinations,
which hè said was at the will of the Minster. The time of
the examinations is left to the Government, but two
epochs of the year have been fixed, and I will explain why
they were chosen. What has probably misled my hon.
friend is this: There are promotion examinations that
take place at the will of the Minister, but not as a matter of
favor on his part. They are fixed as a matter of necessity
for the public service. lu several Departments there may
bo, et any time, important vacancies to be filled up, and
which must befilled up before the period fixed for the general
examinations. The Governor in Council, in such a case, bas
a right to fix a day for promotion examinations, but
not for the entrance or qualifying examinations. My
hon. friend said the time for examinations might ho fixed
so as to coincide with the holidays of the different
universities and colleges. We thought of that, but came to
the conclusion that what was specially important was this.
Outside the Session-for examinations must not take place
during the Sessions, becauso we want to be able to lay the
report of those examinations before the House-outside the
Session we thought the best time was when travelling was
most easy for the candidates. We must not forget that
those young men who come here to be examined are not of
the richest class and their travelling expenses are very
onerous to them, and we have taken the time best suited to
them for travelling, some time in the month of May, after
the opening of navigation, and some time before the late
fall season. I am not one who likes to have any extravagance
in the service. If my hon. friend wishes that the future
may bring to him what ho does not expect to have very
soon, the position I occupy, he may be sure that it will not
be the extravagance of the Civil Service or of the Depart-
ment I control whieh will bring that future. If the hou.
gentleman were in my place ho would say, as I do, that
the Civil Service work is done as cheaply as possible, and I
may say that in the future I will always be pleaed .to take
suggestions such as those made by my hoa. friend. I wish
to say, in conclusion, that the increase proposed is only this :
The examiners, now at $300 a piece, will be at 8600 a pieo,
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making a difference of 8900 ; and to this we have to add
$700 for the secretary, who is one of the commissioners.
The whole of the salaries will then be 81,800 for the con-
missioners and $700 for the secretary, making $2,500 ; and
the fee of 82 per examination covers the whole of that
expenditure.

Mr. DAV IES. Does that inelude the clerk ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I am not Finance Minister, but three

times six make eighteen, and $1,800 and 8700 make $2,500,
according to my mode of reckoning, and we collect more
than that in fees; but if we were taking a secretary outside
of the commissioners, we would have $300 to add to that.

Mr. DAVIES. But I referred to the clerk.
Mr. IVES. I think we have wasted quite as much time

here-as the increase would amount to.
Mr. DAVIES. Why waste more, then ?
Mr. IVES. I rose only to prevent a longer speech, which

you wonld have made if you had got the floor. There is
only one point I would like to refer to, and it is a point of
considerable importance. lIt is said that a very large sum
of money is piid annually to civil servants for work over
time and out of hours. I think it is rather an important
question whether that amount of money produces the same
desirab7e results as it would if, instead of employing the'
present corps of civil servants out of hours, it were applied
to the employment of an additional number. I
think the course of hon, gentlemen on this side, when
they were in power, was to appoint a oonsiderably
larger number of civil servants instead of paying
those in the service for extra work. I must say that
I like the course which hon. gentlemen on this side
of the House pursued when they were in power, because it
certainly affords a better opportunity for those of us who
have friends to get thom appointed to office. Now, if we
go to the members of the Administration to get an ap.
pointment, we are told that the offices are full, and we find
when the Public Accounts come down, that the Departments
are not full, that the offices are not full, that it is necessary
to overwork the mon in their offices to such an extent as to
pay them a large proportion of the total amount for extra
hours. If this extra work brought about the speedy demise
of these gentlemen whom we would be glad to get rid of in
order to get places for others, there might be some compen-
sating advantage in that, but they grow fat on it ; they ap.
pear to be healthier overy year; the older they grow the,
more healthy and the more happy they appear to be, and
therefore I think the adoption of the course pursued by hon.
gentlemen on this side when they were in power, of filling
the public Departments with civil servants instead of over-
working those who are in them and paying them for extra
time, would be more pleasing to those supporters of the
Administration who have friends, of whom I am one.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I would suggest that the hon.gentle-
man who spoke last should compare the lists of oflice holders
as they existed when we left office, and as they exist now,
and he will find that we neither resorted to the one plan
nor to the other, but had the work done ina proper manner
by a more limited number of servants.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I can inform my hon.
friend (Mr. Ives) that he is doing a gross injustice to the
hon, gentlemen opposite. To the bestof my recollection,
we had about 370 gentlemen employed in these buildings,
and now, I think, he will find that at least 600 are employed.
Surely, in six years, an addition of nearly 60 per cent. to
the staff is as much as my hon. friend can expect his friends
to do; and, if he will look farther, and look into the extra
lista, he will find that, for one extra clerk that we employed,
they employ three, and pay them about three times as much
per head as we ever paid thom. So I think that his charge

Mr. ÇOAPLEAU.

on the hon. gentleman is not as well founded as I should
have expected from a gentleman of his general accurey.

Mr. CASEY. My hon. friend the Minister who has
charge of this Bill has told us that, if ho replied to all the
insinuations and statements I made, we would be haro till
twelve o'clock, and so ho would treat those insinuations and
statements with silence. I did not make insinuations. I
made statements, which I believe to be true, whid I be-
lieved to be true at the time I made them, and which I am
now sure are true, because he cannot deny them consist-
ently with truth, and I am bound to do him the credit of
believing that ho would not infringe upon the truth inorder
to be able to deny them, and thetefore they must be true.
One of those statements was-

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Dispense.
Mr. CASEY. What did the hon, gentleman say ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I said "dispense."

Mr. CASEY. We will dispense with the hon. Ministe.
presently. One of those statements was that the power of
appointing men for special qualifications had been strained
so as to bring in mon who had no special qualifications,
simply to do ordinary departmental work. That is net
denied, so it is correct. Another statement was that an
office had been rented for this commission at 8300 a year
in the city of Ottawa. That has not been denied, therefore
it is true. I claimed, and I still laim, that that is a misuse
of public money. There should be room for Mr.
LoSueur, who is not a very large individual and
would not require a very large office, somewhere in the
Departments. But this is net the only offce for which room
is required outside the Departmoats. The oChinese coin-
mission also have had rooms reuted for them outside, and by;
a strange coincidence the rooms for the two commissions
are in a building owned by the same person, a most estim-
able man, whose only failing is that he is a supporter of
hon, gentlemen opposite, au influential supporter
of theirs, whom it is worth Uheir while to oblge,
and it is in bis building that the." commissions, >UU
I do not know how many other commissions, have got their
offices-Mr. McLeod Stewart's building. These statements,
which are not denied and are therefore correct, show a
state of things which is not consistent, I take it, with the
publie interest. But the hon. gentleman soemed to think
he would shorten this discussion by attempting toe snub me
in a manner by no means courteous-I speak in a parlia.
mentary sense. I think the hon. gentleman will find it a
failure in this House to try to shorten dicussionJs by affet-
ing contempt for, or disregard of, what is said on the other
Bide of the House. He willffind the charges which ho attempta
to push aside with contempt renewed by other gentlemen,
until ho is forced to attend to thom, and is placed in the
ridiculous position of being compelled to give attention to
what he at first affected to despise. That has been the case
with the hon. gentleman before, and that is the case on this
occasion. Whenever I have occasion to diaçues anything
with the hon. gentleman, ho seems toget into that ansppish,
uncomfortable frame of mind which he s in this afternoon,
I should be inclined to attribute that to something especially
irritating in my way of treating publie questions, wero it
not that he is the only Minjister with whom it takes place.
When I have to discusns matters with his colleagues and
fellow-oountrymen, the hon. the Minister of Publie Works
and the hon. the Minister of Militia, I always flad them
ready te discuss those matters and to give ma information,
and to discuss with the utmost coartesy any point 1 may
bring up, and to listen to any suggestions whieh they may
think useful, or, if they do not think so, to -tell me why.
I am now forced to the conclusion that the ,useo cf the
difference is that the hon. gentlemen to whom I last referred
are almost invariably well prparid in regard to
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the matters which they bring before this House.
They are full of information, more especially the hon. Minister
of Publie Works. They can give us the utmost satisfaction
with regard to all the details of their Departments; while the
hon. Minister who is in charge of these resolutions has shown
himself unable, or at least unwilling, which amonnts to the
saie thing-when it is his duty to state what he knows -to
give ls information on some of the most important points
of this quetion. I am therefore sorry to be compelled on
this occasion, as I was last year, to refer him to his eolleagues
for a lesson as to the manner of conducting publie business
before this House. It is true he has conducted public
business very successfully for a number of years in another
a here, but in this arena he lias yet to win hie spurs ; and I
think as a young Minister in this House he could not
do better than to tollow the example of his grave and rev-
erend seniors-like the hon. Minister of Militia, who now
sits smiling at me.

Mr. CHAPLEAU-. I beg to move the first resolution.
On resolution 2,
Mr. BLAKE. Ie it intended that these travelling ex-

penses shall be paid on a different scale to that which is
provided by the Order in Council and which regulates
travelling expenses generally ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. They will be regulated by the Order
in Council. That provides, I think, for the allowance of
83.50 per day for travelling expenses; and instead of paying
them, as in the past, upon vouchers, &c., for their travelling
expenses, they will be allowed the regular rate fixed by
Order in Council.

On resolution 3,
Mr. DAVIES. I asked a question with regard to

travelling expenses; I wieh to know why it is necessary for
the gentlemen in Ottawa to travel if you have sub examiners
in the several Provinces.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We have found that in large cities,
like Toronto and Montreal, the sub-examiners were not able
properly to organise the examinations and to carry them on
withoutmaking many mistakes. It must be remembered
that a very large quantity of papers have to be distributed
to the different sub-examiners, and it has been found noces-
sary that the secretary should remain here while one of the
examiners goes to Toronto, or Montreal, or wherever he
may be required. The examiners do not travel for their
own pleasure; they prefer remaining here, but it has been,
and will be, found necessary for one of them to visit the
large centres in order to put the machinery into working
ord.er.

Mr. CASEY. The information as to the salary should
properly come in here. I did not qute understand the
hon. Minister's explanation, but I make ont there are three
salaries at $600 a year each, and one salary at $1,000, for
the secretary of the commission, and another person who is
to be a third-olass clerk in the Department of the Secretary
of State whose salary may reach $1,000. Al this
makes $3,800. Of course, I understood that it je not
all to be taken this year, that there was to be a saving on
Mr. LeSueur's salary, but the resolution gives the power to
use that amount of money in the future, and probably it
will be found necessary to do it. '

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Lst year we provided for the
salary of a clerk at $600. I may inform the hon. gentle-
man that I made the appointment daring the year, bdt I
did not pay all the salary voted by Parliament. The clerk
has been paid $500, and it is not the intention to raise the
salary te more than $800. But it was necessary to put
that officer, seeing that he would be subjected to a quahfy-
ing examination, into the rank of a third-elass clerk, for it
is thought that ho will be a link between the Department

and the Board of Civil Service Commissioners.
pense of the secretary will be borne as part of thei
ture of the board.

The ex-
expendi-

Committee rose and House resumed.
It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

THIRD REPADING.

Bill (No. 9) respecting the Canada Southern Railway
Company and the Erie and Niagara Company.-(Mr. Ber.
gin.)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 59) to incorporate the Brantford, Waterloo and
Lake Brie Railway Company. -(Mr. Paterson, Brant.)

Bill (No. 62) to amend the Act to incorporate the Bank
of Winnipeg.-(Mr. Watson.)

CIVIL SERVICE ACTS AMENDMENT.

House again resolved itself into committee to eonsider
certain proposed resolutions (p. 273) respecting the Civil
Service Act.

On resolution 4,
Mr. CHAPL EAU. The fourth resolution is to provide

that the satary paid to chief clerks shalh bu from 81,800,
with an annual increase of $50 per annum until a maximum
of $2,600 was reached. I do not, however, propose to
insist upon this resolution; still, I think it je but due to the
House to give an explanation of the reasons why it was
inserted. The office of a chief clerk is an important one,
requiring long service, and I thought that commencing his,
duties at a salary of $1,800, and rising to a maximum of
$2,600, the salary would not be too high, in view of the fact
that the officer would have been many years in the public
service before he reached the position of chief clerk. I did
not consider the salary too high; moreover, in view of the
fact that the difference between a chief clurk and a deputy
head woul'd still amount to 600. eHowever, in order not
to change anything as regards the minimum and maximum
of the salaries of the different clerks, the Government have
decided that they will not insist on this resolution, and I
therefore ask permission to withdraw it.

On resolution 5,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. This is the old law with a light

change.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It looks to me as if it

would be quite possible, in the case of a junior eierk enter-
ing upon the performance of higher duties, to leave him for
an indefinite space of time receiving full pay for the office
whose duties ho was performing.

Mr. CII APLEAU. It is only during the fiscal year, ard
it is only provided where funds have been voted by Parha-
ment

Mr. BLAKE. Suppose, for some reason the Goverament
choose unwarrantably to delay for thirteen or fourteen
months the filling.of an important office like the librarian-
ship ot Parliament. It ie for their convenience that the
officelias not been filled. It je provided that an inferior
officer shall discharge the duty and shall be paid the salary
of the superior offieer. I think it is very advantageous that
offices should be promptly filled, if they are to be filled at
ail. It ie sometimes said that it is rather economical not to
fill offices, because the salary is not going on. But my
belief is, that se long s the office is necesary-and if it is
not necesary it should be abolished-it le really botter for
the public service that the office should be promptly filled,
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because the administration of the office suffers seriouslyfrom
the absence of the officer, and particularly when the officer
is a superior officer. But these arrangements do not occur
from economical views or are they attended with economical
results. The objection I have to this resolution is, that it
really proposes we should, in a sort of way, give our
warrant and sanction to the custom of leaving offices unfilled
for a long period of, time, and I think that is very
objectionable.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But the hon. gentle-
man promises that the office will be filled ere long; it is
only a period of thirteen months that the office has been
vacant.

M. BLAKE. is it the case that the hon. gentleman doeg
not fuel able to fill an office within three months ?

Mr. CHAPLEAUT. When offices are not filled it is not
because the Government is not placed in the condition to
fil them. The Government only abstains from doing so
when there are difficulties in the way. In discussing the
estimates of my Department the hon. gentlemen will see
that, in cases where offices have become vacant, I have not
thought proper and I have not given the salary to the suc-
ceeding junior officer.

Mr. BLAKE. But the hon. gentleman says wherever
offices became vacant by reason of decease.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. But not by superannuation. Demands
were made on me which I have not complied with.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman's virtue has sus-
tained him up to a certain point; but he is afraid that he
will fail, and Le ask s our assistance to keep him in the correct
path. So far, I am quite prepared to sustain him. I feel
the hon. gentleman has rightly estimated the difficulty of
long continuance in the path of virtue, and he as a right
to call on us to help him. Will the hon. gentleman be able
to resist the suggestion which is, no doubt, pressed on him
to a considerable extent, how to delay filling appointments
when to that is added the circumstance that somebody else
is getting the salary. The hon. gentleman las said that
the offices are not filled for want of opportunityto fil them;
I suppose there is such e multitude of applicants that the
difficulty is to make a selection, but I should think the com-
bined energy, intelligence, perspicuity and power of the
fourteen gentlemen who comprehend the Cabinet, should
enable them to make choie of a librarian or a chief clerk
in three months, and certainly in fourteen months.

On resolution 6,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. This resolution provides that when

a vote ise given by Parliament it neednot necessarily be
expended, but the case shall be decided by Order in Couneil.

Resolutions ordered to be reported.

CARRIERS BY LAND.
Mr. McCARTHY moved the second reading of Bill

(No. 5) respetting the liabilities of carriers by land.
He said: In moving the second reading of the
Bill which I bave lad the honor to introduce to
the louse, perhaps a brief explanation, although not
necemsary, may as well be given, The Bill, Bir, has
already been before this House, and had reached the
motion for the second reading when a question arising
as to the constitutionality of the measure, it stood over
from time to time, in order that the First Minister might
say wbat he thought with regard to that disputed point. I
desire, however, to recail to the recollection of my lon.
friends what the measure is. The Bill respects merely
carriers by land. The reason I limit it in that way is that
there is already a mesure on the Statute Book prevding
for the regulation of carriers by water ; though, I think,

Mr. BLaKz.

perhaps, if I had to commence again, it would be botter to
make the one set of rules and the one law to regulate
carriers, whether by land or by water. I do not know that
there is any good reason for separating the regulations res-
pecting carriers in one way from those respecting carriers
who carry in another way. However, if the Bill receives the
assent of the House, it may perhaps, on reference to a select
committee, be so altered as to embrace both these kinds of
carriers. Now, it is well known, of course, that in com-
mon law-and in that respect I do not find that the civil
law differs much from the English common law-the lia-
bilities of carriers is to deliver the goods with which they
are intrusted to the consignee, unless they are prevented
by what is called the act of God or the Queen's enemies.
That was at an early time-or in the early part of this cen-
tury, at all events-found to be a hardship, and the law
was limited by a statute brought in, I think, in 1830,
whereby certain classes of goods-goods of large value and
put up in very small parcels-were excepted froim that
general rule, and it was provided that unles the value--if
it was beyond £10-ewas specified to the carrier, and he was
paid an additional compensation for the risk he undertook,
ho should not be responsible for a greater amount than
£10, no matter what the value might be. The earlier
sections of this Bill are a re-enactment, substantially, of the
Act to whick I refer-the Act of 1830; and it is to that ex-
tent in aid of the carrier. It provides that it shall be
necessary to point out, when goode are delivered to a car-
rier, that they are of such a value, and that such a fair
additional rate as lie may choose to ask shall be paid; else, ho
shall not be responsible beyond a given amount, which is
fixed in the Bill at $50. The next and other provisions of
the Bill are in the other direction. In the 6th section of
the Bill it is provided that a carrier shall not be at liberty,
by simply putting up a notice limiting his liability-he shal
not be at liberty by a notice put up in his office, which
people perhaps will not read, though they may have an
opportunity of readi~g it-to say: You must understand
that I am not going to be responsible for the goods you
hand me to carry, except under certain circumstances. The
Bill provides that the carrier shall not be at liberty simply
by a notice to limit his ordinary and common law responsi-
bility. But it goes on to say, that such a provision may be
made by a contract signed by the party; and the contract
must not only be signed, but the judge before whom it may
afterwards come must deem it to be a fair and
reasonable contract, in order that it may have
force. The difference, therefore, is this: That at
common law a carrier is responsible in any event,
except in those two extraordinary circumstances, when
ho is, by the act of God, as it is called, or the act
of the Queen's enemies, prevented from delivering the
goods and fulfilling his bargain. This Bill stipulates
that ho shal not be at liberty, simply by a notice, in any
way to define or cut down that responsibility. But it does
not prevent him from making a special contract, to be
signed by the consignor-it does not prevent such a tontract
as that being made-but it does provide that if that contract
is not just and reasonable, if the judge before whom any
disputed cases comes to be tried, does not pronounce that
special contract to be a just and reasonable one, it shall not
be binding. I think that these fôw observations will suf-
ficiently explain the object of the measure, and the general
features of the Bill which Ihave the honor to promote ; but
if the House will pardon me, I will rend an extract in a
recent ea in the House of Lords, where this prinoiple of
the measure is very clearly stated:

etThe reail question," says Lord Blackburn, in quoting from an earlier
ease, "is whetber the individual and the publie aresuffeiebtly prolected
frm beingujustly dealt with by :the parties ha&ing the oly.
The misehief was supposed to consist in giving a practical monoy to
the railway companles by compelling people to enter into contracta,
whether they wiled it or not. The Act stays, 'If you bave igned a
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written contraet expressin ga certain condition, a judge or a court shall
see whether it is reasonable or not.' Orompton, J. says, and I think
rightly, that in order to judge whether it is reasonable or not you must
look at this consideration : Are the individual and the publie suuffciently
protected from being unjustly dealt with by the efect ofthat monopoly. '
Now, that is the whole object and necessity of thismeasure.
Practically, the railway companies are the carriers in this
and most other countries at this time, and practically, there-
fore, they have an absolutely monopoly. As a matter of
fact, when persons desire to send goods, the companies
place before them a certain written document, and unlese
they sign this document they will not carry the goods, and
people are therefore compelled, in order to have their goods
carried-without scrutinising very closely what they have
agreed to-to sign this document, and in the end, they may
find that they have signed away the right to hold the carrier
responsible, no matter what may happen. I say that this is
manifestly unjust. The carrier should be responsible for his
ne mlitrn. bn T I hinL kah hldl ln%-IýA- A- k

there would be a different lAw regulating its carryin for
every different Province through which it will pass. Well,
a condition of that kind is not one to be envied, and I am
glad to think that it is not one which the 'constitution
requires us to be governed by.

Mr. AMYOT. Would the hon. gentleman prefer a legis-
lative union.

Mr. MOCARTHY. I am not speaking of a legislative
union at all. I am speaking of such matters as under the
constitution are to be regulated by this Parliament; I am
not going beyond theU ne of the system we have. My hon.
friend knows that the law with regard to bill of exchange
and promissory notes bas to be regulated by this Parlia-
ment.

Mr. AMYOT. That is provided for by the British North
America Act.

eglgence, uULuii n ne suoui not be deuprived of the Mr. MacARTHY. Precisely. Trade and commerce areliberty of making a contract which will, to a certain extent, also provided for by the British North America Act; and
reduce the company'a liability of which I have spoken. So)the question is, does this come within the meaning of themuch for the general features ofthe measure. But the other words "trade and commerce." Now, I will read, if hon.question upon which the Bill of a former Session stood over gentlemen will pardon me, an extract from a judgment ofyet romains to be discussed, and I have a few words to say a judge of the State of New York, not bearing exactly, ofwith regard to that. It is said by some, and by a gentle- course, upon the constitutionality of this Bill, but giving aman for whose opinion I have the highest respect, that he good reason why this Parliament, and not the Local Legis-did not think this measure was within the competence of Iatures, should deal with it. Speaking of this question ofthis Parliament, that it was a mensure of a local character, carriers, ho says:whieh could only be carried" t law in the Local Logt' IIt i. a question in relation to which, almost above ail othera, theIntures. law should be uniform throughout the commercial world, especially

Mr. CASGRAIN. In part. ameng the different States of the Union. It relates to questions which,in their nature;expand themselvea over and through extensive districts
MIr. McCARTHY. Perhaps in part. I undorstood him of country and to places widely separated from ach other. None can

to argue in whole. Hlowever, whether in part or in whole, rail to perceive the great inconvenienoe that must reSult from havinga i . .idifferent and hostile rules on.the subject prevailing between the differ-I join issue with him in that particular contention, and I ent Atlantie cities, or between them and tue western tate."
wili briefly state why I think this Bill is within the compe- Now, every word of that applies with equal force to thistence of Parliament, and within the competence of Parhia Dominion, and I believe it would be a great misfortune, asment alone. Now, I do not pretend to say it is not a I have said, if the law on the subject were not within thematter of civil right; and every matter, probably, may be purview of this Parliament. I have heard no good argu-brought within that category. But matters which belong ment to lead me to a different conclusion, and I am fortifiedto the Parliament of Canada, although they entrench upon in my opinion by the judgment of one of the judges of thecivil right and contract, nevertheless can be dealt with by Court of Appeal in the Province from which I come, whous. Take the great question of bankruptcy and imsolvency; spoke as follows :-
it is impossible to deal with it without entrenching upon "1Ur. Bethune'. snggestion, that the interférence with the defendants'matters of civil right and contract. But the law is now right of contracting againat their own negligences isuldra vira of the
clearly definel, that matters of that kind are within the Dominion Parliament, would not, even if we could adopt it, help the
competence of Parliament, so far as it is necessary to the defendants. No good reason has, however, been given for holding

.ompetenceDominion legis.ation to ho ultra vira, and there would be obvions in-carrying out of the particular jurisdiction invested in us; convenience in having the liability of the carrier in respect of goods or
and it would be a great misfortune if we had not the right passengers diifering in different stages of the one journey under the
to deal with this question. What is the law of carriers? IL statute law ofeach Province through which the railway paased."
is a law regulating commerce and trade. In fact, you ca I do not mean to quote this as a decision ; it is merely an
not imagine any matter more properly commercial in its expression of opinion; but it is an expression of that judge's
character than thea law regulating carriers. It would be a opinion, Mr. Justice Patterson, that the law is one within
great misfortune if these matters had to be dealt with by the the competence of this Parliament. For these reasons I
different Provinces and not by this Parliament, which gives submit the law is a good law. I submit that it is in the in-
law where it has a right to give law, over the whole Dom- terest of the people of this count ry and of the carriers them-
inion. A law passed in the Province of Quebec might be a selves that the law should be clear and well defined. I
good law, and yet it might differ very much from the law think this Bill imposes no undue burdens upon the carrier.
in the Province of Ontario; but we know that carriers carry 8e far as small parcels are concerned, it places the carrier
goods from one Province to another, and if the law is good in a fair position, and it provides that the consignor shal
for Quebec-and I am happy to say I believe the law there not be bound by a notice unless h. makes a contract, but
under the code is very good-that law would regulate the the contract that ho makes shall always be subject, in case
consignment of goods from tihe Province of Quebec to the of dispute, to the decision of the court that it is just and
Province of Ontario. But suppose a man living in the Prov- reasonable as between the consignor and the carrier who
ince of Quebec hms goods consigned fron the Province of takes his goods. The other question is one which each hon.
Ontario, where the law is not so good, ho would find his right member shall have to think out for himself. The Bill deals,
determined, not by the law at the place of delivery, but by 1 think, with a matter which is purely and clearly a matter
the law at the place where the contract was made. N<ae, it of trade and commerce in its widest sense; it is inter-pro-
is absurd, it seems to me, that there should be different laws vincial id its chaacter, and that is a character which apper-
in the different Provinces of the Confederation. We have tains to this Dominion. I move the second reading of tue
several Provinces now, and are likely to have more. In the Bill.
case of the Pacific Railway, for instance, which will run Mr.BOSÉ. I regret teobe obliged to oppose this Bil,
through Ontario and Manitoba, and on west to the Pacific, nôt because I do not believe its provisions to be good in
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themasives; on the contrary,1i believe its provisions are
as good as they can possibly ho made; but the principle of
the .Biill I beheeve, isa against ouar constitution. It regu-
lates accessories of trade and commerce; but this House
lias no righit to legislate ont civil righits, unless they becomeo
accessories to the main principle; and this Hoeuse cannot
legislate upon the subjects cf contracts apart from the
general prnnciple of trade and commerce. This is a measure
by itself, nlot upon general principles, but merely upo
special civil contracts over which this flouse hias no juris-
diction;i and it is f or that reaon, I believe, that last year the
Bill was not peraisted ln. I raise this question, not merely
as a constitutional, but as one in which our Province la more
specially interested than any cf the other Provinces. W7e
have on this matter our own special legislation, which bas
ben borrowed from the code Napoleon, which is the best cf
ail codes, a code that lias been taken for a nmodel for
the laws cf many other nations, in the making of which
the best legal talent were engaged, in which ail the
judges cf France teck part,.and which hias been made clear
by the Frenchi jurisprudence. We have, in our Province, the
benefit cf the experIence and the jurisprudence cf the whole
cf France since 1804, and the benefit cf the experience cf
our own Province since 1866, when cur code, founded on
the code Napoleon, came into force. Now we have in our
code ton articles embodying ail the laws with reference te
common carriers, not only that portion cf the law te be
found in this Bill, but the whole law ; and that law ceomprises
every section, overy lime cf the Bill now before the lieuse.
I wish that the promoter cf the Bill had read those articles.
lic woukd then have fouríd the whole law which ho intends
to become the Iaw cf this country, and he would have found
the whole cf that law comprised in a little more than fifteen
linos, condensed as mue;h as possible, and made as clear as
the wisdom cf the most enìinent legal minds could make it.
Nrow, I say it would b. an act cf injustice to our Province
te deprive ns cf cur present legislation, which combines
the experience cf the jurisprudence cf France since 1804,
and ouir own experience and jurisprudence since 1866, and
to give us instead a new law, formulated in different terms,
a law which would compel us te begin over again and
establish a now jurisprudence. Fer theso reasons I hold that
our Province is much more interested in this than the other
Irovinces, and should the Bil1l go into committee I will
therenmove te subst.itute our own articles cf the code forthe
diffcrBnt portions cf the Bill, becauseIbeivcron
articles contain better provisions than teefudi h
Bill.

Mr. CASEY. I take the object cf the Bill te be te define
more clearly than the present law does the obligations cf
carriers. Taking that to be the principle cf the Bill, I arn
inclined te support it, and te urge that it should go as far
as the committee, but I wishi teoeal attention te one or two
points which I think eught te bo considered when it goes
into committee, as qualifying my approbation cf the Bill
as a whole. As far as I can understand, as a Iayman,
the firat section cf the Bill relieves the carrier, te a certain
extent, ef the liabilities under ethich ho is at present, with
reference to the. enumerated classes cf goods, unless the
consigner la willing to pay a certain rate cf insurance upon
thoe goods as welli a~s give notice that they are goodas*~hich
require apecial care in handling. I do net know that it
woulJd be well to reduxce the liability of the carrier te that
extenk toiogye him the option of aylng: I will treat these
valablêeqda withi so .more care than ordinary gooda, I
will Jgot be ~liable. for 4amages exceeding $50, nless you
pay a rate cf insuragoo upon the goods. The consigner is
coDopelled to pay ineuran~ce upon the carriage cf those more
ea9gecAi> valIuabIe gopds, and if tho carner ho allowed, as
provided in ánothergtï cf the Bill1, to dispensé liimself
from -this h iability by seciaI contract -- if he is te

Mr, Bosat,

te obtain payment for the imposition cf liabilities with
regard te special goods-I think ne contract into which a
carrder may enter with a consigner, exempting the carrier
freon liability, should ho valid unless some value la given by
the carrier in returin, in the shape cf reduced rates. The
same principle should apply in both directions. Idoubtindeed
whether it would be wise te allow this special exemption by
contract at ail, because it is always open te the carrier te say
te the consignor: Unless yeu aign some contract of this sert
I will net carry your goods, or will put obstacles in the
way ; and it is always easy for the carrier te make it un-
pleasant te the consignor, unless the latter will agree te suchi
provisions as the carrier hias, under the law, the righit te
make. I think there would ho great difficulty in
getting any special property carried, especially when
the carriers enjoy a practical monopoly as our great
railways do, unless the consigner is willing te aigu any
contract which is allowed to be made undor the
eleventh section cf the Act. I have not the slighitest doubt
cf the hon. gentleman's intention cf making a great improve-
ment in the state cf the law, and I believe that on the whole
this Bill dos make an improvement, but I hope he will ho
ahi. te explain why the changes I propose would net ho
desirable, when ii o go into conmmittee, or willing te adopt
themi.

Mr. IVES. If the proposition cf the hon. membeor were
to-amend the Consolidaded Rlailway Act, as regards the
particulars proposed in this Bill, I fancy that the hon.
gentleman from Quebec (Mr. Bossé) would hardly con-
tend that it was ultra vires cf this Parliamont te adopt suchi
legislation as an amnendment te the Consolidatcd BRailway Act,
for the reason that the incoi poration cf railwayv s cf a certain
description is within the power cf this Parliament ; and for
the reason just stated, and stated without dissent, that
where we have power over the main subject we have powor
over the accessories, thoughi the exorcise cf that power
may affect civil righits-for both these reasons I fancy that
the hon. member for Quebec Centre would net contend that
we had net the power te pass this IB:l as an amendment
te the Consolidated IRailway .Act. Se much, thon, for
that part cf the Bill that relates te such railways
as pass from ono Province te another, the incoÀ
poration cf which is within the.pewer cf this Parliament.
That part cf the JBill thon, I think, is clearly within the
power cf this Parliament; tue passing cf legisiation which
shall regulate contracta te be made by railway carriers or
companies, under powers cf this Parliament, is clearly withini
cur power, in my opinion. I have more doubt as regards
that part which applies te coach linos and express comn-
panies and other linos, in respect to which we have net
clear power over the main subject. But if we have the
por, as I think we have, te incorporate in a general
railway Act in the Dominion, tho legisliatien proposed by
this Bill, se far as it affects railway companies, thon I think
wo may pa it in an independent Bill, as proposed, and I
shall vote for tue second reading cf the Bill1, reserving the
righit to oppose more doubtful provisions which seek te
esablhish Jegiation affecting express companies, stage
companies sud other companies, that leas clearly are within
cur power.

Mr'. CURR AN. I shall add very few words indeed te the
able argument cf the hon. member for Quebec Centre (M r.
Bossé). I think that it la evident, net only from the argu-
ment cf my hon. friend, but even fromi the statement that
hias geen made by the mnover of this Bill, that the only means
by which we can arrive at even the supposition that we
have the. power in this Parliament to legislato, as herein
provided, is by implication, while by direct enactment this
subject falls inthin the power cf the Local Legislatures. His
refer'ence to the first clause fortifies the position taken by
the hon. member for Quebec Gentre, The whole drift
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of hie argume 1t, I think, consisted in stating that this waa
desirable legislation; that it was very much to be regretted,
indeed, that such legislation does not exist. I presume we
have to take our British North America Act as we find it;
we have to deal with the matter as is therein provided ; and,
under the provisions of that Act, I consider these contracts
fall within the province of the Local Logislatures. For these
reasns, I ahall now move that this Billh be not now read the
second time, but b. read the second time six months hence.
The hon. gentleman who has just sat down bas not, in my
opinion, given a»y good reason for combatting the principle
advocated by my hon. friend from Quebec Centre (Mr.
Bossé) with regard to accessory legislation. H hieas, it i true,
admitted that there are various classes of carriers who heh
believes come within the provisions of this Bill, and that this
House cannot legislate upon. He bas also expressed an idea
that this might be made part of the general railway Act.
Well, I do not propose to discuse, at this moment, what
might be done under a different form, but taking the Bill as
I now find it, and believing it to b. ultra vires, as far as this
Parliament is concerned, I now propose the motion that I
have just mentioned.

Mr. M oNEILL. The main questions involved in this Bill
are, I think shortly, two. The first question is whether it
be in the public interest desirable that public carriers should
be responsible for damage, by their own negligence, done
to goods entrusted to their care, or whether they should, on
the ather band, be permitted to compel parties entrusting
goods to their care to sign contracta or agreements exempt-
ing the carriers from all liability with respect to the safe
carriage of those goode; in other words, whether they
should be permitted to compel individuals who desire to
have goods conveyed by this mode of transport to sign con-
tracta exempting the carriers from the obligations imposed
upon them by the law of the land. That is the first main
question, and the second question is, I think, whether or
not it is competent for this Parliament to deal with this
matter. Now, with reference to the first question, I think
it seems very reasonable and right, on the first blush of it,
that carriers should be responsible for the safe conveyance,
for the safe carriage of the goods that have been confided
to their care, and foir the safe carriage of which they are
paid. It has always been held to be important in the publie
interest that this obligation should attach to carriers. t
attaches to them by the provisions of the common law, and
also by the provisions of our own statute, of an Act of this
Dominion Parliament, which hie been ratified again and
again, the Consolidated Railway Act, under the 25th section
of which, and the 3rd and 4th sub-sections, we find this
obligation imposed upon railway companies at all
events-I will eal with the other question as to other car-
riers hereafter.

"I ueh passengers and goods shall. be taken, transported and dis-
charged at and from and to auch places on the due paymient of the toll,
freight, or Lare legally authorised therefor. The party aggrieved by any
Inlect or refusai in tho premises shal have an actiontherefor against
the company, from which action the company shall not be relieved by
any notice, condition or declaration, if the damage arises from any
negligence or omussion of the company, or of its servants."

Therefore, as I have said, this Parliament has alroady
imposed this obligation upon railway companies as pub-
lic carriers at all evente, and I think it will commend itself
to the common sense of every hon. gentleman iin this House
that, if any hon, gentleman, for example, were to purchase
a piece of furniture here in Ottawa, and desired to have it
carried away and dolivered in some other part of the
Dominion, the carrier who has charge of this piece of furni-
ture and is paid for the safe cariage of it, should be held to
be responsible for its safety, and if he damages or smashes
it, as we know frequently occurs, h. should be responsible
and liable to the person who has paid him for carrying it.
And so, if a cittle 4ealer purébases a quantity of attle, and

wishes those cattle to be carried from Guelph, for example, to
Montreal, and hande over these cattle to a railway company,
and pays a large sum of money to this railway company for
the carriage of these cattle, it is only reasonable dandright
that the company should be responsible to the cattle dealer
if they, in the carriage of these cattle, make a smash of all
this property. I think it is reasonable, and the law sa it
is right. The law of the land provides that this shouldbe
so. The law of the land says that the carrier is no resnsi-
ble. But, thon, these great monoplists, these great railway
companies, come forward and say: It is perfectly true
that such a legal obligation resta upon us, but we wish you
to understand that, unless you relieve us of that legal obliga-
tion, we will not carry your cattle for you; unles you make
a contract with us to relieve us of the obligation which the
law of the land, and the House of Commons, hua said devolves
upon us, you may walk your cattle from Guelph to Mon-
treal. The cattle dealer cannot walk his cattle from Guelph
to Montreal, and the consequence ie that he is comIelled,
ho is coerced by these great monopolists, to enter
into what is called a private oontract, as to
which I shall have a word to say by-and-bye. He
is coerced to enter into an arrangement by virtue of
which ho is deprived of the right which the law of the
land has declared h. possesses-the right to recover damages
if his gouds are destroyed by the carrier who is charged
with them. Well, that provision of my hon. friend's Bill,
which I look upon as, after all, its main provision, says, that
hereafter no such arrangement as this shall be binding upon
a private individual, unless it is a reasonable arrangement;
and the Bill goes further, and says that the court or judge
before whom the matter is brought is to decide whether the
special contract which therailway companycompels this man
to enter into is or is not a reaonable contract. Now, a similar
provision has existed in the English law for many years-
I think since 1854-and that provision bas been found to
work admirably and has given great satisfaction to,the
public at large. I believe that on a former occasion a good
deal of exception was taken, on theoretical grounds, to this
provision of the Bill. I think that such theoretical objec-
tions will not have much weight with hon. members of this
House, provided they find that in point of fact the test of
practical experience has proved that the provision is a good
and satisfactory one. These theoretical objections, I think,
are not at all interesting to us, except, perhaps, as a
sort of intellectual gymnastics. But, Sir, the question
comes up whether we have really power in ths House to
deal with this matter at all. I would say, in the first
place, that I think it would be a very great misfortune if
we were to decide that because there might be some doubt
as to whether our action in this matter might conflict with
the juriediction of the Local Legislatures, we onht to leave
the matter alone altogether. I think it is quite clear to
every hon. gentleman that the matter is one of vast
importance to the people of this Dominion, and therefore,
as I say, I think it would be very unfortunate if we were to
decide that, simply because some doubt existed, we should
leave the matter alone aitogether. If the mere fact of such
an argument being advanced were to be considored as con-
clusive in the matter, I think we should be reduced to a
very helpless state in this House. It seems to me that the
questions which arise, and that seem to threaten a conflict
between the legielative powers of this Parliament and those
of the Provincial Legislatures, are very numerous and
varied, and if the more objection that a possible conflict
might arise botween the two powers was sufficient to pre-
clade this House from dealing with any measure brought
down, we woud be reduced very much to the condition of
those interesting insects with which the country has
become so familiar owing tothe extremely well known and apt
comparison of the hon. member for South Huron($ir Eichard
Cartwright). It would never do for us to allow ourselves
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to be made flics on the wheel in that way. But, Sir, I eau-
not believe that this measure of justice which my hon.
friend from North Simeoe (Mr. McCarthy) has proposed,
is beyond the competenee of this House to deal with. That
may, perhaps, appear to be a very presumtuons statement
on my part. I hope it will not be so considered; however,
I confess that in saying so I almost hope against hope,
because I have thought very often that an attempt to
recocile the provisions of the 91st and the 92nd sections
of the British North America Act, with reference to many

enatters, was very much like a plng e into the thickets of
free will and predestination. Lookng at the matter from
one point of view, it seems to b. perfectly clear that we can
if we wil, and looking at it from another standpoint, it
seems just as certain that we cannot if we would. No doubt
it is exceedingly dificult in many cases to pronounce any
opinion for a person like myself who does not profess to be
a lawyer, but in thi case I think there cannot be much
doubt. View the matter as we like, frQm any rzasonarble
point of view, it seems perfectly clear that this is a matter
which falls within the competence of this House
to doal with. Now, Sir, that a safe and expeditious
transport of goods upon reasonable terms is a matter of
the utmost importance to every man, woman and child in
every part of this Dominion, is a proposition so seli-evi-
dent, I think, that it requires no argument to prove it; and
that a carrier, however small his business may be, and how-
ever remotely he may be situated, forms, in fact, a link, if
I may so express it, in the continuons net-work of the carry-
ing trade of this whole Dominion, is a proposition that
seems to me just as evident as the first. For instance, a
public carrier In a remote part of my own riding of North
Bruce, may find himself to be in point of fact simply a link
in that great carrying system which commences on the one
hand in Prince Edward Island in the east, and extends to
British Columbia in the west. This is no fanciful sup-
position, because there are many of my own constituents
who have relatives and friends in Prince Edward Island,
and many of them also who have relatives and friends in
British Columbia, and it is only a few weeks ago that a
letter was handed to me at Dunblane post office, in North
Bruce, with reference to the los. of certain goods which had
been shipped at Paisley, in North Bruce, to some point in
British- Columbia. Therefore, the whole carrying trade of
the Dominion is one system, extending from one ocean to
the other. I say it is but reasenable and right that we should
treat the whole carrying trade ofthe country as one continu-
ous system. It seems to me that it ia unnatural and artificial
to suppose, and that it would be injurious to the interests of
this country, as one united Dominion, to treat this system,
which is important, as it is carried on in Ontario, to the
residents of British Columbia, and important to the resi-
dents of Prinie Edward Island, s it is carried on in Ontario
-I say, it seens to be most unnatural that we should sup-
pose that the system is not continuous, and can be divided
into a number of separate carrying trades for each separatei
Provinee-that it isn, l fact, ifl1 may-so express it, to be re-
garded as a sort of net-work which is co-extensive-with the:
Provinces, and which terminates just at the boundary line
ofeach Province, in place of regarding it as one continuous
net-work, the strands of which pas. over from Province to
Provinee, as we know is, in point of fact, the case. Why,i
just in proportion as those strands of the net-work do pass
over from Provinoe to Province, just in proportion as they1
cross tnd re-crossuand interlace one another, mn that propor-1
tion; to a great extent, is the unity and solidity of this
Dominion roedered a reality. And, I venture to say, that1
this Parliament, in the prosecution of the Intercolonial Rail-i
way, sud -of the (Manadi& Pacifie Railway, bas reoogniaed1
the fact, that the caying trade, te a very great extent,
partakes of the very essence of the Cenfederation itself.
Yet this i the trde as towhieh this Parliament is to have

Mr. MONEILL.

nothing to do. It Beems to me it is monstrous to.suppose
that this Parliament, which has expended suolh enormous
sums of money for the express purpose of providing
facilities for the transmission of goods from one Province
to another, and from one part of the Dominion to another,
should have nothing to do with the laws whioh reglate it,
that we are not to be allowed to interfere with it, even to
the extent contemplated by this Bill, although t.he itter
is of enormous and of common intereet to every individual
residing in every part of the Dominion. I say that hon. mom-
bers representing Montreal ought to have a say in determin-
ing what the laws shall be, or, at all events, in determining
that the laws shall be reasonable to which their constituents
are to be subjected in the transportation of their goods,
which business is so largely carried on from Montreal to
every part of the Dominion. It. is quite clear that if the
different Provinces are to have different laws to regulate
this carrying trade, you may have laws imposed in one
Province under the color of such compulsory contracts as
these, for the express purpose of giving special faciities to
some particular city or place in tbat Province, to the preja-
dice of cities and localities in other Provinces. You may
have laws passed in Ontario, for example, which would aim
at giving special facilities and advantages in the carrying
trade of that Province, to the great city of Toronto and to
Hamilton or Guelph, and conflicting with the interests of
those who have goods to send through the Provinceof Ontario
from the city of Montreal. And thereupon, finding those
laws so discriminating in favor of Ontario, you may have
the Province of Quebec setting about to enact other
laws to counteract the effect of Ontario's laws,
giving special facilities to Montreal. So you may have
a conflict going on through every Province. This matter
lies at the very root of Confederation itself, and if yon say
that this Parliament cannot deal with this matter you strike
a vital blow at the unity and solidarity of the Dominion.
On these general principles and general considerations, it is
to me quite clear that this is a matter whioh specially
falls within the jurisdiction of this Parliament. I say,
shortly, it is not a matter relating to locality or province,
but is one of general interest to the Dominion, and it,
is a matter that is co-extensive, at least, with settlement;
and you may as well say that you can properly control
this trade by having a separate carrying trade for
Ontario, for Quebec and for Prince Edward Island,
respectively, as you may attempt to declare that the circu-
lation of the blood may be fairly divided into the circulation
of the head, of the lungs and of the trunk. The contention
is an entirely erroneous one, especially when you recognise
the fact that the Dominion bas spent an enormous sumain
order to provide due facilities for the carrying of gooda and
of persons throughout this country as a whole. I desire to
ask the indulgence of the House while I look at this subject
from another point of view. As thehon. gentleman bassaid,
this is a matter which affects trade and commerce. Trade
and commerce is one of those matters which fals specially
wizhin the jurifdiction of this Rouse te deal withaud it ia
perfectly impossible to suppose that a matter of this kind
does not fall within the heading of trade and commerce, If
you so legislate as to injure the carrying trade of the
country, you must to that extent injure its trade and com-
merce. I is quite clear that a good condition of trade and
commerce is dependent on a good condition of theo arry-
ing trade. So far as that argument is coucerned,it is imposai-
ble to gainsay it. I know that another argument has been
adduced, and it was pressed with a good deal of f4weoêin
this House, during the last Session of Parliament at all
events, and it has been touched upen to-night, ad bat la,
that if yon interfere with tha matter you are it.r*ring
with civil rights. With respect to that mater, teI hon.
gentleman has said that if such an argument obttas it
would be diffleult to say what wecan deal wità in thisEo*
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-what is not a interference with civil rights. I should like
te rad an authority on this subject. In the decision in the
ease of Russell and the Queen, i find the follo wing passage
oenrra:-

"Few If any lava, could be made by Parliament for the peace, order
and ;:;;à government of Canada, whlch did not in some incidental way,
affactprQperty and civil rights. And it could not have been intended,
wheassouing to the Provinces exclusive legislative authority on the
uubjects of property and civil rights, to exclude Parliament from the
exerciMe f this general power, whenever any such interference would
reaunifrom it."

Therefore, I think that that is quite con clusive as to the
fact, that the more statement that this Bill may interfere
with Civil rights, is not a valid objection to the measure.
But I think if you look at the case of Citizens and the
Quen's Assurance Companies vs. Parsons, we shall find
that that matter was very carefully considered by the
judges on that occasion, and the question decided on that
occasion had reference to an Act of the Ontario House, the
preamble of which is as followse: -

"Whereas, the provisions of an Act pasmed in the twenty-eighth
year of the reign of Her Majesty, entitled an Act to amend the laws
relating to fire insurance, the Lieutenant Governor issued a commission
to serin commissioners therein named, requiring them to consider
what conditions age just and reasonable conditions, to be' inserted in
fire insurance policies on real and personal property in this Province.

And it was on that ground, namely, that the Act had refer-
ence to real and personal property wholly within the
Province, that the decision was eventually given, as is
expreSsly laid down in the judgment of the court.
" And whereas a majority of the said commissioners have, in pursuance
of thé requisements o. the said Act, settled and approved of the con-
ditions uet forth in the schedule to this Act; and it is advisable that
the same should be expressly adopted by the Legislature as the statutory
conditions tobe contained in policies of fire insurance entered into or
infoccdin this Province."
Well, when we come to see what the decision of the court
was with reference to this matter, you will find, on page 278,
what the court said :

"Vonstruin, therefore, the words f1regulation of trade and commerce'
by th. varions aids to their interpretation above suggested, they would
include political armangemepts in regard to trade requiring the sanction
of PrlMmet, regulation of trade in matters of interprovincial concern,
and i may be that they would include general regulation of trade affect-
ing the whole Dominion. Their Lordehips abstain on the present
occamn from any attempt to define the limita of the authority of the
DaariniorPariamnt ln this direction. It la enough for the decision of
the present cas. to say, that in their view, its authority to legislate for
the regulation of trade and commerce does not comprebend the power
tosogulae by lagislation the contracta of a particular or trade such as
the -bsiness of fire insurance, in a single Province."

Which eis exactly the contention I make here. This is not a
matter in reference to the regulation of trade and commerce
in a particular Province. It is a regulation with regard to
a trade which is co-extensive with the trade-or rather, I
should perhaps, say, with the system, as it would, to a cer-
tain extent, be begging the question, to say trade, of the
Dominion. At all events, it is an attempt to deal with a
matter which afects the people in the Province ofQuebec, in
the city of Montreal, very much more than it affects very
many people in the Province of Ontario, and therefore I say
that the attempt to allege that the decision in this case of the
Citizen's and the Queen's Insurance Companies vs. Parsons is
in any way hostile te the provisions of the Bill is. I think,
contrary to the fact. I think, from the decision of the court
in ita uase, it is quite clear that it is specially and distinctly
laid down hhat they were only deciding in those matters
whiqh dealt with trade which were confined to a particular
Provineo, and within the limite of that Province. But, Sir,
the 12th clauseof this Act, which strikes at the special
agreements made between individuals and these railway
companies hma been alleged to interfere with the right of
privat 4eontrat. Well, it seems to me that these contracte

saunoti' beconuidered by us as contracte at all. It seems
tomethat every essence of a contract is absent in the case
uothbsAe agreements, because the person making the agree-
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ment is not a free agent at the time. The, agreement is
made under compulsion; there is no consenting mind-no
more consenting mind on his part thanlthere js in the case
of a person who bande over-his purse lest-a worse thing
befall him. I hold, therefore, that this argunipnt as to the
Bill interfering with the right of private contract is un-
sound, and should not have any weight in this Rous. I
find that in making that statement Iam supported by such
high authorities as some of the most eminent'law lords in
England. I find that when this same question came to be
argued in the Ilouse of Lords, in England, it was argued
there by Lord Brougham himself that:

" The railway companies sought neither more nor less than to evade
responsibility by tbis special contract-a contract forced upon a pausen-
ger-a contract upon which he entered under compulsion-a contract
wbich might almost be said to be bad, on seconnt of the darts nader
which the passenger vaw compelled to enter tito il."

Therefore, it seems to me that the attempt to persuade this
House not ho deal with this matter, because we may, to some
extent, interfore with contracts which are almost bad, is a
very bad argument. I think my ion. friend deserves the
ha nks of the country, and I bolieve ho has obtained the
thanks of the country, for bringing forward this measure in
the way he bas done, and for the tenacity with which .h has
adhered to il. I am perfectly satisfied that every hon.
member who supports this Bill will receive the thanks of his
constituents for so supporting it. I have to apologise to the
House for the length of time I have occupied, and I have only
to say, in conclusion, that I have mach pleasure in support-
ing the Bill.

M. MoCARTIY. One word before the motion is put. I
quite agree with my hon. friend from Quobec, that the law
of that Province is a very good one, and needs little im-
provement, but it is no reason why weshould not have a
good law for the whole Dominion, that one part of the
Dominion, the Province of Quebec, has a good law at pre-
sent. Now, I think, in one respect, perhaps the amuend-
ment I propose is an improvement upon the law. Perhaps
the law of the Province of Quebec is in one respect botter
than the proposal now before the House. Ail that, how-
ever, can be deait with, if the principle of the Bill is se-
cepted, by the committee to which the Bill is reerred. By
the law of the Province of Quebec it ie possible for a car-
rier to make a man contract, as it were, by aimply giving
him notice; that is te say, if he is told, or has an oppor-
tunity of seeing a notice which ie published, that the car-
rier will only be responsible under such and such condi-
tions, provided the court decides that the consignor was
aware of them at the time he sent the goods. That I do
not believe teobe a fair and reasonable state of the law, and
I believe the Bill is an improvement, in declaring that the
party shall not be bound simply by any pretense of notice
given unless h signe a contract. The-othar part of the
code of Quebec le perhaps an improvement on the English
law:

g Notwithstanding snch notiCe ad the knowledge thereof, earriers
are liable, whether it is proved that the damage is eaused by their fault
or the fault of those or whom theyare reposi b.2'

Su that, whether the conditions be reasonable or not, in the
opinion of the judge, if t» goods are damaged through the
fault of the carrier the carrier s responsible. These are
matters of detail, however, which may be deult with by the
committee, and which do nut affet the principle of the
measure I have the houer to ubit to the House. I think
the question of eonstitutionality as been uo fully dealt with
that I need net add amything to what I have said already.
I believe the hon. member for biohmond and Wolfe (Mr.
Ives), put the-question very clearly. , We have Salrady in
the law witlh regard to railways a regulation determining
thirliability. The right to makeothat provision has never
been quostined, exept in the ase to which1Ihaverefored,
and when questiodthere was overruled,so far as as
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tu .wil m er zor 6ci mon ana you ea*Lvssaid the subject of this Bill wasaccessory to the law of trade
and commerce. Well, Sir, if we undertake to deal with
everything wjich may be an incident of trade and commerce,
we might siabrace almost the entire field of preperty and
civil rights. I do not think we eau deal incidentally with a
subject of this sort, upon the theory that it is a matter
affecting trade and commerce. I think there is an old case
in which it was argued before the louse of Lords that
a certain mesaure was an interference with the termns
of union between England and Scotland. It was a measure
relating to trade in Scotland, and was confned to the king-
dom of Scotland, but it was there said that the provision
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neceusary, by the judge. If that can be done with regard relating to trade and commerce, and which provided that
to railways, why not with regard to express companies, and, the laws on that subject should be uniform, did not embrace
if, with regard to them, why not with regard to any car- trade which was confined to Scotland. If you 'embrace
rier? The argument appears to me to be practically con- within the definition of trade and commerce every kind of
clusive, and I trust the louse will accept the principle of trade and all kinds of intercourse between one party and
the Bill and allow the details to be worked out by a com- another, you would deal with the laws relating to retail
mittee, whether the railway committee or a sub committee, trade, and the sale of goods in every town and city in the
as the louse thinks proper. Dominion. Now, all these matters come under the

law relating to civil rights; they are never regarded
Mr. OIRTON. I would like te ask my hon. friend as being embraced in the term "trade and commerce."

clause 9 is intended to hold carriers responsible for the The hon. gentleman, in undertaking to include a number of
felonious acts or the neglect or misconduct of their servants those matters relating to the local trade of the various Pro-
or agents. vinces within the provisions of this Bill, undertakes, it seems

Mr. McCARTHY. The object of that clause is to put to me, to deal with a subject with which this House ought
it beyond doubt that a carrier cannot make the excuse, if not to deal, but which comes within the jurisdiction of the
goods have been stolen, that it is a felony. Provincial Legislatures. Whether we might not undertake

to regulate interprovincial trade is another question. The
Mr. MILLS. The. House has, of course, before it two hon. gentleman's Bill, however, goes beyond that, and

questions, which are entirely distinct in their character. interferes with the domestic trade of each Province.
The first is, whether it has jurisdiction to deal with this par- Mr. DAVIES. I do not intend to detain the louse at
ticular matter; and the second is, with regard to the merits any length. I do not quite agree with my hon. friend
of the measure which the hon. gentleman has submitted to on my left (Mr. Mills) in everything hehas said. Itus for the second reading. Of course it is not necessary that appears to me the general scope of the Bill is a good one;
we should go iuto the discussion of the merite of the Bill it appears to me that the Bill is in the interest of the gen-
at all if in the opinion of the House it is ultra vires. I observe oral pblic, and if it is within our jurisdiction I, for one,that by the second section the hon.gentleman provides that will gladly vote for it. The limitation of the power of com-
the Bill shall include railway companies, express companies mon carriers to impose contracts is, in mfy opinion, a goo4
and large coach proprietors. Why large coach proprietors limitation, iecause the shipper of goods is, as a rule, to-day,
and not small ones ? Every department of the law is under compelled to agree to any contract ithe carrier mayim-
the control either of the Local Legislatures or of this Paria- ohim The ny onat ihe i er y
ment. If this snbject is under the cnrlo pose on him. The only question at issue is whether by
mt. Prifnen th enishe subject c e tl co thismeasure we would infringe unduly on provincial rights.

We know very well, so far as the character of goods carried
proprietors is as much included within the purview in this Dominion is concerned, that a very arge portion
of this Parliament as those the hon. gentleman comes within the the term of interprovincial trade, and
proposes te deal with ; and whether we legislate upon the so far as this Bill deals with interprovincial trade I believesubject or not, that particular department of law, even it to be infra vires. The mass of trade affected being so
though he may not have referred to it iu this Bill, is part large, I hold that it is worth while to pass a Bill of thisof the law of Canada, and not of the law of any one of nature, so far as it affects interprovincial matters. Thethe Provinces. It sems to me, taking that view of the definition of what ls trade and commerce bas been given inease, that the hon. gentleman would go as far as to con- the Parsons case, in which the Privy Council defined thistend that a y carrying a parcel from one part of this term as follows: "The words 'regulation of trade andcity to suet her is doing se under a law within the jtiris- commerce' include political arrangements with regard te
diction of this Parliament, and not within the jurisdiction rade requiring the anction carriamen a t regueg-
of the Province. Lwoking at the principle of the Bill, it tien cf trade in matters cf interprovincial concern.". In
seema te me tiat it dees interfere with civil rights. It ino rd nmteso nepoica.cnenL-I
assmes the power te regulaterfee terhs cif a cntract my own opinion, so far as this Bill attempts to deal with
whichue party may make with atiersuod a ofaras the carriage of goods within any city, or within the limits
it des this, I think i encroache aonthe powers and of any Province, it is ultra vires; but so far as it concerns
tdorsthis, If think Local Lencrotes n tepowrs h interprovincial trade it comes within the jurisdiction of thisauthority of the ocal L gislatures. Now, this Bill is a Parliament. I therefore cannot vote for the six months'
part of the law of bailments ; yet, the hon. gentleman hoist, because I believe the Bill to be intra vires in the latterwil admit that there is a great deal mi the law of bailments, sense. I shall vote against the six months' hoist, and in
lirmg and letteg, wi-th his Parliament - would committee I hope that it will be amended in such a mannerhave no power to deal-that if any matters are matters that it will deal solely with interprovincial trade.of civil right and contract, such matters are. Then, take
the question of goods in transitu. The hon. gentleman does House divided on amendment of Mr. Curran:
not deal with that question in this Bill, but if the principle
of this Bill were sound, this Parliament would have a That the Bill be read the second time thid day six months.
eight to deal with that subject, and not the Local YEÂS:[egislatures. Now, one hon. gentleman, I think ei'
he han. m, bir fn Rih dniA A Wlf LUm T. Mesieurs
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itived.
Main motion agreed to on a division, and Bill read the

second time.
THE ESTIMATES.

Mr. BOWELL presented a Message from His Excellency
the Governor General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the message, as follows:-
LANSDOWNE.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons
Estimates of sums required for the service of the Dominion
for the year ending 30th June, 1886, and in accordance with the provi-
sions of "The British North America Act, 1867," the Governor General
recommends these Estimates to the House of Commons.
GOVERNMENT HoUsE,

OTTàAwA, 27th February, 1885.

Mr. BOWELL moved that the said Message and Esti-
mates be referred to the Committee of Supply.

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

the House.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 10:15 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 2nd March, 1885.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaArzas.
RETURNS-SECTION B.

Mr. CASEY. I beg to call the attention of the Acting
Minister of Railways to the fact that some of the returns
ordered a fortnight ago in relation to section B, with
reference to sums paid the Canadian Pacifie Railway
on account of work done between Port Arthur
and Winnipeg, engineers' reports, etc., have not yet been
brought down. Can the hon. gentleman tell me when we
will have them ?

Mr. POPE. I cannot say; we will bring them down as
soon as possible.

37

SHORT LINE RAILWAY COMPANY.

Mr. BLAKE. Can the hon, gentleman tell me when we
will have the return with reference to the Short Line Rail-
way Company-the contract made by Sir Charles Tupper,
which the hon. gentleman promised to bring down

Mr. POPE. I will enquire and lot the hon. gentlenan
know to-morrow.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 50) to incorporate the Fredericton and St.
Mary's .Railway Bridge Company.-(Mr. Temple.)

Bill No. 54) to confirm the union of the Canada Congre-
gational Missionary Society and the Congregational Union
of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.-(Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (No. 63) to incorporate the Portage la Prairie and
Lake of the Woods Railway and hýavigation Company.-
(Mr. Watson.)

LIFE BOAT-CAPE BRETON.

Mr. DODD asked, Is it the intention of the Government,
during the present year, to place a life boat or a life saving
apparatus at or near Flat or Low Point, in the County of
Cape Breton?

Mr. McLELA.N. The matter is in the consideration of the
Government.

RAILWAY BELT LANDS-BRITISH COLUMBIA.

Mr. HlESSON asked, Whether the Homestead Act of
Manitoba and the North-West applies to lands within the
railway belt, British Columbia? If so, can entries be now
made by proxy as permitted in Manitoba and the North.
West. In case said lands are not open to homesteaders, are
they now for sale, and at what price per acre and on what
conditions?

Sir JOEN A. MACDONALD. The Homestead Act of
Manitoba will not apply to the 'ands within the railway
belt. The lands are now being surveyed, and will soon be
put in the market, and the price will then be settled on the
completion of the survey.

LONG POINT FISHING GROUND.

Mr. JACKSON asked, For how long a period has the
Government leased to the Long Point Company in Ontario,
the fishing grounds convenient to Long Point, and what id
the price received per annum for the same ?

Mr. McLELANT. They were leased for nine years, from
January lst, 1880, until 3lst December, 1889, at a rental of
$100 per annum.

CANAL TO THE MUSKOKA LAKES.

Mr. BAIN (for Mr. CocKBURN) asked, Whether it is the
intention of the Government to send an engineer to enquire
into the feasibility of connecting the Lakes of Muskoka
with the Severn River and Trent Valley Canal system by
means of a very short canal, and if so, about what time will
engineer be sent?

Mr. POPE. The Government are now considering the
whole question.

POSTAGE PRIVILEGES.

Mr. AMYOT asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to grant to the members of the several Local
Legislatures of the Dominion, during the Sessions of the
said Legislatures, the right of sending their letters and
documents free of postage by ler Majesty's mail?
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Mr. CARLING. It is not the intention of the Govern-

ment to make any change with respect to mail arrange-
ments with the Local Legislatures. At the present time,
Votes and Proceedings, or other papers printed by order of
the Legislatures, go free. The question has special refer-
ence to letters. It is not the intention to make any change
in regard to them.

RAILWAY BELT ON VANCOUVER ISLAND.

Mr. GORDON asked, Has any application been made to
this Government either through their agent in British
Columbia or through any Provincial officer on behalf of any
purchaser or urchasers of lands within the railway belt on
V ancouver Island for a grant or grants under the Great
Seal, as provided for under 47 Victoria, Chapter 6, section
7, sub-section 1 ? If so, have any such grants been issued,
and to whom ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Several applications have
been made-eight or nine-but no grants have yet been
issued.

STATIONERY FOR HOUSE OF COMMONS.

Mr. CASGRAIN asked, What is the total expense for
stationery for the flouse of Commons during each of the
past Sessions of the present Parliament ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think that statement
must be made by officers of the House.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Is that the only answer?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The only answer I can

give.
Mr. SPEAKER. The expense is about $20,000.

M. FABRE.

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation) asked, Whether the Gov-
ernment have received a report from Mr. Fabre, their agent
in Paris, and whether such report, if in existence, will be
laid before Parliament during the present Session ? What
is the amount paid to Mr. Fabre for the last fiscal year, and
to date ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU (Translation). Mr. Fabre has, from
time to time, held correspondence with the Department of
the Seeretary of State, since last year. The reports ho has
made will be brought down, if asked for by any hon. mem-
ber. The amount paid to Mr. Fabre is that which is indi-
cated in the Public Accounts for last year, to which there has
been no addition since that time.

PUBLIC BUILDINGS FOR DUNDAS.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth) asked, Doos the Government
propose making any provision this Session for the erection
of public buildings in the town of Dundas, as implied in
the statement of the hon. Minister of Public Works in Com-
mittee of Supply last Session ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As this- is a new work I
have to say that when the Supplementary Estimates come
down I shall thon be in a position to give a positive answer
to the hon. gentleman's question.

ASSISTED IMMIGRANTS.

Mr. MACKINTOSH asked, Has the Government issued
any instructions to the High Commissioner at London with
reference to the class of emigrants to whom inducements
are offered to emigrate to the Dominion? HRas the Govern-
ment decided upon discontinuing the policy of assisting im-
migrant labor coming to the Dominion ? If not, is it the
intention of the Government so to do ?

Mr. POPE. The Department, in view of the fact that
the work on the Canadian Pacific Railway will soon be com-
pleted, instructed the High Commissioner in December last
that no more general laborers or navvies should be assisted
or encouraged to come to Canada, neither mechanics nor arti-
sans should be assisted. The Department also instructed
that the greatest exertions should be made to induce agri-
cultural laborers, agricultural families and female servants,
both in the United Hingdom and on the Continent of
Europe, to come to Canada. Having received from the
working men a respectful remonstrance against assisting a
certain class of laborers that come into competition with
them, the Department is now considering the best means of
assisting agricultural laborers, agricultural families and
domestic servants, and excluding from all assistance or
encouragement those classes complained of by the working
men of the.cities and manufacturing districts.

CLOVIS CARON.

Mr. BLONDEAU asked, What are the salary and the
amount of expenses paid to Mr. Clovis Caron, fishery over-
seer, for the year 1883 ?

Mr. MoLELAN. Salary, $200 per annum, and expenses
last year, 681.43.

JULES GAUVREAU.

Mr. BLONDEAU asked, What are the salary and the
amount of expenses paid to Jules Gauvreau, fishery over-
seer, for the year 1884 ?

Mr. McLELAN. Salary, $100, and expenses $51.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-LABORERS'
WAGES.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, Has the Government taken
measures to secure the payment of wages to laborers
employed in the construction of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way ? If not, is it proposed to take such measures ?

Mr. POPE. No, they have not.

'EXCISE REVENUE.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT vsked, What is the total
revenue from Excise for the six months ending 1st January,
1885, also for the six months ending lst January, 1884 ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The total receipte for the six months
ending December 3 1st, 1884, were $2,863,290.87 ; for the
six months ending December 31st, 1k83, $3,081,984.87.

DOMINION LANDS REVENUE.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, What amount
has been received from all sources on account of Dominion
lands up to date of enquiry ? What amount in the seven
months ending 1st February, 1885 ? What amount in the
seven months ending 1st February, 1884.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The amount received to
February 27th, 1885, was $4,349,378.99. For the seven
months ending 1st February, 1884, 8670,141,90 ; for the
seven months ending 1st February, 1885, $242,819.52.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-EXTENSION TO
QUEBEC.

Mr. LAURIER asked, Has thei Government received any
communication from the Government of Quebec, asking that
the sum of $96,000 reserved last year by the Statute 47
Victoria, chapter 8, for the extension of the Canadian
Pacific Railway from its terminus at St. Martin'a Junction,
to the Harbor of Quebec, be paid to the said Government
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or otherwise disposed of, and has any action been taken in
such demand, and if so, when ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government has
received such a communication, but no action has been
taken upon it.

REDUCTION OF LETTER POSTAGE.

Mr. CHARLTON moved:

For copies of aIl correspondence, memorials or communications
reoeived by tie Government since January 1st, 1885, asking for a reduc-
tion of the letter postage of Canada to two cents per half ounce, or
relating to any proposai for the reduction of letter postage.

Re said: There is no tax that can be remitted or reduced
by the Government, the remission or reduction of which
would be received with greater favor than that of postage.
In England, in Canada, and in the United States, the rate of
postage bas been reduced at various times, and always with
excellent results and without material loss to the revenue.
The last reduction which was made in England brought the
rate down to one penny per ounce, and neither it nor the
reduction in the United States from five to three cents was
followed by loss of revenue. Canada followed the example
of these countries in this respect, and reduced the letter
postage from five to three cents without permánent loss of
revenue or other serious consequences. Since then the United
States Government have reduced the rate of letter postage to
the English standard of one penny or two cents. That reduc-
tion took place in October, 1883, and there can be no
question, Sir, that the example of the United States in this
respect is one which it is desirable for us to follow. I sup-
pose the question, however, with the Postmaster General is
whether it is an example which we can follow without too
great loss of revenue. I find, Sir, that under the operation
of the reduced postage of the Unitod States for nine months,
according to the report of the Postmaster General to 30th
June last, the shrinkage of the revenue amounted to 47 -per
cent., and it was held by the Postmaster General that,
although the reduced rate was in force nine months, the
effects of the reduction of revenue extended through the
whole year. The estimate made by him is that the arnual
increase of postage under the old rate would have been 9
per cent., which, with the actual decrease of 47 per cent.,
would make a total of about 15 per cent. decrease. Even on
this basis, however, the public were largely the gainers.
The reduction in postage was 33J per cent., the loss in
revenue was 15 per cent., so that the net gain to the
public was 18J per cent. There is reason to suppose, I
think, that the loss to the revenue was not really as great as
14fw per cent. I find, Sir, by comparing the postal revenues
of the United States with those of Canada, that apparently
the causes which operate in one country, operate in
the other; that in the years in which the increase of
postage is large in one it is large in the other, and
on the contrary in years in which the postage collections
are oither reduced or nearly stationary in the United
States, the same feature applies to the revenue in Canada.
If we take, for instance, the year 1876-77, we find that the
falling off of the postal revenues in the United States was
$1,102,612, or 4 per cent. In Canada in that year the
increase was very elight indeed,-about one per cent., the
total increase being $12,405. In 1878-79, the increase in
the United States was 2- per cent., and in the same
year the decrease in Canada was 2 or $35,372. In the
year 1881-82, the-increase in Canada was $235,779, or 17 4
per cent., while the increase in the United States for the
same year was 18-8, per cent. In the following year the
imeress in Canada was 8212,503 or 13- per cent., and in
the United States 8 per cent., while in 1883-84, under
the reduction in the United States, there was a decrease of

41& per cent., and a decrease in Canada, without a reduc-
tion of postage rates, amounting to 21 per cent. I think
these comparisons will naturally lead as to the conclusion
that the estimate of the Postmaster General of the
United States that there would have been a natural
increase last year of 9 per cent. was fallacions, and that
while we had an increase of only 2* per cent it will be
reasonable to suppose that the United States postal reventie
would be nearly stationary under the 3 cent letter rate. If
this is the case the United States has not sustained a loss of
more than about 5 to 8 per cent. on the gross receipts of the
Department, and the public have gained 33J per cent. I
think that a careful examination of these statistics may
possibly lead my hon. friend the Postmaster General to
Imodify somewhat his views of the probability of a large
loss to the revenue from a reduction of the postal rate.
There are certain causes which will tend to mitigate the
evil consequence, financially, which would naturally result
from the change. It is found in the United States that the
adoption of the 2 cent letter rate has led to a large dimi-
nution in the number of postal cards used. The people
instead of using so many one cent postal cards use more
letters and pay the 2 cent rate. There is another cir-
cumstance that decreases to some extent and probably to a
considerable extent, the postal revenue of Canada, and that
is the fact that the business men of Windsor, Sarnia, Clifton,
Fort Erie, and other places on the border, opposite to places
in the United States where letters can be posted, are in the
habit of sending their letters over the border in batches,
prepaying them at the 2 cent rate. This habit I believe,
entails a serious loss to the postal revenue, and it is a loss
which would cease if we adopted a rate corresponding to
the rate on the other side. 1 trust the postal authorities of
this country will give the matter careful consideration,
believing as I do that if it is carefully considered the diffi-
culties which apparently beset the Government In taking
the course I suggest will largely vanish.

Mr. HESSON. I am quite in sympathy with the objects
of the hon. member for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) in this
matter. I had previously purposed bringing the question
more fully before the House after seeing the report of the
Postmaster General, as I supposed I could obtain from it
some information which might guide me in what I thought
the Government might consider in connection with this
matter. There is no question I think as to the desirability
of reducing our rate of letter postage to meet the rate
which has been established in the (Jnited States. The
result of reducing the rate in that country bas been that
the loss of revenue has been much less than was anticipated,
and if we follow the history of our own country in refer-
ence to postal changes which have been made from time to
time, under the demand of the people for greater facili-
ties, we fiqd that the revenues of the Department have
not suffered so much as was usually looked for.
In 1859 the rate of threepence currency per half ounce was
established. That rate continued until 1866, when the
revenue amounted to $813,726 and the expenditure to
$834,561, a deficit of $20,834; but to this has to be added
864,000, which was granted by the Legislative Assembly
at that time to cover the cost of departmental postage
which made the deficit something like $84,000. I
have not had an opportunity of comparing the charges
which prevailed previous to that time; but coming to a
later period we find that the balance against us, has
sometimes been larger. In 1879, for instance, the revenue
was $1,534,363 and the expenditure $2,167,266, leaving an
adverse balance of $632,903. Now, it is true that the
balance is still very largely against us, although not to so
great an extent as it was then; and when we look at the
marvellous growth of the Post Office service in Canada, I
think we will admit that nothing shows more strikingly or
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clearly the substantial progress made by the Dominion.
in 1884 the revenue amounted to $2,330,741, an increase of
$795,378 over 1879, five years previous, an average
increase of $159,275 per annum. This is certainly a
very large increase; and when we take into consider-
ation the large extent of territory still unsettled, the
great distance between settlers in many parts of Canada,
and the mileage covered among a sparse population, it is
certainly a very gratifying evidence of the prosperity of
the Post Office Departmont that the expenditure has not
increased at a greater rate than the income-in fact not so
much, because the expenditure of 1878 was $2,167,266,
while the expenditure of 1884 was $2,931,387, showing a
difference of $764,121 between the deficits of those periods,
or an average of $152,824 per annum. Now, there is
really nothing in the fact of the deficit for the present year,
represensing as it does something like $600,000, to doter
the Postmaster General from taking a wider view of this
question, and if possible making arrangements to meet the
wants of the people of Canada by reducing the rate to a
point equivalent to that fixed in the United States. The
reduction of the rate to two cents per half ounce would, I
bolieve, give a very largely increased revenue with a mini-
mum of expenditure. The total mileage in 1879, I find,
was 45,880,000; in 1884 it had arisen to 69,100,000
miles, an increase of no less than 23,220,000 miles in
five years, or an average increase of 4,844,000 - miles
per annum. This is a very large increase, and indi-
cates the great advance which has been made in
this department of the public service. As to the effect of
the low iate of postage on the revenue, I may instance the
introduction of the postal card. It is not very long since
that privilege was granted to the people. For some time it
did not seem to take with the public to a very largo extent.
In 1879 there were only 6,940,000 used; but in 1884 no less
than 13,580,000 postal cards were used by the public, an in-
crease of 6,640,000 cards in five years, or at the rate of
1,328,000 per annumi The fact that the circulation of postal
cards has doubled in five years is, I think, pretty clear
evidence that the people are prepared to take advantage of
a low rate of postage even in that to some extent objection-
able mode of sending correspondence. Now, Sir, my con-
fident belief is that if the two cent rate were established for
letters, the postal card would not be so largely used as at
present, the two cent covered letters taking their place.
There might be a diminution in the cards; and I do not
know that the Government derives any great profit from
printing those cards and furnishing them to the public at one
cent each; and they are quite as cumbersome to carry and
deliver as a letter, When all this is taken into consider-
ation I do not think the revenue is likely to suffer much
from the adoption of the two cent rate. While on this
subject I would say that if the Postmaster General cannot
see his way to granting this concession at once, ho might
relieve a grievance felt by the public in being obliged to
pay six cents on a letter exceeding half an ounce. For
instance, a sender posts a letter which is a small fraction
over the half ounce, putting on a three cent stamp, and it
sometimes happens that it is sent to a second post office
before it reaches the person to whom it is addressed, when
he is obliged to pay six cents more upon it, thus making a
letter cost nine cents because it is a fraction over half an
ounce. The Postmaster General might, perhaps, find it
convenient to grant the privilege, under the present rate,
of sending a letter at one rate, so long as it is under an
ounce weight. That, I am sure, would be a great convenience
to the public. Although there is a very large expense
for the past year as against one or two preceding years,
it is largely owing to the enormous increase of new offices,
no less than 444 having been established during the past
year ending 1884, making an additional mileage of travel of
4,664,000 miles. This certainly will account for the very

Yr. HEsSON.

large expenditure this year over income, but at the same
time it is evident that the income is of solid growth, and
that it is a very considerable increase over that of the pre-
ceding year. This is a cause I think for congratulation to
the Postmaster General, showing as it does, that the
revenue, although it has suffered to a heavy extent, will not
fail in course of time to overtake the expenditure. There is
no single portion of the Government service so valuable to
the public as the postal service, and I would be very happy
indeed if it were in the power of the Postmaster General to
make a move in the direction indicated as early as possible.

Mr. CARLING. There is no objection whatever on the
part of the Government to bring down any correspondence
that may have taken place relative to the reduction of
postage from three to two cents, but I think the time has
not yet arrived when we should make this reduction con-
sidering that the expenditure is so largely over revenue as
it is. The American Government, when they recommended
the reduction from three to two cents, had a large surplus,
a surplus of something over $2,000,000; and acoording to
the estimate of the Postmaster General of the United States
the expenses next year over the revenue will amount to
something over five million dollars. I think that with the
large additional mail accommodation that is asked for by
the people in all parts of the country, and with the desire
of the Gov.ernment to meet their desires as far as pos-
sible, this is hardly the time to make a reduction and
thereby reduce the revenue so very largely as the reduction
asked for would reduce it. The new post offices established
during the past year, as mentioned by my hon. friend,
number some 430, chiefly in the North-West and in the
rural districts of the different Provinces. The Government
are desirous of doing everything they possibly can to in-
crease the mail accommodation in the rural districts and
especially in the North-West. We have opned up that
large country from Lake Superior to the Columbia River
and in the course of a few months we expect to have a
through line from one end of Canada to the other. When
these new roads are established, the settlers going in will
require still more mail facilities which will be a very large
charge upon the revenue, and I think that under all circum-
stances the Government are wise in not at present counsel-
ling the reduction asked for, but I can assure the hon.
gentleman that the Government have given the subject full
consideration ; and when the time arrives, which I hope is
not far off, when the revenue will equal the expenditure, then
I am sure that the Government will give the matter every
consideration with the view, as far as possible, of meeting
the wishes of the House with regard to reduction in rate.

Motion agreed to.

REPRESENTATION OF NORT-WEST TERRITORIES.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved for:
1. Copies of all correspondence between the Government and the

North-West Council respecting the representation of the Territorea in
this Parliament;

2. Copies of all petitions, representations and correspondence
addressed to the Government or any member of it, on the same ubject,
and any replies thereto;

3. Copies of all petitions, representations and correspondence with
the Government or any member of it, on the subject of the establish-
ment of Local Governments in the Territories, and of al replies thereto.

He said: The right hon. gentleman, the First Minister will
recollect that soine time during the last Session of Parlia-
ment the council of the North-West council transmitted, I
believe, to the Government, a minute of that council with
respect to the representation of those Territories in the Par-
liament of Canada. I find on referring to that paper
that there were a number of grievances complained of by
the council, for which redrews was sought at the hands of
the Dominion Government. The sixteenth sub-section of
the memorial is in the following words:-
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" Your memorialists believe that the sicceus of the North-West Terri-

tory is of such importance to the whole Dominion that the time has
arived when representation for the Territories should be had in Par-
liament. At the present time the peuple of the North-West Territory
are without representation of any kind aud have to depend solely on
petitions and memorials to let their wants be known."

We know perfectly well from the newspapers published
in the North-West that during the last year meetings have
been held in almost every centre of population in the North-
West at which resolutions were passed and transmitted, I
believe, to the Government, asking the Government, as a
matter of right, that representation should be given to the
people of the North-West Territories in the Parliament of
Canada. The hon. gentleman will recollect, on referring to
the speeches-and some very able ones were made upon
this subject-that the people complain, and I think very
rightly, that the system in the North-West Territory is one
of taxation without representation. The old principle and
tyranny of the worst kind. The people in the North-West
Territory complain that their grievances and representations
are disposed of by Parliament in their absence and without
giving them an opportunity in the face of Parliament of
stating their case. They complain, and I think with good
reason, that now their population exceeds the population
which Prince Edward Islaud had when it was admitted into
the Union with a representation of six members; they com-
plain that their population is now, and I believe they state
it correctly, at least ten times what the population of
Manitoba was when it was admitted into the Union with a
representation of four members. They complain, and I
believe they are correct, that their population is now at least
ten times the population British Columbia haid when it was
admitted into the Union with a representation of six
members, and that they are yet without any representa-
tion. Being so far away from. the centre of business,
they add that any representation of their wants must be
made known to the Government by petitions or remon-
strance, or communication of some such kind. One can
easily understand how the people in the North-West, most
of whom are settlers from the older Provinces, and accus-
tomed to local self-government as well as to parliamentary
representation, should feel aggrived at the fact that hitherto
the Government have taken nu tangible steps to give them
representation in the Parliament of Canacda. It will bc recol-
lected that, during the last Session of Parliament, the Min-
ister of the Interior stated in the Sonate Chamber, in reply
to a question submitted by Senator Plumb, that the Gov-
ernment were prepared to earnestly consider the question
of the representation of the people of the North-West Terri-
tory in the Parliament of Canada. I am not aware that the
Government have taken any stops in that direction so far.
I know that the Acting Minister of Railways has introduced
a Bill with the view of taking a census, but that census will
not be in the hands of Parliament, to be acted upon before
this Parliament has ceased to exist, and unless prompt and
decided action is taken by the Government, the people of
the North-West will be without representation, not only
during this Parliament, but during the whole or a portion
of the next Parliament. Although the population in
the North-West is not what we had a fair right to
expect it would have been, still it is very considerable.
In the district of Assiniboia there are very large
centres of population, and it is supposed that there are
somewhere between 50,000 and 100,000 people there. How
far that is correct I de not know, but there are certainly
considerable centres of population there, and I can see no
reason why the Government should not give these people a
representption of some kind, if not such as we have in
this Parliament, at ail events such as they have in the
United States. I do not propose to discuse this motion
at present. If there are any remonstrances or petitions of
this kind, I desire to have them at as early a date as
possible, as I wish to discuss them upon the Bill I have

introduced for the purpose of granting representatiOn to
the people of the North-West Territories; and I therefore
hope that the First Minister will see that any papers in the
Department which are called for by this motion are brought
down as soon as possible.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no objection to
this motion going. Any correspondence which there may
be will be brought down at once. I do not propose to enter
into the discussion of the question now, as the hon.gentleman
has a Bill on the subject, and the matter will be discusEed
on that measure.

Motion agreed to.

FOG-RORN ON DUMMY LIGHTHOUSE, LAKE
ERIE.

Mr. JACKSON moved for:
Copies of aIl correspondence between the Government and one

Captain Conally, or any other person, in regard to placing a fog-horn
or fog-whistle on what is called the dummy lighthouse, near the head
of Lake Erie.

Hie said: I wish to call the attention of the Government to
this matter, which is of very great importance to the
marine interest navigating the waters of Lake Erie, that is,
the placing of a fog-whistle on Dummy lighthouse. This
lighthouse i8 placed opposite Point Pelee to show the chan-
nel between Point Pelee and Pelee Island. Point Pelee
extends into Lake Erie ten or twelve miles, at a distance of
about 30 miles fron the mouth of the Detroit River. Pelee
Island is some miles distant to the south-west, and all
shipping entering Lake Erie from the west or from the
Detroit River has to pass through this channel, with the
exception o the shipping destined for points to the south,
like Toledo, Sandusky and Cleveland, which passes to the
westward of Pele Island. During clear weather the light
is sufficient, but, in foggy or heavy weather, they are not
able to see or to distinguish where they are, and it is neces-
sary in passing through that channel that they should know
where they are. Vessels passing up the lake with a free
wind, passing Point Pelee, have to change their course to
get to the mouth of the Detroit River, and if there is a fog,
so that they cannot discover the bght, they are liable to
strike the point on the north or the:island on the south. As
they have to change their course after passing the point, it
is necessary that they should be able to see the light or to
know where it is, and in consequence of there being no whistle
there, there have been many disasters on that point. In
fact, it is second in the number of disasters only to Long
Point. I have had a number of communications from cap-
tains in reference to the matter, asking me to bring it up as
one of great importance to the shipping intereet. It will
only require a small outlay of money-perhaps $500 to
81,000-and I hope the Minister will see his way clear to
place a fog-whistle on this Dummy lighthonse, which will
bea great advantage to those navigating this lake.

Motion agreed te.

SEIZURES AT THE PORT OF WINNIPEG.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant) moved for:

A statement showing the seizures made at the port of Winnipeg by
the Department of Oustoms or any of its offliers or officials, between
lst January, 1883, and lat January, 1885; giving the estimated value of
each of such seizuses, the amdunt of fine imposed in each case and the
manner in which the said fines were disposed cf, and stating in detail the
amount paid to each officer or emyloyé of the Government, the name of
such officer or emplo7é and when paid; also the salary paid teoeach
souch officer or employe; the disposal made ofalil such goods useized, and if
sold, when, for how much, and how the proceeds were disposed of.

Mr. BOWELL. There can be no objection to giving all the
information asked for in this motion, but if my hon. friend
will look at the return moved for by the leader of the
Opposition, and laid before the Rouse, he will find that al
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the information he asks for is contained in that, with the
exception of the salaries paid to each of theofficers and the
sale of the goods. He w ill also find, if he looks at the Trade
and Navigation returns, that the name of every officer in the
employment of the Customs' outside service is placed under
each port, with the salary paid to each one of them. This
motion would only be daplicating the information which is
already before the House, with the exception of the points
to which I have called the hon. gentleman's attention.
The information asked for in the six months prior to the
lst of July, or from July, 1883, to the 31st of December,
1884, is also contained in the information laid before the
House last ycar. If, however, the hon, gentleman requires
this synopsis, I have no objection to have it made out for
him; bat I would remind the hon. gentlemen opposite,
wbo have such thirst for knowledge, that if it were possible
it would be as well for them to place all the information
they require in one return, so as not to necessitate the same
return being made two or three times. The notice on the
paper given by the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Stairs)
also ask for this information, and a little more, by adding
the names of parties from whom the seizures were made in
the Province of Nova Scotia, and if the motion had been
made in the firet place to cover the names of the parties
from whom seizures were made, together with information
as to the disposal of the property, when it was sold, and
how much it realized, all this could have been put in one
motion. I merely point out this to the House in order
thit they may not be at all surprised if, on account of the
multiplicity of returns for which we are asked, they do not
get them as rapidly as they would like.

Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). I would just say for myselfe
that whether the charge will lie against any member of the
House, of moving unnecessary returns, it is not for me to
say, but I think I may fairly claim that I am not liable to
that charge. I make no motions for papers except I have
a definite object in view. I have not forgotten, either, to
look over the Order paper and to notice the fact that a gen-
eral return had been moved for by the leader of the Opposi-
tion, but it would not give all the information that I sought
for, nor in as definite a form as I desired, and it will not
contain all the information I dosirc. I may just eay to the
Minister that representations have been made to me from
that quarter, with reference to some of the seizures, and I
suppose that it is the duty of a member of Parliament to
pay attention to complaints. I am not going to found a
charge against the Department without having the
papers, and therefore I abstain from saying anything
at present, but I can tell the hon. Minister that
I am moving for cause. It is quite possible that
when the papers come down they may do away with
the necessity of any remarks whatever being made on the
subject. But I just wish to remind him that I have not been so
negligent as to overlook the general return that has been
asked for. I had taken that trouble, and found it would not
contain all I desired. I am sorry the hon. Minister is so
overworked, but I do trust he will put forth this one extra
exertion and give me this one little return, because I do not
think it can amount to a great deal, unless his officers have
been seizing very generally.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is only a little one.
Motion agreed to.

SUPREME COURT OF NEW BRUNSWICK.

Mr. FOSTER moved for:

The number and title of all causes entered for argument upon the
docket of the Supreme Court of New Brunswick in banco, the date of
each entry thereof, the date of the argument of each cause, and the date
when judgment was given in eacheause, the retura to include all.causes
from lst May, 1879, to 31st December, 1884, and to specify the causes in
which questions arising -uder the provisions eof the Canada Temperance

Mr. BOWELL,

Act of 1878, or of the Liquor License Act of 1883, were iavolved, and the
cities or counties in which said actions were brought, or auch questions
were first raised.
fHe said: In moving for this return I beg leave to stateamy
reasons therefor. For a number of years past there ham been
an impression, more or less general, in the Province of New
Brunswick, that unnecessary and tedions delays take place
between the arguing of causes in our Supreme Court and
the giving of judgment upon the same. Within the last
two years this impression has become even more prevalent,
and has found expression in many quarters. It has
found expression amongst the members of the bar, and
although I am not a member of the bar I have .conversed
with a good many who are, and I find the impression quite
general that these dolays are unnecessarily frequent,
and quite too tedions to be in the interest of justice.
Within the last year several of the more prominent news-
papers in the Province have called the attetion of
the public and of the Supreme Court to this matter ;
but what is more significant than all is, that the people gen-
erally are beginning to remark it. So long as these cases
were individual cases, in which the general public were not
much interested, the general public did not take it much to
heart; but since cases concerning the Canada Téinperance
Act of 1878 and the Liquor License Act of 1883 have come
up, the people generally are very much interested; and I
think the House will agree with me that it is not in the
interest of the Supreme Court or of the demands of justice
that unnecessary delay should take place. I am no.t found.
ing any charge, but I am simply saying that the impres-
sion exists, and I call for these returns so that the impres-
eion, if it is erroneous, may be removed. If the impression
proves to be correct, something will need to be done to pro-
vide a remedy for the grievances alleged.

Mr. CARON. There is no objection to the information
being brought down; but I must point out to the hon. gen-
tleman that the information will have to be obtained
through the Lieutenant Governor.

Mr. FOSTER. I hope the hon. gentleman will expodite
the matter as much as possible.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFC RAILWAY-VERNON SMITH'S
REPORT.

Mr. LESAGE (Translation) moved for:
Copies of the report of survey by Vernon Smith, C.E., in relation to

the extension of the Canadian Pacife Railway to Canadia Petts en the
AtIantic.

Mr. LAURIER. (Translation.) Is the hon. Miiter of
Public Works prepared to state when these reporte w9l be
ready ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) In answer
to the hon. member, I must say that the reporta are mow
being prepared as speedily as possible, The Governmont
desire to lay them before the House, together with the-plans
and profiles. It is impossible to name the day, but assoon
as they are prepared they will be brought down without
one day's delay.

Mr. LAURIER. (Translution.) Will it be to-morrow ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) No; not

to-morrow; as soon as they are ready.
Mr. AMYOT. (Translation.) I suppose it is useless to

ask for any one of these reports in particular, as they will
all be brought down.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) Yes, it is
useless to ask for them separately, becasge they wiIl al hbe
laid before the House.

Motion agreed to.
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FISH1 TAKEN IN THE MIRAMICHI.

Mr. MACMILLAN (Middlesex), for Mr. Mitchell, moved
fbr:

A return of all fresh fiah taken in the bay and river of Miramichi
and its branches for the year ending bat February instant, defining
the separate quantities of each kind by weight-the places to *hich they
were exported anI the route of transport in esch case and i.he average
prie received for each kind o fih ; together with an estimate, lu detail,
of the se'veral kinds of fish taken in that time.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Minister says anything in
regard to the motion, I wish to take this opportunity of
calling his attention to a communication which I have
received with reference to the hatchery on the Miramichi.
My correspondent, who appears to be a respectable man
and for many years a resident of that part of the country,
declares that the hatchery is a slaughter house for the
wholesale destruction of breeding salmon. le says further
that he has been settled on his farm for M6 years, that he
ha; always had something to do with the salmon flshing in
that braneh of the river, and that the number of salmon has
steadily decreased until last year they would hardly pay for
the time which was employed in the work. He states also
the resons which he supposes had produced this state of
things, but in the absence of the hon. member for Northum.
borland (Mr. Mitchell) I will not trouble the House with
them.

Mr. MoLELAN. The return will be brought down.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman,
instead of moving for a return of all fresh fish taken in bis
place, had better move for a return of the quantities of fish
taken, or the fish will not be very fresh when they are
returnod.

Motion agreed to.

EXCHANGE BANK-GOVERNMENT ADVANCES.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I wish to move the
following resolution proformd, so that the debate may be
adjourned as understood:

That it appears by the Public Accounts that $237,000 are due to the
Goverument In respect of the advances made to the Exchange Bank in
1883.

That the said bank had already, within Iwo year, suspended payment
and reduced its capital by 50 per cent.

That the papers laid before this House-and the statement of the
Minister-show that the bank was in difficuities wien said advances
were made, and that no proper enqires were had or precautione taken
in res et of the loan of the $i0000 of publie money put in jeopardy
by sen advance.

That the present condition of the loan is such that a serious loe may
coeur to the Treasury.

That the developments in cennection with the Exchange Bank show
that the institution was at the time of the loan insolvent, and under
grossly careleas and fraudulent management, and that the result of the
aetion of the Government was to boleter up the bank by restoring in
some meamte public confidence, during an interval in which the said
careless and fraudulent management was continued, enormous uma oft
money disappeared, the positions of shareholders, depositors and
creditors of the bank, was changed, the liability of shareholders to
creditors was lst, and the whola situation changed for the worse.

Tat tbhis House regrets that the Government should have advanced
the Maid sum of$300,000 to the Exchange Bank.

Re said: Of course it is understood that I speak on the
resolution wheu it cones up on Thu.rsday.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. O, yes.
Mr. CARBRON (Huron) moved the adjournment of the

debate.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I move that the said resolu-
tion be the first order of the day on Thursday.

Motion agreed te.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-PORT
WHARF AND FREIGHT SIHED.

MOODY

Mr. BLAKE moved for:

Copies of all reports, plans, specifications, contracte, estimates, corres-
pondence and other papers in connection with the construction of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway wharf and freight shed at Port Moody, B.C.,
and relating to its deterioration and repairs or reconstruction. And
like papers as to the bridge on the railway near Spuzzum, B.C.

He said: I make this motion partly in consequence of a
statement made in the appendix to the Minister's report
which reads as follows:-

'The two front rows of wooden piles in the wharf at Port Moody
should be replaced by piles of iron or some other material equally proof
against the ravages of the sea-worm, which ie so destructive to timber on
the British Columbia coast. This wharf eau be approached by vessels
of great draft, and ljesufficiently spacious for the conduct of a very con-
siderable ocean traffic."
Now the wharf is only just built, and the Minister having
just managed to construct it brings down a report that he
muat put in iron instead of wood. I have a communication
in my hand on the subject of the wharf, which reads thus :

"I will take as one sample, the terminal wharf or pier of this place-
Port Moody. This structure was built in 1882. It is composed of wooden
piles,with the ordinary superstructure. I learn from a perfectly reliable
source, that it cost considerably over $69,000. It may be stated in round
numbers at $70,000. This structure was te be a wooden pile wharf. It
is obvious that those who planned it could have made no enquiry wbat-
ever as to the suitability of that material; for almost everybody upon
the coast is well aware of the speedy and enormous ravages of the
teredo upon timber submerged in any British Columbia barber.

It is, however, a fact, also weil and widely known upon the coast,
that, if pile timber is cut at the proper season, ani care is taken net te
rrmove the bark before diiving into place, the presence o that bark
will in itielf protet the piles freoitho attacks of thesteredo, for a
space varying from three to five years. No provision vas made as te
the time of year when the trees to fori these piles were to be cut ; in
point of fact, they were eut at the wrong season; and before the piles
were driven home te frma the wha tf, they were almost carefully stripped
of their bark. The result ie, that se long ago as in the summer of 1883,
when a number of rail-laden ships were discharging at this warf, the
latter was already obviously in an unsafe condition. Now, a large por-
tion of it has already subsided te a depth of several feet; so that, as te
nearly the whole of its extent, it would be rash in the extreme, to at-
tempt making any use of it as a wharf. We are now in daily expectation
of the first of a squadron of ships-ten in all, I understand
-loaded with railway for the completion of the Canada
Pacifie There is barely one berth at tbis la-ge wharf
at which any of such ship3 can possibly be unloaded,
and it i very problematical wbether it can b. safely attem»ted there or
not. lu fact, the whole structure is in such a flimsy condition that
when once the squared face-piles-those which form the seaward face of
the wharf-begin te sway from their position, which may now occur at
auy heur, the whole work muet collapse, become a ruin and be oarried
ofi te sea-a speedy way of.getting rid of $70,000. We are told, indeed,
that these squared face-piles are te be replaced by iron piles. This
should have been doue last year, when the weakness of the present
structure became obvious te every observer. Indeed, it should have
been done in the first instance. But no iron piles have made their
appearance yet; and when, if ever, they do come, it may be too late;
and the whole of this $70,000 job may have te be done over again.

" I may add that the freight shed, built upon and simultaneously with
this wharf, is of the same fmiunsy character. Last year, 1864, it already
had te be roofed anew, and a large amount of patching doue te make
it serve any good purpose at all. Both it and the station bouse are
miserably inefficient for the purposes which they were intended to serve,
even if but temporarily. The design and plans for these structures
were al prepared at the office of the chief engineer at Ottawa, and
obviously by those who were woefully ignorant of the requirements of
the works which they vwere planning, et the materials te be used in
them, and of the circumstances under which they were to be constructed.
They have been, however, constru sted under peremptory orders from
the same head offce."
Then, with reference to the bridge near Spuzzam, my
correspondent says:

" rom the same quarter have emanated all the plans and specifications
for the very numerous trues bridges and trestie works between the
terminus and Savona. It has been found that the specigod dimensions
et the timbers to be used in these works have, in ail cses, proved too
ridiculously slight te answer the purposes intended. The engineers
upon the line, and who know the ceuntry, saw this from the beginning ;
and I am credibly informed that some of them remonstrated accordingly .
but the remonstrances went for nothing, and the peremptory orders had
te be obeyed. The result is, that these bridges, &c., have necessarily
been eonatantl7 undergoing patching ever since they wers built. la
ome eass itla much more shan patching. I have evidence of ont

188f. 296



COMMONS DEBATES. MARCIn 2,
bridge near Spuzzum, which has been entirely built not less than three
times ; I do not know but oftener still. It is far from being the only
one which has thus had to be rebuilt. As ail this patching and rebuild-
ing are, in no way that can be well seen, owing to any fault of the con-
tractor, the r'ominion will, of course, and in every such case, be called
upon to pay him an enormous bill for extras."
I would like the hon. Minister-as no doubt his attention
bas been directed to the subject of the Port Moody wharf,
as would appear from the report of the Department-to ex-
plain the condition of things which bas resulted in the
reconstruction, to a large extent, of this wharf, almost imme-
diately after its completion. There must have been a
lamentable amount of ignorance or carelessness on the part
of the engineer as to the proper material to be used in its
construction, and as to the management of that material, to
produce this result. In fact, it almost reminds one of the
experience of the great inventor, Lord Dundonald, who, a
number of years before the use of copper-bottoms was dis-
covered, invented a plan of covering the bottoms of ships
with tar, in order to prevent the ravages of worms. He
applied to the Home Government, and they would not do
anything, and then ho applied to a builder at Limehouse,
who said to him: My good sir, we are living by repairing
ships as well as by building thom, and if you ask me, I
would rather cover the ships with honey to attract the
worma than with tar to keep them off. So, the hon. gentle.
man's engineer covered the wharf with wrong material, and
that was stripped of its bark, so that the worms could get at
it, so that it might go to pieces the sooner.

Mr. POPE. I am afraid the hon. gentleman's correspon-
dent. though I do not know him, bas covered his paper with
molasses.

Mr. BLAKE. No-; vinegar.
Mr. POPE. It is true there was a bridge, which was carried

off two or three times while it was being built; but there is
no other bridge which bas been built three times. With
respect to this wharf I do not want to say that the hon.
gentleman does not understand these matters, because it
annoys him.

Mr. BLAKE. Not at all.
Mr. POPE, But I want to say this-if ho wore to ex-

amine the building of railroads, ho would find that it is
necessary, and a great deal botter, to put in timber work,
although he knew it would not last for a year. Now, that
is exautly what has taken place with respect to this wharf.
Everybody knew when it was put there that it would not
last long; but we were obliged to land our rails and other
freight, and consequently we built this wharf with material
that would have to be replaced with iron piles. But this
correspondent, who says they cannot land their freight now,
labors under a very great mistake. If the hon. gentleman
will lot me know the name of his correspondent-

Mr. BLAKE. No; I will not.
Mr. POPE. He will not. Very well; then I say this

correspondent has misinformed the hon. gentleman. fie is
perhaps some disappointed engineer who could not find em-
ployment.

Mr. BLAKE. He is not an engineer at all.
Mr. POPE. If ho is not, 1 venture to say ho is a dis-

appointed man, or else is an extreme Grit, which is the same
thing. He is disappointed, whichever way you take him.
Now, the hon. gentleman need not press for papers, because
we have not got any, but I will read the information which
the chief engineer hasgiven. The wharf is built with wooden
piles; the three outer rows are evidently eaten through
by the sea-worms. This was not unlooked for, but the
wharf has served a good purpose in connection with the
landing of rails and other material, so that no loss bas oc-
curred. It is new propoeed to replace three front rows of
wooden piles with iron piles, which will probably cost

mr, »AAM,

$100,000, because it is a large wharf. In overy other res
pect the wharf is in good order, as is also the freight shed.
The plans, specifications and estimates are now about ready
for receiving offers to furnish the iron. If the hon. gentle-
man will take this paper, he will find in it all the informa-
tion; there is no correspondence to bring down.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not think the hon. gentleman would
so neglect my motion. There muet have been a plan for
this wharf.

Mr. POPE. Thore may be a plan; I said there was no
correspondence.

Mr. BLAKE. The bon. gentleman asked me to take his
paper as an answer to this motion. My motion is for plans,
specifications, estimates, contracts, correspondence and other
papers in reference to this, and the bon, gentleman says
that a memorandum by the chief engineer is all that there
i's.

Mr. POPE. If the hon, gentleman would be good-natured
enough to wait and send me this paper back, he will get all
the papers.

Mr. BLAKE. Take the paper away; I don't want it.
Mr. POPE. I will see that you don't get it.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has just said, reading
from his paper-for after all there ais something in it-it is
intended to replace the three front rows with iron piles.
This shows how rapidly this wharf is deteriorating. Only
a few weeks ago the hon. gentleman's officers reported that
it was necessary to replace two front rows with iron-piles.
Now it turns out that half as much more bas to bo added to
the expense, and the expense is to be$100,000, so that we
get a very enormous addition since the report was made, as
to the expense involved in making this wharf permanent.

Mr. POPE. I did not say what it would cost

Mr. BLAKE. The bon. gentleman forgets what ho has
just read. He mentioned $100,000 as the cost.

Mr. POPE. O, but that is the paper; I have locked it
Up.

Mr. BLAKE. Then it is not even to be treated as read

Mr. POPE. You said you did net want it.

Mr. BLAKE. O, no; I do net want the paper. The
paper is locked up, but the fact remains that $100,000 is to
be spent now te give us three rows of piles, when a little
while ago it was to be two rows of piles. Now the hon.
gentleman says it was expected the wharf would net last.
I suppose it was intended to prepare for replacing it with
iron, and the reason the bark was stripped off was to hasten
the work and save the Government the expense of pull-
ing out the outaide piles. The hon. gentleman says that
my correspondent must b. a disappointed man, and that he
muet bo a Grit. I do not know that ho is either. fie has
net told me what his politics are, but living at the spot, ho
bas given me those facts which appear to me, as far as I can
judge, to be pretty correct, because after all it does appear
that the bon. gentleman bas not denied the statements made
as to thosecircumstances which made the duration of the
wharf less than it would have been if proper care had been
taken; and it does appear that three instead of two rows
have to be made of iron at an expense much larger than the
whole cost of the original wharf. The hon. gentleman said
it was quite true the same bridge was rebilt two or three
times.

Mr. POPE. No, not rebuilt; it was partly carried off,
while beiug built, by the ice.

Mr. BLAKE. And what remained was rebuilt, 1 suppose;
a part taken away and what remained was rebuilt; it was
the only one. Well we have hit on the only one. I would
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like to know the particulars of the only one. It may be that section of the country, who state that they had lived
the hon. gentleman was so unfortunate as to have the bridge there for over 40 years, wherein they state that this place
carried away three times in the course of construction, and afforded an excellent harbor of refuge, and that in severest
that it was an inevitable misfortune and not the consequence storms a number of vessels came in there, as many as
of any fault. If ho knows so much about it, ho must know twenty-eight or thirty vessels lying at anchor at one time in-
it, not from his having been there himself, for ho was not side the cut. This natural harbor was formed by an opening
there; and if his engineer knows so much about it, it was from Lake Erie into Port Rowan Bay, which formed a basin
not for his baing there either, for ho was not there. The of sufficiently large dimensions to allow all class of vessels
hon. gentleman must know it through correspondence, and I navigating this lake to enter therein. In 1843 the Govern-
yet Ielieve there is something in the Department with refer- ment placed there a floating lighthouse, which was a great
once to this unfortunate bridge as well as to the wharf. benefit to the mariners, because, before that, they could only

Motion agreed to. approach in daylight, while, after the light.ship was placed
there, they could enter night and day. This harbor was

HARBOR OF REFUGE AT PORT IROWAN. kept up until 1857, at which time, on account of the natural
harbor becoming filled up, it had to be abandoned. To show

Mr. JACKSON moved for: you the importance of this harbor, I may quote the
A copy of any memorials that may have been iddressed to the Gov- statistics for ton years after the natural harbor was closed,

ernment with respect to the construction of a harbor of refuge at Port which showed that during that time twenty-seven lives were
Rowan, in the Province of Ontario. Aiso for a copy of Richard Stevens' lost in that vicinity and an amount of property of some-
report made to the Department of Public Works on the same subject. thing like $225,000, or more than double that at any
It appears that the Government are desirous, or if not, they other point on the whole coast of the lake. Where much is
are willing to assist in the saving of life by constructing a required, I believe much is given. At this place very much
harbor of refuge on the north shore of Lake Erie, if they is required. There was, at the time of the closing of this
could ascertain the point at which a harbor could be con- eut, a small channel opened through the beach into Port
structed, where it would be most advantageous to the marine Rowan Bay, about one and a.half miles further west, which
interest. It would seem that the Government are willing still romains open, but it is not large enough to allow
to do this, inasmuch as I understand that during the recess vessels to enter. But, jast west of this, a marsh commences,
of Parliament an engineer was sent out by the Government which covers an area of several square miles, and a large
to inspect or survey certain localities, namely, Port Bur- stream of water flows through it which formerly entered
well and Port Stanley, but I have not been told that the Lake Erie direct, but now enters Port Rowan Bay through a
said engineer was instructed to visit Port Rowan, which, I channel formed there by the lumbermen some years ago,
believe, is, in the opinion of mariners who have not private for the purpose of taking lumber and timber into the bay.
interest to serve, the proper place for the harbor of refuge. I claim that this stream could be utilised in connection with
It is all-important, before the Governmentundertake opera- the marsh surrounding it, to make one of the most magni-
tions which is of such great importance to the mariners ficent harbors that a person could imagine, and just in the
navigating Lake Erie, that they should acquire all the place where it is needed. In connection with this, I will
knowledge possible with reference to those different points, show you how Port Burwell is located. It is twenty miles
and, if possible, decide upon some point where the harbor further west. The harbor is constructed at the mouth of a
would be most advantageous to the mariners interest, which shallow, rapid stream, flowing from the interior through two
is the only interest that should be consulted in constructing high hills, and during the freshets at some periods of the
said harbor of refuge. I propose to show to you that Port year, a large amount of wash is brought down from the hills
Rowan is, and Port Burwell or Port Stanley is not, the and the sediment is deposited in the basin or harbor. Whon
proper place at which to build a harbor of refuge. To this harbor was first constructec at Port Burweil, they
do that I will have to show the location of the different placed the piers 175 feet apart. And on account of
points. Lake Erie, from the mouth of the Detroit River the amount of detrital matter or sediment which
on the west, to Buffalo on the east, is about 245 miles in comes down with the carrent, and is deposited
length. A vessel entering the lake from Detroit River by the stream, they found it impossible to keep the harbor
on the west, takes a sonth-easterly course until they pass open, and in later years they contracted the width of the
Point Pelee, a distance of about thirty miles from the mouth piers to 86 feet, which is now the width. At the present
of Detroit River; she then has to change her course to about time, with that contracted width, it is very difficult to keep
cast-north-east, which is a direct course from there to Buf- the harbor open, on account of the wash from the hills
falo or the Welland canal. In passing down the lake from coming down and deposited in this stream. I will show you
Point Pelee, she leaves the Eau barber, which is forty miles what Mr. Page, the chief ongineer of this Department, says,
distant from the Point of Pelee, a few miles to the north, in regard to this matter. Ho says:
when going on a direct course, and as you leave the Eau 99'The entrance ta Port Barwell harbor was originally formed of two
Point the main shore turns into the north. So that vessels lines of piers, placed 17à feet apart, each having a direction nearly due
on a direct course down the lake are, when opposite Port south. Great difficulty having been experienced in maintaining a
Stanle fully twent miles from the mainland. Port Bar- sufficient depth of water between the piers, it was some years ago decided

eyi stl twenty miles o the a n ops Portto contract the width of the entrance to 86 feet, and tuin, by confiningwell is still twenty miles to the east, and when opposite Port the current, endeavor to guard against deposit taking place in the
Burwell the vessel is some eighteen or twenty miles from channel. To acco:nplish this a close life of piling was driven from the
the land. The shore, after you leave Port Burwell to the docking in front of the warehouses for a distance of 70S feet outwards,

beyond which 205 feet of cribwork was sunk, terminating about
end of Long Point, takes a different direction, ranning 140 feet within the head of the west pier. The eastern porcion
east by south, or nearly that, so that when vessels arrive bas been cut off altorether by a cross range of piles, and in it
opposite Long Point on their direct course down the lake i there was found 4 to 5 feet of water. This appears to have had,

inagreat measure, the desired effect, as less obstruction fromwhich is about forty miles from Port Burwell, they barely deposit is experienced than heretofore. A bar is, however, formed im-
escape the end of the point. That is the position of the three mediately outside of the pies, which has to be dredged more or less
different places. Port Rowan is on the west side of Long every year, bat it is said that rome seasons, during heavy spring
PitabumdayetnLn Poit udPotBïiwe freshets, it is swept eut en masse into the late. There is aiso an onter

int about midway between Long Point and Port rwel.bch was found fr8 t 9 feet water at a point about 225
Prior to 18à7, nature had provided this place with a magni- feet south of the end of the west pier. This seems te be part of a oon-
flcent harbor cf refuge, whicb was utilised te a very large tinions bridge that runs in the direction parallel te the shore for a con-

siderable distance te the eastward and westward of this place. Theextent for a great number of years. I have a statement here positio of the harbor is such that vessels failing to weather Long Point
signed by twelve of the oldeet inhabitants living in that during bonut-wewrly gaieu would gladly availithemielves of its &hetter,
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if it could be safely entered. But, frcm the limited width between the
piers, and the bars which accumulate outside, this is attended with such
risk as to be rarely attempted, except in cases of absolute necessity, as
vessels endeavoring to make the harbor are hable to get stranded on
the bar, or by missing the piers, go ashore alongaide of then. A great
improvement would doubtless be effected by extending the piers beyond
the outer bar, but a work of this magnitude, it is to be feared, would
exceed the means of the company, and even if carzied ont, the place, in
heavy weather, would still be very diW:cult of access. From what has
been said it will also be evident that the inside accommodation is con-
fined to a width throughout of very little, if any, more thau that
between the piers; and were this increased by the formation of an inner
basin. it is quite probable that the space excavated, as well as the exist-
ing channel, would be more or less eilted up by the detritus brought
down by the stream."

Now, Sir, you see from Mr. Page's report that the construc-
tion af a harbor at this place is not at all practicable. To
construct a harbor for the convenience of vessels navigating
the lakes you maust have a width between the piers of at
least 800 feet, and you require a basin occupying an area of
not less than fifteen acres, in order to accommodate the
shipning interest. So, by his report, you see that Port
Burwell is not the place to build a harbor, and if it was a
place to build a harbor, the sediment coming down would
prevent its being of any use. The same may be said of
Port Stanley, which is twenty miles further west, and, like
Port Burwell, is constructed at the mouth of a shallow,
rapid stream. During the dry time in the summer this
stream is very feeble, the bottoms are nearly dry, but in
the spring and during the freshets there is a very large
amount of water coming from the interior which drains a very
large surface of territory, and brings down a very large
sediment of earth. When this harbor was formed the stream
came down very close fo the lake and formed a short curve.
In order to form this harbor and to make a basin, the idea
struck him to take this ox bow off, which was done between
1852 and 1854, and a basin was formed there of about five
acres. The harbor at Port Stanley is of about the same
width as at Port Burwell-I think about 80 feet wide, and
Mr. Page's report says, speaking of Port Stanley harbor:

" The harber is ituated at the mouth of Kettle Creek, 43 miles
north-east half.east from Rondeau Point, and 57½ miles west-three-
quarters-north from the lighthouse at Long Point. This creek is of
considerable width but although draining a lafge extent of country to
the northward, is for the greater part of the year an ordinary faeble
stream. For several miles before entering the lake it has a tortuous
course through a deep clay valley, and isl hable to heavy spring freshets,
which bring down a large amount of the detritus and frequently causes
considerable damage near the outlet."

Now, to show the amount of sediment and detritus that
flows down this stream, Mr. Pago's report states that between
1852 and 1856:

" There had been removed by excavation and dredging 133,485 cubic
yards. In 1857 a plan was prepared, showing the depth of water througb-
out the harbor. On comparmg this with the sonnaing s of 1868 it ap-
pears that the area of shoal water in the basin has considerably
increased, althongh between the years 1859 and 1868 there were 107,000
cubic yards of material removed by dredging. From this, some idea
may be formed of the large quantity of deposit which annually takes
place in the harbor."

And he says again:
" It is aid there is always a bar at the entrance, but that its position

changes more or less every season. This, together with the narrow
space between the piers, renders it extremely difficult to enter the har-
bor during stormy weather. Vessels attempting to make it at such
times have frequently gone ashore to the eastward or the westward of
the entrance. Still, when once fairly inside, they are safe, as the basin
is fully protected by the high banks of the cliffi."'

Now, thesr are the statements made by the chief engineer
in reZard to these two places, and I claim that neither of
them are sufficient for a harbor of the requisite dimensions
for the marine interesta now navigating those lakes. I
affirm that the vicinity of Port lRowan is the only

place that affords large facilities for constructing a
harbor of proper dimensions. There you have the
stream, and by changing the current to its former
course and compelling it to enter into the lake as it did
formerly, you have a first-claias stream to support theharbor,
while you have no sediment from the interior, becaus this
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stream fows down through the mársh fora number of miles,
whereas the water becomes pure before reaching the
lake. Now, in Mr. Page's report in 1870, in regard to Port
Rowan, he said that on account of the sand and bars
changing se materially it was not practicable to construct a
harbor at that point. Well, Sir, I have a statement here,
signed by one of the oldest captains of that section, the pre-
sent captain of the life-saving serqice there, wherein he
states:

" That beach opposite Port Royal has not changed any since Mr.
Munro made the survey. I have been acquainted with the beach for
forty years, and it has not changed any worth mentioning in that time.
I was with Mr. Munro all the time, and furnished the boat to do all the
surveying with, so I am well acquainted with the beach all along.

"(Signed) WM. WOODWAR."

Now, that shows that Mr. Page's anticipations have not been
realised, for the beach in that vicinity has remained as it
was for a number of years. Again, Sir, the obstacles that
appeared to be insurmountable fifteen years ago, when this
survey was made, are now, on account of the advancement
in science and engineering skill, comparativoly of easy
removal. I claim that even if there was some change in
the sands and bar, the advancement of engineering skill
could overcome that difficulty. These men state here that
there has been no material change for the last twenty years
or more. Now, I find that, in 1880, petitions were forwarded
to this Government from all the municipalities bordering on
the lake in the county of Norfolk, signed by the reeves of each
municipality, also a petition from Simcoe, signed by the
mayor, and also a petition from the inhabitants of the count y
of Norfolk, signed by 657 persons, all praying the Govern-
ment to construct a harbor at the mouth of Big Creek, the
point I have spoken of. Now, Sir, although these petitions
are worthy of due consideration by the Government, Iclaim
that they are of minor importance to the other petitions
that were handed into the Government that same year. I
find that, in the year 1880, there were petitions sent to the
Goverument from the city of Hamilton, the city of St.
Catharines, Bay City, Port Huron in Michigan, the town of
Dunnville and Port Dover, containing the signatures of 623
mariners and owners of vessels navigating the lakes, praying
that the Government would construct a harbor of refage at
the above named place. I say these men know where a
harbor should be constructed to their advantage, and I claim
it is the marine interest that should be consulted in con-
structing said harbor, and that alone. Now, here are 623
owners and marinera who have signed this petition which
was forwarded to this Government in 1880, representing a
capital of perbaps one million of dollars or more, all asking
that a harbor should be constructed at this particular place,
which shows conclusively to my mind that this is the proper
place to construct said harbor. About that time I understand
an engineer was sent out-Mr. Stephens, I think was his
name; I have had no way of knowing what his report was,
although I have hourd it was favorable to building the harbor
at this place. Now, Sir, I submit that in the opinion of mari-
ners who have no private interests to serve, Port Rowan
or its vicinity is the proper place to construct a harbor of
the requisite dimensions such as the service requires, and
that it can be built and maintained at that place at a much
less cost than cither at Port Burwell or Port Stanley, for
the reason that there is no sediment coming down, no wash
from the interior, and because the material that would have
to bo excavated is of so much softer a nature. As I said
before, a harbor competent to maintain the shipping that
navigates Lake Erie should contain an area of not less than
fifteen acres, and at this particular point the width of the
pier should be at least 300 feet. At this particular place you
have plenty of room, and nature has provided there one of
the nicest places for a harbor that could be desired.
Another reason why a harbor should be constructed at this
place is, because the captains coming down the lake often
find thomselves strack by gales that spring up on that lake
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very quickly in-the fall of the year. On some occasions,
and under some circumstances, captains would be too far
down the lake when a gale struck them teobe able to make
either Port Stanley or Port Burwell, if they saw fit to do so,
and in other cases captains coming down the lake would
rather take the chance of weathering Long Point than under-
take to run twenty miles out of their course and attempt
to make the harbor of either Port Stanley or Port Burwell.
I therefore claim that Port Rowan or its vicinity is the
only place where a harbor can be constructed which will be
advantageous to the marine interest, and I claim that is the
interest that should be consulted before any stops are taken
in that respect, and that from a harbor constructed at either
Port Burwell or Port Stanley mariners would receive no
benefit. I hope the hon. Minister will give this matter his
best consideration.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There is a memorial in the
Department from shipowners, mariners, etc., of Buffalo,
praying for the construction of a harbour at or near Long
Point. We have also a report from Mr. Richard Stephens,
in 1879. I think these are all the papers we have, and they
will be brought down.

Motion agreed to.

IMMIGRATION AND COLONIZATION COMMITTEE

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I beg to move, with the
consent of the House, that Messrs. Baker (Victoria), and
Jackson, be added to the Standing Committee on Coloniza-
tion and Immigration.

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

After Recess.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-EASTERN
SECTION.

Mr. EDGAR moved for:
Copies of the estimates in detail furnished to the Government by the

Canadian Pacific Railway Conp.ny and by the Government engineers,
upon which the estimated cost of $23,000 per mile was based for the
portion of the eastern section from the 100th mile to the 120th mile west
of Oallander, giving quantitins, clas3ification and riees; also, for a
statement of the actual quantities, description and ci asification of the
work from the 100th mile to the 120th mile west of Callander, on 12th
August, 1884, whenthe aubsidy and loan were paid by the Government
as for a completed âne.

He said: It will be observed that the resolution is limited
to the section of twenty miles, from the one hundredth
mile to the one hundred and twentieth mile west
of Callander. The reason of that i@, that this portion of the
Une is the first which was paid for under the Act of last
Session, and also, it was estimated at 823,000 per mile,
which was a different and smalle- estimate than that for
any other portion of the eastern section. So that I desire,
in drawing attention to this particular portion of the
eastern section, to keep this portion separate from the rest.
The House will recollect that last Session an Act was
passed which related to the mode of payment of the sub-
sidy of 815,385 a mile, which hsd been apportioned to the
eastern section as a cash payment, and also related to the
distribution, advance and payment, over that same eastern
section, of the proportion of the loan of $22,500,000, which
was by that Act made payable to this section. The way in
which the Act provided that the subsidy should be paid
and that portion of the loan should be paid, was the same.
Both payments were governed by the second section of that
Act. That section provided as follows:-" That the money,
subsidy hereatter payable to the company may be paid as the
work on either section of the railway proceeds, in the
proportion which the value of the work done on such

section, and for which payment is demanded, bears to the
value of the whole work now remaining to be done under the
contract upon such section." It cannot seriously be argued
that it makes no difference what was the estimate of this
particular portion, or what the payments on this particular
portion were, so long as the entire sum made payable in
respect of the eastern section should not be exceeded in the
whole. I do not think that could possibly be fairly contended
for, becAuse while it is true that the proportion of money
payable on this section must bear the same proportion as to
the value of the wvork remaining to be done as the monies
payable on the other se-tion, and it is true that this section
is a very cheap one, and there are other very dear sections,
some as high as $80,000 per mile, still it is perfbetly
clear that it is a very important and a material question
for the House to ascertain whether the estimate for this
section was not less than the actual value. If the estimates
and payments on this particular portion of the wo-k, or on
any other particular portion, are less than the actual value, I
admit that so long as the gross amount is not exceeded it
made little or no difference. But if it should appear, as I
think it will appear, that the estimate for the section is
greater than the actual value, and that the payments made
by the Government to the railway company are really
largely in excess of the total value of the work done on this
section, thon it is most material that the Home shou'd know
it, and by granting this return the House will te able to ascer-
tain it. I do not ask in the return for statements of the pay-
ments made on this twenty mile section, because we have
returns now before the House which show thoFe payments.
I do not ask for the profiles of this section to be laid before
the House, because we have had them brought down, sud I
have had an opportunity of examining them very carefally,
with such assistance as I could get, and I think, therefore,
that the only quantities which it is necessary to ascertain
are those I ask for in the resolutioni We have seen the
payments, and we have seen the profiles. Now, though I
am only a lawyer, and not an engineer, I think I a &able to
form a very fair idea of the cost of this portion, by examining
the profile, and I was assisted in investigating into it by a
very able ongineer. On these twenty miles 1 found onty one
mile of beavy rock work. I found four miles in whichthere
was somo light rock work, and fifteen miles in which there
was no rock and no difficulty of any kind. It was merely
levelling, or what engineers and contractors call '"scraper
work." The other day, in answer to a question, the Acting
Minister of Railways gave me some information which will
help us very materially to arriva at what was the actual
cost, and what should have been the proper estimated
value of these twenty miles. He informed me that
the fixed sum which appeared in the progress estimates
which are before me, of $5,100 a mile, included the rails, the
sleepers, the track-laying, the engineering, buildings, water
service and ballasting. The estimate seoms to be fair and I do
not think anybody can find fault with it. Then, in those
progress estimates which are before me, I find another fixed
item, which enables us to get further at the value of the
twenty miles-that is the item of bridging, which is put at
81,500, whereas, as a matter of fact, on this particular portion
the bridging is very light, and this estimate is a largely
excessive one. We have, therefore, for these items, a total of
$6,600 per mile. Now, the only items, except excavations,
which can be included in the wo'k to complete that road, are
clearing, close-cutting and grubbing, and it is perfectly easy
te estimate what those a-e. In order that there msy be no
mistake as to the prices of that worýk and the excavation, I
turned up a contract which had been entered into by the
Government with Messrs. Purcell & Co.,e in 187, for the
construction of over 10 miles between English River and
Eagle River, on the Port Arthur and Winnipeg sec4on. Thore
were two prices in that contract-one lower sad the other
higher. The latter was for the constructioní of a work at an
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early period, so I take the schedule prices of quantities per
acre in that contract, and I find, going into the minutest
details, that it came to $176 per mile for clearing, close-
cutting and grubbing. That makes, therefore, except for
excavation, the sum of $6,776 per mile. Now, fortunately,
in these profiles which I had the privilege of examining in
the House, the actual quantities for a very great part of
these twenty miles were given, and -we can ascertain what
the quantities were from that source. By calculating all
these quantities, as if all the excavations in the cuts were
wasted, and not used; and allowing in the same way for all
the filing, there would be only in this light work, at the most,
an excavation of 12,000 yards per mile. An engineer who
looked at the matter very carefully and made the calculations,
expressed his willingness to eat any earth which there was
over that quantity, and it is quite apparent that it is a low
estimate. Now there was only one mile in which there
was any rock, and four with a trifling quantity of rock,
and from the profiles there could not be over 30,000
yards altogether in that section. Take that figure and
take in addition 12,000 yards per mile of earth, and we
have an earth excavation of 240,000 yards, at the price
in Messrs. Purcell & Co.'s contract, of 26 cents per yard,
which is a good price, and we have 862,400. Add the 30,000
yards of rock which we take also at Purcell & Co.'s highest
contract rate, 81.55 per yard, and we have $46,500, making,
for the excavation, $108,900 on the twenty miles, or at the
rate of 85,445 a mile; and any one who examines the profiles
and sees the quantities upon it will at once understand that
that is a full estimate. Add that to the other fixed charges
which we ascertained the other day from the Minister of
Railways, and we have $12,221 per mile as the entire cost
without equipment. The Minister, perhaps, couldtell me if
he included the equipment or not. If he did, the estimates
on that section will only be 8 1,300 per mile more at any
rate, which makes $13,521 per mile for that section. Now
that result is obtained from the examination of such
information as has been laid before the House up to
this time, as to that particular section. But we have
some other evidence as to the cost of a line such as this
is, from the engineers of the Canadian Pacifie Railway
themselves. Mr. S. B. Reed, engineer for the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, reported, only on the 9th of Septem-
ber last, to Mr. Van Horne, after a minute personal in
spection of a large section of the country in British
Columbia, on 113 miles there, in which he elaborately
described the nature of the country, and in which he showed
there is a great deal of rock, that there is very heavy work
among the timber of the Pacifie coast, which necessitates the
expenditure of some thousand of dollars a mile for clearing
and grnbbing; and yet with all that, making a description
of the country which is infinitely heavier work than this
before us, he estimates that it can all be done, including
station buildings and water service, for $16,600
per mile. Therefore, I think anybody who looks
at this section from the information whieh is before
the House, must come to the conclusion that its cost, in-
cluding equipment, could not be more than $15,000 per mile.
If it has cost more, the returns asked for in this motion will
show it; and if it has not cost more, what has been tbe re-
slt ? The result has been, that the moment the Act of last
Session was passed-and the House will remember that the1
RoyAl assent was given to that Act in a great hurry on thet
5th of March-and ever since thon, monthly and semi-1
monthly, the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company has been1
drawing cash from the Government on account of subsidyi
and on account of loan. On the 12th of August last they1
had drawn, less 10 per cent., which is kept back until thet
whole section is ifished, $23,000 a mile in cash on thisi
section as completed road. As I believe it did not cost1
them to build, even if they had paid their ontractors, more1
than from $13,000 to $15,000 a mile, the country has beenE

Mr. E)GA8.

paying theC ompany from 88,000 te $10,000 a mile more
than it cost te build, besides giving them the road thus
built and 9,000 acres a mile, in addition te other good things
in the shape of guarantees of their stock and portions of
the road handed over te them. Se far, therefore, I think a
very strong case bas been made out for asking the Govern-
ment to give this additional information.

M. POPE. There is not the lightest objection te bring-
ing down all the information we have upon this in regard
te these twenty miles; but I can say te the hon. gentleman
that the rate of 623,000 a mile was first established during
last Session by a comparison of the profiles note of these
twenty miles alone, but of 109 miles on the lino from Sud-
bury Junction te twenty-seven miles east of Dog Lake. The
twenty miles were included in ·the 109 miles. Of course, I
cannot speak positively about these twenty miles, for I have
not now the information, and I think it would have been
just as well if the hon. gentleman had waitcd until ho got tho
information, if it is information he wants. before discussing
this matter. However, all the papers touching these twenty
miles will be brought down, but I doubt if we can bring
any down with respect te the twenty miles alone.

Motion agreed te.

Mr. RDGAR. The motion I now desire te prose will
meet entirely the objection of the hon. Minister of Railways,
because it covers the eighty miles which, together with the
twenty miles, make the 100 miles which the hon, gentleman
says were taken into consideration when this estimate of
$23,000 a mile was made for the twenty miles. I am afraid
my hon. friend is a little astray in his figures, for if he looks
at the matter he will find that the whole of the rest of this
100 miles is estimated at $27,000 a mile; so that it is impos.
sible that it can be taken into consideration te estimate
.623,000 a mile for the twenty miles. I took the twenty
miles up first, because the estimate for them was the lowest
estimate. Now, the resolution which I propose, dealing with
this further portion, is this :

Copies of the estimates in detail furnished to the Government by the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company and the Government engineers, upon
which the estimated cost of $27,000 per mile was based for the portion
of the eastern section from the 120th mile to the 200th mile west of
Callander, giviug quantities, classification and prices for each division
of twenty miles; also, for a statement of the actual quantities, descrip-
tion and classification ot the work, from the 120th mile to the 200th mile
west of Callander,on the 30th November, 1884, when the subsidy and
loan were paid as for a Uine completed, except station buildings and
water service, for which $6,000 in ail was kept back.

Now, this will entirely meet the on. gentleman's difficulty
about the twenty miles, and I am glad he will be so
thoroughly satisfied, because there is a great deal about theso
eighty miles which we would like te know. The profile of that
portion of the road was aleo in my hands, and was very carc-
fully examined by an expert. We found from it that more
than half of that portion was absolutely without rock at all,
and at least half of that is light scraper work, such as Ihave
been describing most of the twenty miles to be; and it is
te be observed that 83,000 a mile more was estimated for
that and paid for that. If we assume that the figures which
I gave with reference te the twenty miles are correct-and
they will ho found to be absolutely correct by any one who
examines them-the additional $3,000 per mile which bas
been paid for these eighty miles would cover the cost of3,000
exra yards of rock on the half where there is any rock, and
would pay $2 a yard for it-a great deal more rock, and a
great deal bigger price than they need allow. That
wouldstill leave on this section of eighty miles an over-
payment of about $10,000 a mile. I am assuming that ail
that had to be filled was filled, net with temporary trestle
work or trestle work of a cheap character, but honesty
filled, as the profile says it ought te be filled.
It is well known that about a week ago an unfortunate
event occurred on this very portion of the line, this eighty
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miles, which was paid for in cash by the Government as a
completed line on the 80th November, 1884, according to
the papers we have before us. Between [60 and 170 miles
west of Callander there was an unfortunate accident, when a
construction train broke down the trestle work and six cars
fel throug . I o not know whether that was on any of the
trestle work called temporary. Certainly, judging from
the result, it was exceedingly temporary; it did not last till
any passenger traffic went on the road at al, but it lasted
until the road was paid for at the rate of $27,000 a mile, or
810,000 a mile more than it cost. This subject is so im-
portant that we may as well discuss it thoroughly. All
over the country it has been stated that the construction of
this portion te which I refer has been exceedingly bad; that
it was built in a wretched way ; that it was rushed through,
in many respects, in an unfiuished manner. I think we
should have the papers I have called for, in order to ascer
tain the value of these statements. And remember, I have
based my calculations on a good road. I do not want to
give currency to more rumnors about loose construction- .

Mr. POPE. Hear, hear.
Mr. EDGAR. The hon. gentleman says "hear, hear." I

hope ho will agree with me in the opinion that the proper
way to proceed in this matter is, if there are people who
say they have personal knowledge of the defects in that
construction, these people should be asked to make their
statements over their own signature. I have taken the
liberty of doing that, and I have here a few documents
which show these statements are not more rumors. With
the permission of the House I will read a few of these docu-
ments, whieh refer to the manner in which this part of the
road has been constructed. I have in my hand now the
statutory declaration of Hensley Reed Holinden, now of the
city of Ottawa, county of Carleton, clerk, who solemnly
declares :

a' That I have been employed upon the construction of the eastern divi-
sion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway from the 6th day of September,
1884, to the 21st day of January, 1885; that I have travelled upon the
train from Sudbury to Nemogosenda, a distance of about 163 miles west
of Sudbury, an d I bave waked ovor nearly ail the portions of tdeoroad
extendiug fromu about eighty miles beyond Sudbury to Nemogoseuda, a
distance of upwards of eighty miles, while I was in the employment of
the said railway company, as aforesaid , that there 1s a large quantity
of trestle work used in the construction of the line ail the way from
Sudbury to Nemogosenda, a considerable portion of which will require
te be filled in before the railway can be said to be perzuanently completed;
that such trestle work la commonly ased instead of filling, and
a culvert wherever the road bed is built across streams or creeks.
That some of the tresttes so employecd are very low, ad one about ten or
eleven miles above Negoyms not being more than 5 or 6 foot high sud up-
wards of 30 feet long. That another well known trestle between Sud-
bury and Biscolassing lu constructed in the form of a letter "S," that is
with reversed curves, and is commonly regarded ify those using the road
as dangerous and unsafeo• thst the amount of trestie work upon the
wh)ole of that part of the line abovo mentioned is very considerable, and
the whole work bas been pushed forward with great haste and with
little regard to permanence or durability ; that the common under-
standing among those engaged in the construction of the road is that
the trestle work upon the line is only iatended as a temporary work,
and that it is intended to replace it by earth filing or other permanent
work. And I make this solemu declaration, conscientiously believing
the same to be true, and by virtue of the Act passed in the 37th year of

eigula ntitled, 'An Act for the Suppression of Voluntary

This is a solenm doclaration, made 13th February, 1885. It
will be perbaps contended that the trestles above described
were all for temporary work, only, unfortunately, this line
has been paid for as a completed work. I have another
document, the declaration of Alfred Norris, now of the city
of Ottawa, laborer, who solemnly declares:

" That I was employed in the construction of part of the easten divi-
sion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway from the 23rd day of November,1884, te l8th January, 1885; ihat [ started te vork tvo miles eass of
Negoyas and workedat tie lins both sai and west f NegoYms, sand
ailso on ach Bide of Nemogosenda ; that I was engaged in workiug upon
the gradement Of the line and also in getting the foundation ready forthe treuils vork ; that tise verk of grading is very badly doue jn lots
Of Plaes vs e the meneoud net et oet on account f water. Tie
grade filled iu with mud and ice. -Tht at one place, two miles beyond

Nemogosenda, they had to make a outting 8 fet 3 inbches in depth, and
although we were working in water up to ur knees we could only get
down 2a feet 3 luches and could not get any lower on account of the
water. The water filled this in at night after we had finished ourwork,
and a few days atter the ties and rails were laid over this part of the line on
top of the ice. That in another place I was sent to pre .are the founidation
for some trestle work near Nenogosenda, and the foot of the trestles
Was laid upon a tie eut in two, which rested on ice and water, and a
few stones thrown in on the surface of a soil of black muck or bog, in
such a way that the trestle nust settle down as soon as the les thawi ;
that the work of repairing the foundation, for the trestme above de.
asiribed, vas doue under thse direction of the corupauy's foremani that
the grade for the greater part of the distance over which I worked is
made up of black muck and muss, pieces of ice and stumps, frosen
mous and some anduand clay that the surface soi kisgenerally compas-
ed of black muck, covered wit 1 moss, which was taken from thse side sud
thrown on to the grade, but we were not able to get veryfar down, so as
to get more solid material, on account of the water which fdowed in and
filled the hole while we were digging; that I have been employed upot
railways for more than ten years in England and have seen a good deal
or railway construction and repair ¡ that in my opinion the portion of the
road-bed of the Canadian.Pacific Railway above described will have ta
be aIl rebuilt before it will be possible to run trains on it, and the
present grade and road-bed will melt and be washed away when the iço
and soil thaw in the spring."

There is another short affidavit, the declaration of John
Reeves, of the city of Ottawa, who declares as follows :-
" That I was employed in the construction of pari of the eastern division

of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, from the 23rd day of Novemoer, 1884,
to the 18ti day of January, 1885; that I wa employed in the same gang
vush Alfred No:ris, sud worked with hlm. duriug the eaid period. Thmt
1 have heard his deciaration, dated thie 21st day of February, 1885,
read, and that I believe that the said declaration is true in every respect.
That I have woriaed upon ;he cunEtruction of ,the Quebec, Mortreal,
Ottawa & Occidental Railway, between Ottawa and Montreal ; that, in
my opinion, a great part of the grade and the road-bed over which I
have worked on the Canadian Pacifie Railway will melt or wasti away
in the spring thaw as this foundation, for loig distances together, is only
black muck and swamp, and the grade is largely composed f frozen
moess, frozen mack, and ice, some asand, and àlittie clay.'

Now, these declarations are made by people who were on
the promises and who were engaged in the work, and who
have, as I am informed and believe, no interest one way or
the other, for or against the company or the contractors
and, if the hon. gentlemen wants to satisfy the Hoiuse an
the country that they are not correct, the sooner they bring
down the answer to this motion the better. The first thing
I ask for is the estimates of the company themselves,
upon which the $2 1,000 a mile was based; thon the esti-
mates of the Government engineers, bocause they inay
not have been the same; they may or may not have
agreed with tho estimates of the company upon which
that is based; and thon I ask for that which is muchs
more important than either, what has been obtained, or
can bo btained, or ought to have been obtained long ago,
when the Government was paying to the extent of
$27,000 a mile, I want to know what were the actual
honest quantities in the road and what was the cost
at a fair estimate. If the Government brings down the
return, the whole question will be set at rest one way or
thse other.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman assumes that we are
paying for a comploted road ail the time. Now, our pay.
ments are made for the work donc per yard, whether the
road is completed or not, but we do not base our payments
on the statements of men who corne down from that
district and tell all kinds of stories, but upon the statements
of the engineers of the Department. Lot me tell my hon.
friend that one of these engineers, and the engineer who
made these estimates, is Mr. Ridout, whom ho must be
acquainted with, and it is upon his returns that every single
dollar of this'is paid. In no instance on any part of the
road has a single dollar been paid, except upon the estimates
of the engineers reported to us. It is true that Mr. Ridont
has not gone all over the road, but he has gone all over this
part of it, and we have paid exactly as we should have
paid for every yard of earth or rock tiat Las been moved
upon this section. If we are to take thbe stories of everyone
who comes down from there, if the hon. gentleman is going
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te proceed to debate these questions upon the steries or
affidavits of everyone who considers himself in.jured for this,
that and the other, if we are to have that kind of debate
before the hon. gentleman gets the information, we shall
have plenty to do, and may keep on the debate all through
the Session. We prefer to debate this upon the estimates of the
engineers when they are brought down, upon the estimates of
their engineers and ours, because they had to come to an un-
derstanding. and upon these there can be no mistake. I know
something about this road. I travelled over a considerable
part of the road the hon. gentleman spoke about, and it is a
road fit to run sixty miles an hour upon. I know it can be
ran upon easily at the rate of sixty miles an heur, and I did
net amk for letters from disappointed workmen, I did net go
down picking up this information and getting ther te make
declarations. He makes a formal matter of bringing these
statements, as if we were going to take these astories and
affidavits in the place of the reports of our engineers and
in the stead of what I have seen in travelling over the road.
I do net say there is not some trestle work. There is not a
great deal. I do not say it will net be filled some time or
other ; of coare it will. Al these things will go in time,
but there are trestles, not very high, as he says, that in
eight or ten years undoubtedly will have to be put in, as on
the Thunder Bay branch, built by my hon. friend Mr.
Mackonzie, we have already had te put in. But this. is
permanent t, estle work. I have heard nothing about any
accident, but the papers will be brought down, as far as they
can be.

Motion agreed to.
Mr. EDGAR moved for:

Copies of all Estimates, Reports and evidence,,not already laid
before the House, upon which the Government engineers made their
progreus estimates numbers 28 and 29, Eastern Section, Western
Division Canadian Pacifie Railway.

He said : I have here copies of the progress estimates which
were brought down to the House, and I find that, on the
30th September, by progress estimate No. 28, relating to
the western division of the eastern section, that means the
portion from Nepigon this way, not counting from Callan-
der-the estimate brought down, and signed by some
gentlenen-Mr. Caddy, I think, signs this one, and also
Mr. Chamberlain, and Mr. Lynch, and Mr. Collingwood
Scbreiber, the chief engineer himself-it is a very formal
Socument, and I must attach some importance to this-the
total amount of work donc and materials delivered to that
date was se much money, showing a balance to be paid,
over and above what was paid before, of $751,858. Now
that is a very elaborately signed document, and purports to
be, I suppose, a truc statement of what it says, the total value
of the work done and material delivered up te the 30th Sep-
tember, 1884, on the western portion of the eastern section.i
Now, remember, Sir, this is in detail-there is no lumping 1
here-and it shows how much was on the thirty-four milesj
from Nepigon to Gravel Bay, how much on the ninety-fivei
miles from Gravel Bay east, and how much on the1
125 five mile section and on the twenty-seven mile section,1
and it shows the actual percentage of grading-96 per'
cent. of grading done at one place, 59 per cent. in another,i
se many sleepers, se much percentage of grading and1
bridging, se much for engineering on another section,
etc.-all very carefully and elaborately done, showing the1
total amount done up te that date, and calling for the pay-
ment of 8751,F58; that was very promptly attended te by
the Governor in Council and paid on the 6th of October, and
strange te say, the next estimate, No. 29, signed by the sane E
gentlemen, Mr. Caddy, Mr. Chamberlain, Mr. Lynch and Mr.i
Schreiber, covering absolutely the same section-remember
one was the 30th of September, giving the total amount donci
to that date, and the other the lst ot October, 1884-shows1
the strange result that there was $1,078,171 worth of work1

Mr. op!.

done upon that section between the 30th of September and
the lst of October, this year. Now, Sir, I think that is what
requires explanation, and I have no doubt whatever the hon.
gentleman can explain it off hand. I can show from these
papers how that million was made up exactly. It was made
up by changing the 59 per cent. bridging to 68 per cent. on
the thirty-four miles; by changing the 41 per cent. bridging,
which was all that was done on th 30th Septerftbor, to 69
per cent, on the ninety-five miles, as being done on the lst of
October, and changing the grading.from 91 per cent. to 97
on the ninty-five miles; and then there were
12,400 additional ties, and the raising the percentage
of grading and bridging, etc., on other parts. It was not a
lump estimate, but a detail elaborately given. But the
most striking and original item put in there that occurred
on this line between the 30th September and lst October,
was $100,000 for "tote roads,' or service roads, added
into that estimate. I have no doubt that the hon. gentle-
man will explain all that. This million dollars was
added in and it was paid; it was not merely put in
there for amusement, but actually paid, because the Order
in Council was passed on the 9th October, and it was paid
on the 10th, although on the 6th October 8750,000 had been
paid on this very same piece of work. It was not because
they had not got the money, because on the 1st September
they had received $1,220,000 on the same section. I have
no doubt the hon. gentleman can oxplain it, but it does
seem to me that when the engineers certified that the total
work of one day is a million less than that cor tified to the
next day, it is worth while that the House looked into it.

Mr. POPE. There is no trouble in bringing that down.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-CHANGE IN
ROLLING STOCK ON WEST DIVISION.

Mr. EDGAR moved for:

copies of ail applications, statements, estimates or letters sent from
the Canadian Pacifie Railway to the Government or any of its officiais;
in relation te the change made by the Government between 7th April,
1884, and 16th May 188t, in the dealing with rolling stock in progres
estimates and payments in the eastern section, western division, and
copies of ali correspondence and papers upon the same subject.

He said: My reason for moving this return is this: In
regard to the estimate No. 18, which is dated 7th April, 1884,
Sir Charles Tupper, who was then Minister of Railways, held
back on this western division of the eastern section $450,700
for rolling stock. Now it is a curious circumstance that on
the very next estimate of this western division, No.15, (No.
14 relates to the other end), which is dated lst of May last
year, it appears that although not one mile of that portion of
the road is finished, the whole $450,000 that had been held
back by Sir Charles Tapper for rolling stock was allowed
for and paid out to the railway company by the hon. gentle-
man who is now Acting Minister of Railways, on the first cer-
tificate that he signed after Sir Charles Tupper left, and
there is no evidence that any rolling stock was delivered.
Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, I should not say it was allowed for
rolling stock; it was not really allowed for rolling stock,
but it was put into the grading and paid for after that in the
grading. The rough estimate for grading was inereased by
$450,700 at one fell swoop by the present Acting Minister
of Railways. Now the estimates either allowed for
rolling stock or they did not; if they did-and Sir Charles
Tupper, in this House, last year, as reported in the Ransrd,
stated that the estimate for finishing the road did allow for
it-then this sum of $450,700, and also another sum on the
other end of this section, in the estimate No. 12, of $68,000,
altogether $518,700, were paid over before one mile of the
road was completed for rolling stock, by the Acting
Minister. Now, if these estimates did not include the rolling
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stock-I do not know, but my hon. friend will say, whether
they did or did not-then the estimates I made beflore, on my
former motions, are correct as to the cost of the twenty
miles and of the eighty miles. But, as a matter of fact,
it appears that whi.e Sir Charles Tapper was Minister
of Railways, rolling stock was included, and afterwards
it was certainly paid for by grading - it was called
grading, and was paid for as such. Al the per-
centage calculations of grading are made on this sum of
$518,000, which Sir Charles Tupper said he was reserving
Por rolling stock, but which the Acting Minister of Railways
puts into grading, and has been paid the company ever
since on grading. I trust that the return called .or and
the explanation given by the Acting Mininter, will enable
the House to understand whether rolling stock was in it or
not; and if it was in it, where the rolling stock is which
was paid for before a mile of the railway was completed.

Mr. POPE. The papers will be brought down. I can
say to the hon, gentleman, that there is no rolling stock
paid for which was not put on the road; and when it was
put on the road, it was paid for according to the understand-
ing and agreement.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend's difficulty is, that what
bad, before this last estimate, been reserved to pay for
rolling stock, which is certainly included in the gross esti-
mates made, was afterwards applied to grading, paid for as
grading and not as rolling stock.

Mr. POPE. I know the hon. gentleman says so, but it is
not the fact.

Mr. BLAKE. It is so in the progress ostimates, because
I'saw it.

Mr. POPE. Because it had been kept out, and when it
was put in it had been paid for.

Mr. BLAKE. The payment is not for rolling stock, but
the sum which was formerly reserved for rolling stock is
taken into grading. The snm reserved for rolling stock is
absorbed in grading, according to the progress estimates.

CANADA AGRICULTURAL INSURANCE COMPANY.

Mr. AMYOT moved for:
A statement showing the receipts and expenditure of the liquidators

of the Canada Agricultural Insurance Company, f rom date of appoint-
ment up to this day, giving in detail the names of shareholders who have
paid instalmente, the dates and amounts of payments made, the balances
due, the amount now owing by each shareholder, and the amounts for
which they were liable when the company was put in liquilation ; also
a detailed statement of the sums paid by the said liquidators, the names
of the persons to whom payments were made, the dates thereof, the
objects for which such payments were made, and aIl other information
necessary to sh 3w precisely the financial condition of the said insolvent
company, including astatement of the affaira of the company when it
was placed in liquidation."

He said: I move this motion in the interests of the stock-
holders of the company. Saven years ago this company
was declared insolvent. In the beginning stock was taken
under false preterices, if I am rightly informed, through the
agency of the company. Those who were asked to take
stock were told that they would never be called upon to
puy more than a certain amount. The next thing they
knew was that the company had become insolvent. As the
insolvency of the company took place seven years ago, one
would think that the risks would now be over;' but, instead
of such being the fact, the amount due by the company
soms to increase every year. There is another peculiarity.
The courts in Ontario have dismissed actions brought by the
liquidators, asking that stockholders be compelled to pay
amounts due. That caused the liquidators to incur costs.
The courts in the Province of Quebec have, on the other
hand, maintained the actions. So, while in one Province
cases are dismissed with costs, in another Province the stock.
holders are compelled to pay the coeets, together with the

amount of shares for which they were declared liable.
Besides,inQuebec, I am toldthatagreatdeal of discrimination
is exercised by the liquidators. They will ask payments from
certain stockholders while they make no demands on others,
who are quite able to pay. From these circumstances those
people who were induced, by false pretences, to take stock
in the company, find themselves in a very awkward position.
They do not know when their liability will tertninate. I
hope that by having this return brought down a clue may
be found which will place them in a position to seek the
protection of the courts. Liquidators have been appointed
by Parliament, and Parliament is in a position to ask them
for an account. I hope the Government will do thoir best
to have an account furnished as soon as possible.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). Mr. Speaker,
I do not know whether we will be able te give to the hon.
member the information asked for, but we will do our best
to meet his desires on that point. I thought that the Min.
ister of Finance would b here to-night, and that he would
be prepared to give-the information sought for by the hon.
member, but as he is absent, I make this reserve, because
I am unable to answer in a precise manner.

Motion agreed to.

DOMINION SUBSIDES TO THE PROVINCES.

Mr. AMYOT moved for:
Copies of all correspondence since lot January last, between the

Dominion Government and the Government of the Province of Quebec,
in rela ion to an increase or readjustment of the Dominion subsidy to
hie several Provinces, incinding any letter written to that end by one
of the said Governments to the other, or by any of the Ministers thereof in
relation to the subject; also of any such correspondence with any of the
other Provinces of the Dominion.

He said: This question is one very well known to the House
and te the country. I do not belong to a Province which
threatens secession, as another Province is now doing, but I
belong to the Confederation which we seek to keep solid
and make prosperous. It has been created by men of
good will, by patriots. It was then understood that
a certain share of work should be given to each Province,
and to attain this end certain revenues were necessary.
It was impossible to foresee, at the beginning, what monies
should be apportioned and would derive to each Province,
Now, we have the materials of eighteen years, and we see
by the arrangements made that money enough is not loft
oach Provinco to accomplish its share of Çonfedoration. I
think, thorefore, that the time has come when we should
give to each Province of the Confederation, the necessary
strength and money to accomplish its end, putting each
Province within the possibility ofdoing its share. I think the
whole Dominion is strong and wealthy enough to bring in
measures to attain that end, se that ail parts of the Con.
federation will feel easy and their work wilil b botter done
in the future.

Motion agreed to.

BANKRUPT ESTATES.

Mr. MACMILLAN (Middlesex), for Mr. MiTELL
moved for:

Return from all offizial assignees under the Bankrupt Act of 1839, and
subsequent Acte in amendment thereof, for a list of all e3tates of which
they were assig-ees. The estimated value of the several estates when
taken possession of by the assignee. The amoun t realise i frou each
estate. A list of creditors of each estate severalIy, and the amouat of
dividende.sevérally paid to each of the said creditors. The several
amounts in detail retained by the said assignees in each ustate for their
charges for management thereof. The amounts severally held by the
several assignees which they have neglected or declined to pay over to
sucb creditors as are entitled thereto, on each and every estate. Also a
copy severaly fromr each and every asuîgnae on each estate, of the cer-
tificate of is disharge (rom the court, as laidowa by oWd Act sud the
4meiidzenti thereof.
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Mr. BLAKE. Surely, Sir, there must be some defect in

this motion. I do not hear anything about the Grand Trunk.
Mr. MACMILLAN (Middlesex). It is not the same

gentleman who moves in the Grand Trunk.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I would be most happy to

consent to the granting of this return, but I do net think
that we really can supply the information. These returns
have not been made, and a number of those who were
official assignees throughout the country are dead. I think,
therefore, that it would be better for the hon, gentleman to
withdraw lis motion, and perhaps my hon. friend, in whose
name it stands (Mr. Mitchell), will at another period be able
to limit himself te something we can give. Even if it
were possible to supply this information, it would make an
immense return and would take at least two yoars to bring
it down.

Motion withdrawn.

INDIAN TROUBLES AT METLAKATLA.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE moved for:
Copies of all correspondence between the Government of British

Columbia or any other person, and the Dominion Government, in refer-
ence to the troubles at Metlakatla in the year 1884.
He said: I desire only to make a few remarks with re-
ference to this matter. I regret much that there has been
any trouble in this settlement of Metlakatla, which las been
quiet for a number of years. I am informed that some
twenty-five years ago the Rev. Mr. Duncan went to this
place as a missionary, and on arriving in that settlement,
he found that cannibalism and cruelty existed to a very
large extent, but through bis energetic and zealous labours
he succeeded in winning those people over to a very high
state of civilisation, and he as done, I can say, a great and a
noble work. He succeeded, Sir, in inducing those people to
do away with their wigwams and to build louses for them-
selves, as white people generally do. Not only that, but he
started industries of varions kinds, and in duced the Indians
in that locality to adopt habits of economy and industry.
Through his instrumentality churches and school bouses
were established. Everything went on very prosperously
in that little settlement, until some three years ago,
when the bishop was sent there by the Church Mis-
sionary Society. On his arrival there, and before he
had time to acquire an intelligent knowledge of the
manners and customs of those Indians, he at once com-
menced to condemn the work of Mr. Duncan, who had been
there for at loast twenty-four or twenty-five years. This,
of course, agitated the minds of the [ndians, who were
very much attached to Mr. Duncan. The bishop commenced
to erect a building on the Indian reserve, to which the
Indians in that locality objected. The result was that a
difference occurred, the bishop wishing to step into the
boots of Mr. Duncan and have Mr. Duncan retire
from the work in which he had been engaged for a number
of years. Of course Mr. Duncan declined. However, the
bishop succeeded, I believe, in gaining over to his side some-
thing like a dozen of Indians, whilst Mr. Duncan had at least
1,000 who adhered to him, and who raised strong objections
to this bishop erecting bis buildings on the reserve. The
result was that there was a little skirmish between them
and the bishop, wishing to have the support of the Govern-
ment at his back, I presume, sent word down to
Victoria that there was a great riot at Metlakatla.
The result was, that a gunboat was sent up north to protect
the bishop and his half dozen Indian followers- whom he
had with him. When the gunboat arrived there, it found
that the trouble was simply a tempeast in a teapot-that
there was no riot, except in the bishop's own mmd. To
send that gunboat there cost considerable money. I believe
it has cost the Goverument 06,000 or 07,000 to send gun.

Mr, MAcmILLAN.,

boats there; and they have been sent there twice during
the last three years. This is a matter which should be
taken into the serious consideration of the Government,
especially at this juncture of the affairs of British Columbia,
when so many people are going there and settling on her
lands and wishing to go into the inteiior. There is no doubt
that any report of the troubles among the natives would
greatly retard the settlement of the country, and hence the
necessity of prompt action being taken to enquire into a
matter of this kind. There is no doubt that great dissatis-
faction is growing up among the Indians of that countre.
Apart from this little trouble whichl has occurred between
the Indians and the bishop, the I-dians have
not the confidence in the officials to-day that
they did have. I remember hearing of a council held
at Metlakatla with the Indians. They complained of
grievances, and they had the promise of the official that
they would be attended to; but I am informed that no
attention whatever was paid to that promise. The conse.
quence was, that when the official returned to that locality
a second time the Indians refused to take his word, unless
he would put it in writing. This is a matter of very great
importance, and I feel certain that having brought it to the
notice of the Government they will look into the matter at
once and do whatever is tecessary under the circumstances.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In the absence of the First
Minister, I may say to my hon. friend who moved this reso-
lution, that the troubles mentioned as having taken place at
Metlakatla were very much exaggerated. Of course, for
obvious reasons, I do not wish to express an opinion about
the dissensions between Mr. Duncan and the lord bishop
who went up there; but, I think, these difficulties have
disappeared, to a very great extent, and that so far as
serious troubles amongst the Indians are concerned, thero
need not be any apprehension on the .part of immigrants
going to that country to settle. This matter has not failed
to receive the attention of the Minister who presides over
the Department of Indian Affairs, and I am sure that his
attention will be still further directed to the matter, after
the speech of the hon. gentleman. There is no objection to
the production of the papers.

Mr. GORDON. From the appearance of affairs in British
Columbia at the present time, I am under the impression
that tho trcubles at Metlakatla are more serions than the
hon. Minister of Public Works supposes. Only a few
months ago a commission was sent by the Local Govern-
ment to enquire into the matter, and so far as I can judge
from the report of that commission, the Indians at Met.
lakatla have only insisted on what they think to be their
rights. They have been taught under the Rev. Mr. Duncan
for a number of years, who, as my hon. friend states, hias
brought these savages to a state of civilisation. They have
their own councils, they have their own factories of various
kinds, and they have been pursuing a life of sobriety and
industry. They have their own schools and their own
church, and they have established a council, which the
authorities in the Province seem to comptain is at variance
-with the Indian laws passed by this Parliament. Under
the circumstances, I think it would be well for the Govern-
ment to enquire very closely in what respect the Indian Act
may conflict with the council established at Metlakatla.
That council has grown up during the past twenty-five
years, having existed long before the laws of Canada were
applied to British Columbia. The Indians along the coast are,
as a general rule, more or less under the influence of Kr.
Duncan. e has educated them, they labor along the coast
in varions capacities, on the steamers and in fishing,and there
is scarcely a place along the coast of British Columbia and
Alaska where the influence of that gentleman among the
Indian ais not felt. Now, any carelessness or dereliction of
duty on the part of the Government of this Dominion or
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the officials in British Columbia will have a tendency to
bring on an Indian war in that Province; and we know from
the experience of our neighbors what it is to have an Indian
war. White settlers are scattered at various points through-
out the Province, in fishing, in mining, and in agriculture;
and we know that when Indians declare war they take
vengence on aIl with whom they come in contact, whether
innocent or guilty. I do think it is the duty of the Govern.
ment to make serious enquiry and to take prompt measures
whereby an Indian war may be averted. There is a class of
men who would like to see an Indian war-the class who
visit the coast of British Columbia to traffic in intoxicating
liquors among the Indians, and who are prejudiced against
Mr. Duncan and his teachings, on account of his successful
repression of that traffic at Metlakatla. With regard to what
has arisen in the church in that localityI do not wish to
express an opinion. From all that we can learn and from the
reports of that commission, there does not seem to have been
much christian charity shown, and the least said about the
matter the sooner it will be ended. I desire simply to move
in amendment to my lon. friends' motion that the following
words be added:

Also all correspondence including the Order in Council recommending
the commutation o the death sentence, passed bv the court of British
Oolumbia upon the murderer of Mr. Yeomans.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I would ask my hon. friend
to be kind enough to explain how his amendment agrees
with the first motion-what relation there is between the
two.

Mr. GORDON. My object is to ascertain all the facts in
connection with the commutation of the sentence. It is
essential that we should have them, in order to discuss the
whole question on its merits.

Mr. MILLS. I think the murder of Mr. Yeomans took
p lace at Stickeen River. He was lu company with some
Indians, one of whom, unfortunately, was drowned. Mr.
Yeomans did not report the accident, as is required by the
Indian custom, on his return to the village. He was then
two or three days without reporting the matter, and the
Indians lookel upon him, therefore, as in some way privy
to his doath. The relatives of the drowned man took, ac-
cording to the Indian custom, vengeance on Mr. Yeomans;
one of them killed him. The Indian who committed the
murder was arrested and taken to British Columbia to be
tried. The correspondence of the Canadian Government
with the Indian band shows what the custom is, and also
refers to the fact that the Indian who murdered Mr.
Yeomans, it was feared by the band, would not receive
a fair trial. Of course, there has been a great deal of
discontent among the Indians, not only in that particular
locality but up the Stickeen River, and the representa-
tions from that district, which I have seen, go to show
that there is a very serions prospeet of disturbance be-
tween the Indians and the white population. It has also
been represented in some of the British Columbia papers
that the Government hore have pressed upon the Local Gov-
ernment of British Columbia to make the bishop, or MiW-
sionary Society in his interest, a deed of two acres of land
within the Metlakatla village. The Indians declare that if
that be done they will burn their village and miake war upon
the white population. No doubt this matter is serious, and
there are a number of things connected with the subject
which it would be desirable to have.

Mr. BLAKE. From the correspondence it appears a man-
of-war was necessary to settle the differences between these
holy men. The Indians settled the Yeomans affair accord-
ing to their notion, and the bishop and the other pple
appealed to the, civil power. They want to setti. the
matter aoording to their notion, with vessels of war.
Both aides seem to be equally Christian, as far asI can
judge.

29

Mr. MILLS. I understand that one of the vossels of war
sent there was an American vessel, employed to assist to
keep the peace in the British territory.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. At all events, the papers
will be brought down, as I understand the House wants
complote information in regard to this matter,

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

ANTWERP INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION.

Mr. BERGERON moved for:
copy of aIl correspondence between this Government and the High

Commissioner in England, or the representatives of the Belgian Govern-
ment in this country, or from the Belgian authorities at ome, or an1y
other correspondence and papers concerning the International Exhibi-
tion in Antwerp.

He said: We were told in the Speech from the Throne
by His Excellency the Governor General that:

" An International Exhibition will be opened at Antwerp duringthe
present year, and a Coloial and Indian exhibition is to be held in Lon-
don in 1886. Canada should, I think, be represented in lier varions
manufactures and natural productions on both occasions, and I invoke
yorir consideration of the best means of aiding in these important
objectse"

I saw, the othor day, in some of the newspapers, that the
commissioners had already been appointed. This is a ques-
tion of money, and a national question as well, and from
such points of view this is the place where it should be dis-
cussed. We have had an example, in the Paris Exhibition of
1878, of what these exhibitions are for us. In what capa-
city are we invited to go to Antwerp ? Are we going there
as a nation, or only as a colony ? Of course, any member
can answer that without having the response from the
Government. We are going there as a colony. We were
there in that capacity in 1878. I read, the other day, in a
paper, a long letter signed by Mr. Drolet, who was one of
the commissioners in 1878, who knows what ho is writing
about, and who gives us a good deal of information, whih
may excuse my presenting this motion to-night. At that
exhibition we had a little place in the great square which
was allotted to England. Of course, this was quite natural.
At that exhibition, Sir Cunliffe Owen, who was the Englieh
commissioner, was the man to whom everyone had to ad-
dress himself for anything concerning Canada. If any-
thing was wanted, we had to have recourse to Sir Cunliffe
Owen. It even went so far that official invitations had to
come through Sir Cunliffe Owen. In fact, every time that
Canada, as a country, had to show herself, she was
entirely erased and put aside by the British commis-
sioner. That exposition of Canada's products at the
Poris Exhibition of 1878, cost the Dominion Government
over $200,000. What were the benefits which we derived ?
I will not say it was money spent for nothing. I will
not say it did not do good to Çanada, to expose her pro-
ducts at the general exhibition in Paris; but I may say
that, under other circumstances, we should have had per-
haps, 200 per cent. more benefit than we derived
from that exhibition. I may give, as an example,
what happened to a merchant ofToronto at that Paris
Exhibition of 1878, and perhaps that example will do more
than a long speech, to explain what I want to arrive at.
A gentleman from Toronto, named Malcolm, a dealer in
leathers, had in Paris at that exhibition a splendid show of
his goods. A gentleman visiting the part allotted to
Canada was struck by the sight of a splendid lady's saddle.
He wanted to buy it. Mr. Malcolm had no objection to sell
it, but he asked him to wait a few weeks, and told him iit
would be botter for him to have another saddle made, in
Toronto and brought to Paris, than to take the one which
was exposed. The gentleman consented to this, and Mr.
Malcolm sent to Toronto. The saddle was made the and
shipp.d over to France. Mr. Malcolm had a notice from
the (ustoms authorities to go for that saddle. He went there,
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and ho was not asked 50 per cent. duty, to bring it to
Paris, ho was not asked 75 per cent. duty, but it was en-
tirely prohibited; ho could not bring his saddle to Paris
and sell it, but ho had to send it to England, and it
had to paas as an English saddle at a duty of 5 per cent., If
we are going to-day to Antwerp under the same conditions,
if we have not the right to make our commercial treaties
with the different nations we have to meet in the markets
of Europe, I will not say it is money wasted, but I think we
should either beg our Government to do it, or should find
some way ourselves to do what we want, and to get some
commercial relations with those we have to meet over
there, and then these exhibitions of our goods may bring us
a better result. I may say something further. My motion
doe not tend to that, but it is a case I may refer to en pas-
sant. Every nation exposing its goods in these great
international exhibitions makes it a duty to send there as
its representatives men who speak the language of the
nation where the goods are exhibited. In France, in 1878,
Germany was represented by a .gentleman who spoke as
good French as any Parisian in Paris. As to England,
every one knows that the Prince of Wales speaks French as
well as any Parisian, and every other nationality, without
naming them all, had representatives who spoke the French
language. But Canada alone, with 1,500,000 French
Canadians, was reprosented by Mr. Keefer, who did
not understand one word of French. When Marshall
McMahon passed before the exposition of Canada,
ho thought it his duty to say something in French; ho
thought that, addressing the ropresentative of a country in
wbich at least a third of the people were French, ho would
be perfectly well understood in the language of France; and
he took ad.vantage of the opportunity to thank Canada for
her generosity in sending money a few months before to
the relief othose poor people, the submergés of La Loire;
but, when he thought ho might receive one word of acknow-
ledgment from the commissioner of Canada, Mr. Keefer
made a bow and did not say one word. After the Presi-
dent had gone away, Mr. Keefer turned to a gentleman
beside him, and said, "It is a wonder, and I do not under-
stand it, that the President of France should speak to us as
if we came from the Department of La Loire," that was
the only word which ho had caught. This is not the way
in which to arrange these things, now that we are sending
commissioners to Belgium, where French is the official
language. It is true that the Government may tell me that
Mr. Desjardins or some other gentleman will be appointed.
Some gentleman said that Mr. Drolet and Mr. Perreault
were there in 1878, but they acted more as secretaries than
as representatives of Canada, and probably the same thing
will happen now. I do not make this motion for the sake
of having a Prench Canadian appointed. I do not ask
them to appoint a French Canadian or an English Canadian.
Lot them appoint a Russian, or a German, or any other
man, but let him understand the language of the country
in which Canada is expsng her goods. i am not speaking
of the political side of this question, but only of the com-
mercial aide, and the two papers in which Mr. Drolet's
latter appeared-La Minerve and La Presse-are read by
thousands of readers in our Province, and when they see us
voting money to send a representative of this country to
that exhibition they will be perfectly in the right to ask us
why we do not get some good results to Canada from this
.expenditure. What will be the effect of our exposing our
goods in these international exhibitions? What would be
the best outoome to Canada of these exhibitions? Would
it not be to have oommercial relations, commercial treaties
direotly, either with Belgium or Germany or France, or any
otfier of these countries with whom we might be placed in
eommercial relations? Iremember having spoken of this on
the hustings one day, when my adversary said that England
was Ono.eDto our making treaties with any other nation.

r. BEGEMON.

Well, neow, Mr. Speaker, this is not true. I know, as a fact,
that England is above these little annoyances. England is
too great a nation to prevent 5,000,000 of her sons from
dealing with other nations. And if we do so, will it not put
us in a position to pay the immense debt that we owe to
England? For these considerations. Mr. Speaker, I believe
it is the duty of the Government--whether it happens to be
Conservative or Iiberal-to treat this as a national and not
as a party question. We have here the best interests of
Canada at heart, and I ask the hon. members here assem-
bled to say something or to propose something that may
throw light on the question as to whether we may have
commercial relations with the different countries that we
shall be glad to meet when we go to the International
Exhibition at Antwerp.

Mr. POPE. Of course I shall not undertake to discuss
the question whether Canada ought to make ber own
treaties or not. I will say, however, that no commission
bas yet been appointed in this country. Some gentlemen
are collecting information in Canada, and exhibits to be
sent to Antwerp and London, but no commissioners have
been appointed, and I do not think we*shall appoint any
commission for the Antwerp Exhibition. Sir Charles Tup-
per has that under bis control. Mr. Law, who speaks
English, French, and German, is there attending to it now.
That is ail 1 can say to my hon. friend.

Mr. MASSUE. , Mr. Speaker, I quite agree with the re-
marks made by my bon. friend, the member for Beauharnois
(Mr. Bergeron), but I think his motion would be more com-
plete if he would add to it that the Government should fur-
nish us with copies of the existing tariff between Belgium
and England, in order that the Canadian exhibitors in
Antwerp should know what to do, and not be subjected to
the same inconveniences that have attended -them at former
exhibitions.

Mr. AMYOT moved in amendment:
That the said motion be amended by adding the following words at

the end thereof :-"And also copies of the existing tariff between
Belgium and England."

Mr. BLAKE. Of course this is a very proper motion
the hon. gentleman has made. I do not know what the
various officers are that have been appointed by the Gov-
ernment with reference to this exhibition. We were re-
quested by the Speech from the Throne to give our best
consideration to the method by which Canada might be re-
presented there, and I, at any rate, thought that though
the invitation was couched in a very polite form of words,
yet in fact and substance the Government had already
arranged the whole business; that some tirne before we
were called to meet bore and in this very polite form of
words to consider the matter, they had made arrangemens,
because we saw it announced in the papers that Mr. this,
Mr. that, and Mr. the other, had been appointed to one
office or the other to attend the Antwerp Exhibition, and
were busy about the necessary preliminaries. I saw, for
example, that one gentleman who, I may remind the bon.
gentleman, up to that time had been secretary of the Manu-
facturers' Association of Ontario, resigned bis office as
secretary and received a handsome testimonial avowedly on
the score that he had received a Government appointment
to go to Antwerp-I do not say as commissioner, but in
one shape or the other. i was glad to hear the
hon. member for Beauharnois (Mr. Bergeron) extend
bis observations beyond the somewhat narrow purview of
bis motion, and enter into a much larger discussion ; and he
requested us all to discues this question, and throw some
light upon ii. I have no more light to throw upon it than
I endeavored to throw upon it in the year 1882, when I
presented to this House a motion which I believe afforded a
praotical solution of the question. I do not know wh0tier I
was honored by the support of the hon. member for Beauhar-
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nois or not; I do not remember. There were six or seven hon.
gentlemen from this Province who usually act with me, and
who acted with me on that occasion. I think, Sir, that if the
hon. gentleman will read that motion over again he will
see that whether ho agreed with me thon or not, wo acted
pretty well. Now,it isnot necessary to discuss the matter,
for I am quite sure that when this louse comes to a con-
clusion upon the lines of that motion, there will be no
diffi.ulty whatever in obtaining from the Imperial authori-
ties power to do what is therein described.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

DOMINION LICENSE COMMISSIONERS.
Mr. BERGERON moved for:
Correspondence between this Government and the Local Government

of the Province of Quebec, about the working of the License Act.
ie said: This is another very important question. Two

years ago the Government here thought it wise to pass a law
which has been called the Federal License Act. It only
worked one year, when the question of the constitutionality
of the Act was raised, and I understood a few weeks before
the Session commenced that the Supreme Court had declared
the Act unoonstitutional. Now, the Local Governments also
are granting licenses, and so far as we have heard to the
contrary, this Government continues, and wi 1 continue, to
issue licenses. There is a conflict somewhere. The hotel
keeper or other person who wants a license wishes to know
to whom he shall apply. Should ho apply to the local
authority, or should he apply to the federal authority ? As
a rule the applicant for a license is not a lawyer, and
is not tn educated man. He is not bound to know ail
those things, and I think it is our duty hero to advise
him how to act. Now, a circumstance occurred the other
day, in Montreal, which led me to move this motion.
Lut year Mr. Desnoyers, one of the magistrates in Montreal,
was one of the federal commissioners to grant licenses. In
that capacity he granted a license to Mr. Beliveau, an hotel
keeper, who paid for that license $200, besides the costs of
the federal officer, $15 or $20, I believe. The hotel keeper
was then perfectly sure ho had acted according to law. This
law had been put into force by the Governor General of this
country, and it had been passed in this House by an over-
whelming majority, and Mr. Beliveau naturally thought ho
was perfectly safe. But when the Supreme Court of Canada
declared that the Dominion Act was unconstitutional, the
Quebec commissioners sont an officer to arrest Beliveau for
selling liquor without a license. He was brought before
Mr. Desnoyers, acting magistrate of Montreal, on a charge
of selling liquor without a license, and he was condemed to
pay t75, incinding costs. The defendant says that ho las
not been treated justly. I did not hear the evidence in the
case. I was, however, under the impression, last year, that
there was some understanding, at least between the Domin-
ion Government and the Government of Quebec-I know
there cannot be much understanding between this Govern-
ment and the Ontario Government-under which men hold-
ing licenses from Ottawa should not be sued by the local
authorities, and that persons holding licenses from the Que-
bec Government should not be osued by the Ottawa officers.
I may have misunderstood the matter, and I desire this co r-
respondence to be brought down, in order to ascertain whe-
ther there is any way of settling the claim of that poor man,
Beliveau, or any other man who may be in a similar position.

Mr. BLAKE. Once again the hon. gentleman has opened
a question very much larger than the comparatively inno-
cent terme of his motion would seemedto indicate. The lon.
Minister of Public Works thinks that is so, as ho wants the
motion to be carried very speedily, but it cannot be carried
for « moment or two yet. The hon. member wishes us to
remedy the grievances of those unfortunate tavern keepers
who have been ground between the greater and the leser

power, between the upper and the mother millstone, and
have suffered great hardship. He exlains to us that it isour
duty te set them right. As far as te Government are con-
cerned, they deny the hon. gentleman's proposition, for I see
that a respectable person of that class, at Halfax, tele-
graphed to the appropriate Minister, the Miniater of Inland
Ëevenue, te know whether they, the tavern keepers, would
ho held safe if they took out licenses under the Govern-
ment commissioners, - and the Minister of Inland
Revenue told them te act on their own responsibility
and at their own risk; they would not be defended
by this Government in case anything went wrong.
The hon. gentleman ias aiso pointed out to s
that he thought this law was surely right, because it was
passed in this House by an overwhelming majority, of
which he was one. I may assure him that noteonly this law
which was passed by an overwhelming majority or any
other law is either good in point of policy or in point of law
because a majority passed it, although the hon. member was
one of them. No, Mr. Speaker, the question is, as I have
said, one of wider and et pressing importance. The hon.
gentleman has indicated to us that ho thought there was an
understanding between, at ail events, the Quebec and the
federal authorities, that neither should hurt tIte othe's
licensees. No such understanding has been made ptblic at
least, and I have net that means of information whioh the
hon. gentleman should possess as t the existence of such an
understanding, and I am sure every one will be much in-
terested te hear of it. However that may be as regards
Quebec, the opinion of Ontario, Nova Seotia, New Bruns-
wick, Manitoba and British Columbia, with respect te this
license question, is sufficiently pronounced; because these
have ali officially declared themselves to behostile to the' e
encroachments, as they believed them te be, and as the
courts have decided them teobe up te this point, on the part
of the Federal Parliament. A little while ago an hon. gentle-
man, I think the hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot)
or the hon. member for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins) enquired
of the Government whether it was their intention to order
the commissioners under the Dominion license law to
act this year. The First Minister, with a very grave face
and diplomatic air, said that this subject was receiving the
anxious consideration of the Government, and wo certainly
expected that so soon as that anxious consideration had
borne fruit and a decision had been arrived at, this Heuse
would have been told what the Government intended to do.
But instead of that being done, the very next thing we find,
the anxious consideration having terminated, but without
any communication having been made to this Rous of the
Government's intention, is from the ordinary sources of
information, that all through the country, from Vancouver
te Halifax, the Government commissioners have been
ordered te act. This Act was passed in 1883, contrary to our
protests. We declared that it was upon a mistaken notion
of the law that it was proposed. It was passed thon as an
Act of necessity. Last year it had.been proved not to be
necessary, and we called for its repeal. Its repesa was
refused. I am afraid the hon. mamber (Mr. Bergeron) was
amongst thoso who refused it. We then called for its sus-
pension, and the Government in the end so far yielded that
they agreed, net that the Act should be suspended, but
that the penalties should be suspended, until a certain time.
They also arranged to obtain a decision of the Supreme
Court, and that has been given unanimously against
the Act; and now we find, that without submitting
the matter further to Parliament, without even as yet
communicating-for they have not communicated, though
they have been called on to do so-the decision of the
Supreme Court, without having come to a decision, or at all
eventa without having announced their conclusion, to
Parliament and stated what they were about to do furtbor,
the Government have taken this other executive step ad
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have called on their commissioners to act. It is very clear
what should be done: It is, to repeal the Act in so far as
it has been declared unconstitutional, and so desist from
this effort to encroach upon that which the judicial com-
mittee of the Privy Council and the Supreme Court of Can-
ada have agreed to be within provincial jurisdiction. If
that is not done, at all events we should suspend the opera-
tion of the Act altogether, while the Government are making
further efforts to save their reputation, somewhat battered
in this matter, and acquire, if they can, a justification for
encroachment on provincial rights. What have the Govern-
ment doue ? Last year they compelled the license victual-
lers, from one end of the country to the other, to pay 815
for a license. For what good? The Dominion Government
were not oing to exact any penalties if the peole failed to
take out teir licenses. It turned out that the overnment
could give those people nothing in return for their money.
Bosides all the trouble, annoyance and difficulty connected
with the matter, the dealers were money out of pocket.
And what is to be done this year? We had a difficulty
created by a decision of the Supreme Court. You go on,
Sir, in the same direction, calling on them to make a double
set of applications and pay a double set of fees. Is it to
pay these cormorants, the commissioners whom you have
established all over the country, or if not, for what reason
do you insist in keeping this Act in operation ? I say ifyou
insist on further trying this question, at any rate if you do
not repeal the Act, suspend its operation ; or if you will not do
that, at any'rate suspend the operation of the penalties, so
that even without a decision of the Privy Council, and until
Parliament meets again, that part of the Act may be in-
operative. There are three things open to us. I am in
favor of the first; failing that, I am in favor of the second;
and failing that, I am in favor of the third; but I say it is
intolerable to leave matters as they are to-day and allow
these applications to be made all over the country, allow
this class of the community to be harassed, allow the com-
munity itselfwhich is interested in limiting the licenses, to
be haraesed by a double set of applications, and all these
transactions which were so regretted last year to be repeated
this year, simply in order that the Government may not be
humbled by an acknowledgment that they made a great
misstep? The question raised by the hon, member is an
important one, and though I cannot acquit him of his share
in the responsibility of passing this Act, I hope that ho sees it
in a different light from what he saw it in 1883 and 1884.
I have no doubt that in a few days ho will be called on to
vote on this question, and I hope that this time he will
vote with me.

Mr. BERGERON. The bon. chief of the Opposition is
quite right in saying that this is an unpopular measure.
Two years ago, in 1883, when we were called upon to pass
a license law by the federal Parliament, 1, as every
man here, thought I had good reasons for the course I
took on that owcasion. It was thought proper thon to make
the license law a Federal one instead of a provincial one, as
it had been before. I had no doubt, because I have confi-
dence in the Government, that when the Government pro.
pesuch a law to Parliament, they were in earnest; they

their judgment thon, as I understood, on a report of
the courts, which declared the provincial law to be uncon-
stitutional. The new law was only put in operation in
1884; it was the first year it was put in operation, and like
any new law, it did not work immediately as well as it
should have worked. It was, I may say, unpopular, and
one reason was that it cost a little more than the
provincial Act. Tavern keepers and hotel keepers paid a
few dollars more license than formerly. But another
reason, and a great deal more important one, in my mind,
than the question of money, was this: That formerly the
people of the parishes, the municipal effcers, those who

Mr. BLao.

knew the good and the honest from the bad, and the dis-
honest tavern keepers, were the parties called upon to give
or to refuse licenses. I am not saying anything new either
to the Government or to the hon. gentlemen opposite, when
I say that our people were surprised to see strangers coming
in and saying: You shall have a license, or yon shall not.
But when that law was made we were, and I was, under the
impression-and I say it sincerely-that it had to be made
by this Parliament, that the local laws on this question
were unconstitutional. It is true that the hon. leader of the
Opposition last year proposed a repeal of this law. He
says, and I hope he did not say it in any sneering way, that
I did not vote for the repeal of this law which to-day I do
not look upon as being as good as the local laws. I did not
vote with him, Sir, and I will tell you why. It has been
said before, and I repeat that every man voting in this
Huse has not to rise up and give his reasons for or
against any measure that may come before the House. One
or two can do it, and when we follow them, people are
supposed to believe that we agree with them. We,
members of this House, made a law in 1883, and that
law was just one year in operation. It is true that a
judgment had been rendered in the courts against it,
or rather that a judgment was rendered which showed that
a previous judgment on which the law was framed was not
a proper one. We had two judgments, and we were in a
state of uncertainty; and I ask any reasonable man, either
here or outside of this House, could we, as sensible men,
say immediately, without being sure, that the law we had
made the previous year was not a good one? We were not
fools, and we did not do that. I believed like the majority,
and like sensible, earnest men we voted against the
repeal of the law; Since then that question bas been
brought before the courts. The Supreme Court of Canada,
in which I have not the greatest confidence in the world,
has declared it unconstitutional. I believe that was a
good point for the court; I believe they were right;
I wish the law to be unconstitutional; I wish the
licenses to be issued by the local authorities. If I voted
for that law it was not because I was in favor of it, but
because I thought the local laws wereunconstitutional. The
leader of the Opposition says we put ourselves in a bad
place, but I do not agree witL him in that point of view.
Whenever we arc making laws here we are doing
it seriously; it is important work, and I am sure every
hon. member here understands the responsibility rest-
ing on him. We are not here for pleasure or amuse-
ment, and when that law was made, it was done, as I
heard people on this side say, because we thought we could
not help it; we had to do it. The question is, how to get
right to-day ? I agree with the hon. gentleman that the
Government should come down and say what they intend
to do-whether they intend to uphold the law or to appeal
from the judgment of the Supreme Court. That is not my
business, and when they do something I will judge it for
myself. I may say, however, that I have advised the hotel
keepers and the tavern keepers in my county to take the
licenses from the local authorities, from whom they used to
take them before.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). The leader of the Opposition
appears to be anxious for provincial rights, but would it
not be well for him to take into consideration the municipal
rights in this matter. He thinks this Government took
from the Local Government rights belonging to them, but
I ask him, as a lawyer, did not the Provincial Governments
take from the municipalities rights which belonged to them?
Of course the hon. gentleman sneers, as he always does at
every person who speaks on this side; he is welcome to
sneer-he knows that. But were not the licenses granted
by the municipal councils ? Will the hon. gentleman deny
that ? And did not the Local Government take away from
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the municipal councils rights which belonged to them for
political purposes? Doos the hon. gentleman deny that?

Mr. BLAKE. I do.
Mr. WHITE (Hastings). You do! When Mr. Mowat

passed a license law he said he would appoint one Conserva-
tive and two Reformers. This he did do the first year, but
refused to do it a second time, and has not done it since. It
is a well known fact that through Ontario certain men, for
political purposes, get licenses on buildings that are merely
little huts, while men who bave good, decont hotels are
refused. What does this law do? It gives back a portion
of the power and license fees to the municipalities of which
they had been robbed by the Mowat Government; and the
warden, the judge and one man appointed by the Federal
Government, are to give the licenses. Is that not better than
to have three men appointed, as they were under the Crooks'
Act, to give licenses for political purposes and no other. The
licenses given by the municipal councils, I contend, were
botter given, and the hotel keepers were botter looked after
and lived within the law better than at the present time.
And what do we find ? Under the old municipal law, when
they granted the licenses, they were only $30, while under
the new law they are $60. Mowat and his Government
were not satisfied with a portion of the $30-they had to
get $60 without any increase to the municipalities. This
is not denied; and I contend that the McCarthy Act is
the best License Act ever placed on the Statute Book.
If Mr. Mowat had left the authority as it was with the
municipal counils, we would not have asked for an Act
from the Federal Govornment; but the people do not want
to lose every right they have. If this Government is

ilt ofcentralising everything in the city of Ottawa, Mr.
owatîis guilty of centralising everything in the city of

Toronto. Hon. gentlemen need not sneer; they know it is
true. Lot a man enter a suit in court, and it is not ended
lintil it is decided in Toronto. At one time the judges had
the right to appoint clerks and bailiffs, but that has been
taken away. ay after day the municipalities have been
losing rights they had, and I wish, for my part, there was
net any such a thing as a Local Government in the country,
for I believe we should be botter off to-day without tbom,
as thcy are ruining the country with their extravagance
and expense.

Mr. GIROUARD. This question is not a question of feeling
or sentiment It is not whother we were asked to prevent the
municipal or provincial authorities from granting licenses.
The question is a legal one, and so it has been considered
in the past. In 1881, in the ease of Russellv s. The Queen,
a decision was given by the Privy Council to the effect, as
we understood it then, that the Provincial Parliaments had
no right to grant licenses. A year later, in Hodge vs. The
Queen, a somewhat contradictor decision was given by the
same authority. The Supreme ourt, in its last decision,
when the oenstitutionality of the Act was before it, admit-
ted that the two decisions were contradictory. Under these
circumstances we were right in referring the question to
the Supreme Court. Now, what have we to do? The decision
of the Supreme Court is not final upon any constitutional
question; the hon. leader of the Opposition, who is an able
lawyer, knows that much botter than any member of this
.House. In order tob have a final decision, you must resort
to the privy Council of England, and therefore on this
question there is nothing decided finally to.day. If this
Government does not go to the Privy Council, any indi-
vidual in the country will have a right to carry a case there
after beginning it at the court oflowestjurisdiction, and then
taking it ta the Court of Appeal, then to the Supreme
Court, and then to the Privy Council. There is always an
appeal from the Supreme Court to the Privy Council on con-
stitutional questions; therefore, I contend, that it is the
duty of the Gover nen to appeal this case to the Privy1

Council, unless, on reasons of public policy, it chooses to
petition the Imperial Parliament to pass a statute declaring
that the constitution of 1867 is in the senso of the decision
of the Supreme Court. There are only the two steps to be
taken, and I defy the leader of the Opposition to contradict
my statement-either to appeal to the Privy Council, or to
ask the Imperial Parliamdit to define the constitution of
1867, as it is defined by the Supreme Courtof Canada.
Until that is done, I agree with the leader of the Opposi-
tion, that the Act should be suspended. Last year it was
partly suspended, and I was, 1 may say, in favor of its
total suspension, until the decision of the proper authorities
should be obtained. The leader of the Opposition says,
that at least the penalties should be suspended. That is
already the law. The statute of last year, as I read it, sys
the penalties shall be suspended until the decision of tle
Supreme Court and the -Privy Council shall be obtained.
I am decided ly in favor of the penalties being suspended, but
I would go farther, seeing that there is a decision of the
Supreme Court against the law. There is a strong presump-
tion that it is unconstitutional; my own opinion as a law-
yer id, that it is constitutional, but we know that lawyers
do not always agree. llowever, I think it is the duty of
the Government, not only .t suspend the penalties, but to
suspend the Act entirely, until the decision of the Privy
Council is obtained.

Mr. LISTER. As tbis is a matter which the leader of
the Opposition said a few moments ago would probaby come
before the House in a few days, I think it je premature to
discuss it now. However, I wish to say a word or two with
reference to the speech made by my hon. friend from
Hastings (Mr. White). I think he was not very long on his
feet before he convinced the House that he knew nothing
at all of the subject under discussion. He talked about the
Parliament of Ontario taking from municipalities rights
which they had before. The Parliament of Ontario had a
perfect right to do that, as it was a matter over which that
Parhiament bad jurisdiction. He seemed to blame the Parlia-
ment of Ontario for taking away from the municipalities the
right to issue licenses. Sir, at the last Session of this Parhia-
nent,wben the Bill now under discussion was being passed, a
clause was incorporated in it, expressly reserving to the Pro-
vince of Quebec the rights which existed previous to Con-
federation. My hon. leader proposed an amendment, giving
the same rights to the Province of Ontario, and the ion.
gentleman who gets up to-night and is so loud in bis pro.
tests against the Local Government,was found voting agalnst
the resolutions for giving back the rights of the municipali-
ties which were taken from the Province of Ontario, and
which he voted to give to the Province of Quebec. That is
the consistency of the hon. gentleman, so far as I have been
able to see, since I have had the honor of a seat in this House.
So far as this question is concerned, the leader of the Govern-
ment represented to the House that he did not want to inter-
fore with the rights of the Provinces, or to take from them
the right which they supposed they had, in fact, exer -
cised for fifteen or sixteen years, and he caused the Govern-
ment to imake the statement that the interference was an
imperative necessity and not a matter of policy. He caused
the Governor General to make that statement as an excuse
for introducing legislation into this House, which took from
the Province of Ontario the undoubted right to issue licenses;
and upon that statement a Bill was passed, against the wishes
ofthe temperance people of this country and without being
asked for by the liquor dealers. Nobody asked for it; but
the ion. gentleman passed it in pursuance of a promise made
in the elections of 1882, that if he got into power he would
show that little man owat-

Some hon. MEhIBERS. Tyrant.
Mr. LISTER-that little tyrant, Mowat, what he would

do. It was in pursuance of that threat, and not bouse it
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was a necessity, that that legislation was passed in his House.
In the course of twelve months the courts decided that it
was in the power of the Local Legislatures to issue licenses
and to regulate the sale of liquors. That decision did not
go so far as to say that this Parliament had not a concurreut
power, but it decided that it was not an imperative noces-
sity on the part of this Parliament to pass that law. What-
ever were the rosons which prompted the gentlemen on the
the other eide of the House to support* that law, the first
duty of the Government, after that decision, was to repeal
it. But instead of doing that they harassed the liquor men
of this country; they doubled the number of licenses; and
instead of protecting the people and restraining the evil
which they said existed, they doubly increased it at the
expense of the liquor men, and against the wish of those in
favor of temperance. They appointed their boards of
license commissioners, and they took a tax from the people
of this country, for the purpose of maintaining
licence inspectors, who were of no use whatever.
There was not one prosecution under that Act, but every
prosecution that took place, every enforcement of the law
that was attempted, was on the part of inspectors appointed
by the Local Government. It is the duty of the Govern-
ment to return those men the money which they have illle·
gally taken from them under that Act, and the hon. gentle-
man who introduced this motion said properly that people
did not know what they were giving their money for. I
say here, and I believe I am giving uttorance to the feeling
of the people through the whole country, that it is the duty
of this Government, instead of trying to wrest from the
Provinces the rights they claini, and which the courts have
decided are thoirs, to give them the benefit of the doubt and
return them their rights. They are able to exorcise them
botter than we can, as they have proved in the past. Thero
is not one Province in this Dominion that eau be found
acquiescing, confirming, or in any way recognising the law
this Parliament enacted. They are satisfied that things should
be as they were, and all they ask of us is to give them back
the powers which they had previous to the passing of this
Act. That Act having failed, it is the duty of Parliament
to repeal it. If we should not repeal it, it is our duty
to suspend its action altogether, and r.ot go through
the legal farce of calling upon people to take out
a license which can give them no protection whatever.
So far as the Province of Ontario is concerned, every
man who sells under Dominion license and without a pro-
vincial license will be prosecuted as far as the Province can

oseente him. There is not a tavern keeper in Ontario,
he a Conservative or Reformer, who will be found taking

a license from this Government. This Government having
no right to issue licenses, they carnot enforce the collection
of fees; they cannot prosecute successfully one man in the
whole Province of Ontario. I believe there can be no doubt
whatever, notwithstanding what the hon. gentleman who
has just spoken has said, about the constitutionality of the
law, that the highest court of the realma will hold that that
law is unconstitutional, that this Parliament has no power
whatever to deal with the question. It is so held by the
Supreme Court, and I believe that decision will be con-
firmed by the Privy Council. But why go to the Privy
Council, why seek to deprive the Provinces of the rights
our courts decide that they possess ? There has been and
thure is in this Parliament a tendency to encroach on the
rights of the Provinces, and if we go on as we are doing
we will have a legislative instead of a federal union. There
will then be no protection for a certain Province in this
Dominion. It is of the most vital importance that they
stand by the Liberals of the Province of Ontario in
asserting the provincial rights whenever and wherever
they come up.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The hon. gentleman, the leader
of the Opositîon, hs already announced that we are going

Mr. sTsna,

to have an opportunity of voting on this question before the
Session is through, and I presume, therefore, there will be
abundant opportunity of discussing it at greater length
before that time. But in the meantime, I desire to call
attention to an error into which the hon. gentleman who
has just sat down has fallen, in relation to the action of this
House when the McCarthy Bill, as it is called, was before
us. The hon. gentleman says, by the amendment put into
that Act by the majority of this House, it was resolved to
reserve to the Province of Quebec certain rights which
she enjoyed before Confederation, with reference to the
issuing of licenses, and that when it was attempted to pass
a similar motion in the other Provinces the same majority
voted that down. It is as well to point out that these hon.
gentlemen who talk so loudly of provincial rights and of
the importance of leaving to the different Provinces free-
dom of action in relation to this question of licenses, ought,
at least, to remember that the motion that they made with
regard to the other Provinces was a motion to
destroy the action of the Provincial Legislatures in relation
to this very question. The difference between the Prov-
ince of Quebec and the other Provinces was this, that before
Confederation in Quebec, the municipal councils had the
power of their own individual action, without the interven-
tion of the ratepayers in any way whatever, to refuse
licenses. The people of the Province of Quebec, as repre-
sented in their Legislature, had never repealed that, had
never modified it or altered it in any way whatever. They
were satisfied with the law as it existed beforeConfederation,
and the amendment that was made by Parliament when
the McCarthy Act was brought in was simply that, inas-
mach as the Provincial Legislature of the Province of Que-
boc had in no way signified by its own action a disposition
to change the law as it existed prior to Confederation, we
ought not to interfere and override that law. But in the
Province of Ontario particularly, and I believe I am right
in saying in the other Provinces as well-certainly in On-
tario-and the hon. gentleman's amendment having relation
to all the Provinces has therefore relation to Ontario amon
the" others-the Local Legislature had, by its Act, signifid
its disapproval of the law as it existed before Confederation.
The Province of Ontario had adopted a new law, and what
these hon. gentlemen wanted as to do was this, that we
should, by our Act, set up our judgment as against the
modifications of that law adopted by the Province of
Ontario, and that we should go back to the law which
that Province, by its own Legislature, having, as it
supposed, the power to legisiate for itself, had set aside.
I can understand the hon. gentleman saying that we
were doing that under the McCarthy Act, that we were
changing the law under the McCarthy Act; but if we
were, there was no proposal by those hon. gentlemen that
we should include the provisions of the Crooks' Act, the
provisions of an Act which Ontario had itsolf adopted, but
there was a proposal that we should set aside the decision
which Ontario, in its Legislature, had adopted as applicable
to the Province itself, and substitute a different state of
things-a state of things they had volu.ntarily set aside.
That was the distinction between the two cases, a distinc-
tion every hon. gentleman who looks fairly at it will
realise, and which justified the action of this Parliament,
even from the highest standpoint ef provincial righta, in
taking the action it did take, in confirming ante-Confed.
eration laws which had never been interfered with in
the Province of Quebec, and at the same time in
refusing to set aside the action of the Provincial Legisla-
ture of Ontario, in modifying and changing the law as it
prevailed before that time. Thon the hon. gentleman las
told us that the Privy Council have declared that the
Crooks' Act is absolutely legal, and that the Supreme Court
have practically confirmed that decision. The Sapreme
Court have done nothing of the kind, They have Sonnrned,
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to some extent, that decision; but they have declared that
there are portions of the McCarthy Act which are legal and
constitutional. They have declared, for instance,'that the
right to issue and control wholesale licenses belongs to this
Parliament, leaving us to determine what are wholesale
licenses. We know that at this moment thatin the different
Provinces the term wholesale licenses " hàs an entirely
different signification. In some places a pint is considered a
sale by wholesale. Do hon. gentlemen admit that we have
the right tôdeal with the sellingof liquorby the pint? That
is not what is meant by the people of the Province of Ontario
when they talk of wholesale license. There, a wholesale
license is a wholly different thing, and therefore we are left,
by the decision ofthe Supreme Court,with the whole question
worse confounded than when it went to the -Supreme Court.
One cannot read the reports of the discussion which took
place before that body, and the remarks of the learned
judge when the argument was had before them, without
realising that they felt that they were embarrassed by the
two decisions, which some of the learned judges did not
hesitate to declare were entirely cóntradictory-that in
the case of Russell against the Queen, and that in the case
of Hodge against the Queen. And, in neither of these
cases, as far as a layman can read them-and I profess
to discuss them only from a layman's standpoint-did the
question arise on the point of trade and commerce. In
the Russell case we were told that it was a matter of peace,
order, and good government, and that it therefore belonged
to the Dominion as far as that was concerned. In the
Hodge case, we were told that it was a matter of peace,
order, and good governmont, and that therefore it bolonged
to the Province. Precisely on tho same ground, the regu-
lation of the sale of intoxicating liquors was declared to
belong to the Provinces and to the Dominion as well. I
see the hon. the leader·of the Opposition laughing. The
hon. gentleman, in his mightiness, may laugh, but this
House will recollect that, from the time this question
was first discussed in this Parliament, the hon.
gentleman has not had the courage to express
his own individual opinion upon it. Re has told
us what were the opinions of lhe courts; he bas told ns what
this court has said and what that court has said; he referred
us, in former debates, to the decisions of Mr. Justice Ramsay,
if I rightly remember, and to the decisions of other learned
judges on the subject. But his own opinion we romain
as ignorant of to-day as we were the first day he rose
up to speak on the subject. We know, however, that
this very question of the constitationality of ,provincial
license laws, of the 'place where the authority rested to
deal with this question of the regulation of the liquor traffic,
has been a subject of discussion and controversy almost ever
since Confederation. Before the Conservative party went
out of power it was a subject of discussion. After that
Government went out, and, if I mistake not, when the hon.
gentleman himself was the Minister of Justice, bis Deputyi
Minister, a man of erminent ability, a man whom we could1
not retain in the public service of this country, because wei
could not pay him enough-and everyone will regret thati
we could not retain him, because ho was a man of eminenti
ability-I refer to Mr. Lash-in a report he made to Council1
in relation to an Act of the Provincial Legislature of(
Ontario, expressed grave doubts-that hon. gentleman (Mr.
Blake) being his chief at that time--as to the powers of that1
Legislature to pass a law conferring upon a municipality(
in the Muskoka district, I think it was, or in some of the
unorganised territories, the power to deal with these licen-
ses. We know that the late Mr. Bethune, a man of greatE
parts, a man whose eulogy, if I mistake not, was pronouncedi
as a lawyer and as a Christian gentleman by the leader oft
the Opposition, wheu sitting in the Local Legislature of1
Ontario, and speaking on this question even from the Minis-1
terial aide of theoRiuse, in relation to a measure introduoed1

by his own leaders in that House, expressed the gravest
doubts whether they had the power to deal with this ques-
tion. This is not, and this oughit not to be, a question
to be bandied about simply for party purpoàes, as a
political shuttlecock in the game of party conflict, but
is a question of serious political import in regard to
which gentlemen as eminent as any on the other aide of
the flouse who have expressed their opinion-and that,
of course, excludes the leader of the Opposition-have ex-
pressed their grave 'doubts, and, in the case of Mr. Bethune,
more than a grave doubt, an absolute certainty of conviction,
that the Local Legislatures could not deal with the matter.
What is the position in which we stand to-day ? Everyone
admits that the decision of the Supreme Court is
not a satisfactory decision, that it does not fairly
settle this question, that it does not really deter-
mine the position which the Local Legislatures
and this Parliament stand in to-day. I may say here that,
for my part, I do not believe a legislative union possible in
this country, and that I would not desire to see it attempted.
I believe we have the very best system of govern-
ment, by which the Local Legislatures have full control
over local affairs. But we are acting under a constitution
which leaves, as the constitution of the United States has
done, some of its clauses subject to controversy before the
courts, for years after its adoptiôn. We are under a con-
stitution which ensures those rights to the Provinces.
When the court of final resort decides upon them, and they
become a settled part of the constitution, those rights are
confirmed to the Provinces, and they can exercise them
without the possib'lity of this Parliament interfering with
them. And the one feature, it seems to me, which is in
favor of Provincial rights-not, as I say, as a matter of
party shibboleth or party clap-trap, but having regard to
the well-being of this constitution and its proper observ.
ance-is the consolation and surety they have, and the
confidence they may feel, in the fact that the courts can
interpret the constitution above the action of this Parlis.
ment or of the Provincial Legislatures; that we are, in fact,
subject to that interpretation, and are ready to
bow to it when the interpretation is finally given.
Hon. gentlemen speak of provincial rights. Do they re-
mem ber that when they were in office Acts were disallowed ;
that more were disallowed-if you leave out the repetition
of disallowance by the Conservative Government in connec-
tion with Manitoba and the Streams Bill, while they were
in office-than during the whole time the Conservatives have
been in power ? Do they recollect that an Act which has
since been declared to be within the competency of the
Legislature of Ontario-I mean the Escheats Bill-was dis-
allowed by a Minister of Justice of their own, who is to-day,
I believe, ajudge of the SupremeCourt? No, Sir; thisquetion
of provincial rights, which is raised now for mere party
pur poses, -ill settle itself, as many other questions have
settled themselves. We will flnd our constitution settled
by continued-and in the nature of things they must be
continued-interpretations and decisions of the highest
courts apon it; and, when these decisions are given-and
in this question in its present position it is most desirable
that the highest decision should be given-then we can go
on, this Parliament and the Provincial Legislatures respect-
ively, each confident in their own ability and power to legis-
late within their own sphere, and for the benefit of the
constituencies which elect them.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman has
stated that the question of provincial rights will settle
itself . I can only allude to the fact that it will take a long
time to setLle itself if the course pursued by the House is to
be that pursued on the occasion to which reference as
been made. At the time when the amendment was moved
by the hon. member for Laval (Mr. Ouimet), when the
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McCarthy Act was passing through this House, to exempt
the municipalities of the Province of Quebec from the
operations of that Act, so far as they were in possession of
power, that received the unanimous support of the House,
receiving the unanimous support of the Liberal party, be-
cause they considered it was the affirmation of the principle
of provincial rights; but when a few moments after, a
resolution was moved, couched in the same language as the
resolution of the hon. member for Laval, it was voted down
by the gentlemen, many of whom had a few moments before
voted to reserve that right to the Province of Quebec. To do
our French Conservative friends justice, they do stand up for
provincial rights when they are standing up for the rights
of the Province of Quebec; but, if provincial rights are to
be asserted and maintained in their integrity, I would ask
them if they do not think duty requires them to go
a little further than to see the rights of their own Prov-
ince maintained; do they not think they should find it their
dutyalso to see the rights of every other Province maintained?
They Cannot expect to occupy a peculiar position in this
respect. It is a grand principle, and all the Provinces are
equally affected by it. Striking at the rights that are
enjoyed by any one Province in the Dominion is in effect
striking at the rights enjoyed by all the Provinces; and that
there may be no mistake about how we voted, just let me
read again to the House the two resolutions that were before
it at that time. The hon. member for Laval (Mr. Ouimet)
moved:

" That the Bill be recommitted to a Committee of the Whole, in order
to amend the same by adding thereto the following clause :-' Section 44.
No provision in this Aet contained shall affect the powers conferred on
municipal councils in the Province of Quebec, on each county, city,
town, village, parish and tcwuhip, by the lawd in force in the said
Province on the lst of July, 1867, to restrict or prohibit the sale of
intoxicating liquors in the limite of their respective territorial juriedie-
tion; and the powers and the by-laws now in force passed under the
authority of the said laws are hereby confirmed.' "

For that every Liberal member of the House voted. I
believe every Conservative member here, whatever Province
he came from, with the exception, I think, of one hon.
gentleman from the Province of Quebec, voted for it. In a
very few moments after that had been declared carried, Mr.
Blake moved in amendment thereto:

" That the Bill be recommitted to a Committee of the Whole, to amend
the ame by adding to clause 46 the words following :-' And nothing in
this Act contained shall affect the powers conferred on the municipal
authorities of any Province by the laws in force in such Province at the
time of its Confederation with Canada, to restrict or prohibit the sale of
intoxicating liquors within the municipality; and these powers are
hereby confirmed and continued.'"

And the mover added: "I have paid my hon. friend the com-
pliment to adopt his language.' And what was the result
of the vote, Sir ? Every Liberal in the House, I believe,
voted, as it was his bounden duty to vote, in favor of pro-
vincial rights and in favor of giving to the other Provinces
in the Confederation just exactly the same rights and
powers that a few moments before we had given to one
Province; and, Sir, the Conservative members of this
louse from the other Provinces stood up and voted down

the proposition to give to the other Provinces that which a
few moments before they had given to one. Sir, 1 cannot
excuse our French Conservative friends for their action on
that occasion. Having got what they wanted for their own
Province, was it the way to maintain the rights of their own
Province by voting down the rights of the other Provinces ?
That, Sir, I believe, is the record of that question. It stands
upon our journals for hon. members to examine for them-
selves, and in the light of that action by this louse, and if
that same course is to be pursued, the question I desire to
ask thehon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) is, how long
he thinks it will be before provincial rights will take care of
themselves.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White)
undertook to defend the difference in the treatment of the

Mr. PATTERSON (Brant.)

Province of Quebec and the other Provinces bf the Dominion,
in reference to this question two years ago, by stating that
the law with regard to the issuing of licenses in the Pro-
vince of Quebec remained precisely the same as it did at
the period of Confederation. This was not the case in the
Province of Ontario, for the law there had been changed.
But, Mr. Speaker, the whole proceeding of this House on
that question was based upon the theory that the Provinces
had not the power to legislate, that the power to deal with
this question of licenses was a power veeted in the Parlia-
ment of Canada, and not in the Provinces, ind every Act
passed by the Province of Ontario, if the hon. gentleman
and those who are associated with him in this warlike en-
terprise, are correct, was ultra vires the powers granted
to them by the constitution. Now, Sir, if these Acts of
legislation on the part of the Provinees were mere
waste paper-if thc hon. gentleman and his leader were
right as to the law enacted by the Parliament of Canada
before the Union of 1867, then every Act passed by the
Legislature of the Province of Ontario after the Union was
an Act ultra vires the power conferred upon them by
the constitution. If that, Sir, were the case, then there was
no reason whatever for dealing with the question upon a dif-
ferent basis from the manner in which the other Provinces
were dealt with by this House. Sir, that excuse or
defence put forward by them will not bear a mo-
ment's examination. Itis perfectly obvions that
the hon. gentlemen from the Province of Quebec who
support the Government, entertain upon the subject
of the constitution the same views that we do upon this
side of the House, and. while they were ready to protect
tho interest of their own Province they had not the gener-
osity to deal with us of the other Provinces in the same way.
But, Sir, I am convinced myself we will have an opportunity
for discussing this question at a very early period.
I am convinced that the only way of defending the. pro-
vincial rights of the Province of Quebec is to defend the
rights of all the Provinces under the constitution. With
the exception of those special privileges or special instances
that are provided for in the British North America Act, the
Province of Quebec stands exactly upon the same footing
as the other Provinces of the Dominion, and it is impossible
to draw the line separating the provincial from fedoral
rights at one point with regard to the Province of Quebec,
and draw it at another point with regard to the other Pro-
vinces. Sir, I congratulate the hon. gentleman who brought
this motion forward, and several of his political friends who
have supported it, oni the new light that they have had.
I congratulate them on the fact that they are entertaining
more correct views with regard to the rights of the Pro-
vinces under the British North America Act this Session
than they did last Session or the Session before.

Motion agreed to.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Return of any papers or letters in the hands of the Goverarnment igned
by Deputy Minister Smith, bearing on the subject of dispute or irregu-
larity between Deputy Minister Tilton and Staff Commander Boulton, or
in any way relating thereto ; also copies of any letters addressed to Mr.
Tilton by Mr.8Smith as Deputy Minister on the subjeet.-(Mr. MeMullen.)

Return of the names of the president, vice-president, directors (or
provisional directors as the case may be) and sharehoiders of the
varions railway companies for whose lines subsidies have been granted
by the Parliament of Canada, and the amount of the stock held by each
individual -(Mr. Cameron, Middlesex.)

Copies of all correspondence, reports, Orders.in Council, statements
of accounts and other documente in the possession of the Government
relating to the caim cf th. Government against th. Allan Steamship
Company for services rendered by the steamer NewAelin 1881 with a
statement cf 1he Government caim and the amount reoeived in liquida-
tion thereof.-(Mr. Forbes.)

Copies of the petition praying for the deeplning Bra St. ihola, in
the county of Montmagny ; statement of the amount expended in the
said work, the names of the persons to whom the sane was pad, the
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work for whish such.sum was paid, the date of payment, and the report,
estimate or account upon which each payment was made ; statement of
the amount paid to Jules Bélanger lu connection with the said works.-
(Mr. Langelier.)

Oopies of all advertisements for tenders, of aIl specifications, and of al
tenders received, for fog-horns and letter box fronts, from 1st January,
1884, to 31st January, 1885 ; also, of all correspondence, contracta,
aceoants, receipts and documents relating to the furniehing of such fog-
horne and letter box fronts.-(Mr. Langelier.)

Statemeat of the quantity and value of coal purchased in 1883 and
1884, ror the uae of the publie buildings at Ottawa, including Rideau
Hall, showing from whom purchased, the price paid per ton, the kind of
coai and where produced.-(Mr. Kirk.)

Return to show the number of officers, non-commissioned officers and
men comprising "A," "B," "O 'batteries the cavalry and infantry
schoole ; also the pay and allowances of the commisuioned offiors of
said batteries and achools, with their rank and names, and distinguish-
ing snch of said commissioned officers as are graduates of the Royal
Military College, the date of appointement of all said Officers to the
Schools and of their commissions in the militia, as well as showing their
qualifications and the Provinces from which they come ; also, Return
showing the e enditure on account of " A," "B," "0' batteries, the
eavalry and infautry schools, from the lot July, 1884, to let January,
1885, distinguishing the disbursements on account of pay and allowances,
and the names cf the parties to whom payments were made.-(Mr.
Cameron, Middlesex.)

Return showing :-1. The amount of revenue derived from the impor-
tation of wines, spirits, ale, beer, porter, cordials and other liquors
durig the liast fiscal year. 2. The amount of revenue derived from the
manufacture of the same for the same period.-(Mr. Rykert.)

Statement showing the earnings. and working expenses of the Eastern
Extension Railway, from New Glasgow to Port Mulgrave, Nova Scotia,
for each month of the calendar year, 1884, respectively.-(àfr. Cameron,
Inverness.)

Returu showing :-lst. Number and usmes cf the students havlng
passed or graduated from the RoyalMlit^ry oclege Kingston, in eanh
year to date. 2nd. Total number of marks received by each, together
with the total number possible to be obtained in each year respectively,
and the percentage of such total obtained by each pupil. 3rd. Number and
names of those cadets who after passing through said college are now
employed in the service of the Dominion, together with statement of the
positions occupied by each. 4th. Number and names of cadets who
have been ofered employment in the service of the Dominion, and have
declined the offer, together with statement of the position offered and
declined by each respectively.-(Sir Richard Cartwright.)

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of the
Houe'.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 11:10 p. m.-

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
TUEsDAY, 3rd March, 1885.

The SpEAXEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.
FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 72) respecting the Ontario Pacific Railway
Company.-(Mr. Bergin.)

Bill (No. 73) to incorporate the Calgary, Edmonton and
Athabasca Landing Railway Company.-(Mr. Wilhiams.)

Bill (No. 74) respecting the Manitoba and North-Western
Railway Company.-(Mr. Royal.)

Bill (No. 75) to incorporate the Canadian Pacifie Em-
ployés Relief Auseoiation.-(Mr. Gault.)

Bill (No. 76) to amend the Act respecting the London
Life Insurance Company.-(Mr. Macmillan, Middlesex.)

Bill (No. 77) to incorporate the Hamilton, Guelph and
Buffalo Railway Company.-(Mr. Kilvert.) .

Bill (No. 78) to incorporate the Truro Bank.-(Mr.
Tupper.)

Bill (No. 79) to incorporate the Rush Lake and Saskatche-
wan Railway and Navigation Company.-(Mr. Tupper.)

WAYS AND MEANS-THE BUDGET.
Sir LEONARD TTLLEY. Mr. Speaker, in rising to move

that you lave the Chair and that the House go into Com-
mittee of WayS and Means, I desire, as is the custom, to ask
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the attention of the House not only to the consideraionof4he
Estimates for the next year and the changes that the Gov-
ernment propose in the tariff, but to review, as briefiy as
possible, the financial condition of the country and the .re-
salte that have followed the adoption of the policy acepted
by Parliament in 1879. We have had laid upon theT Table
of the House since 1879 the Departmental reports, includ-
ing the Trade Returns and the Public Accounts, which put
Parliamuent i possession of all the information connated

f with the administration of the Government, with fds e
penditures, with its policy, and with its acts. I desir, Mr.
Speaker, on this occasion, as the Housise in- p0ssmuion of
these reports, to call the attention of Parlia-
ment to their contents, and I trust that beftre I close
I shall be able to satisfy the supporters of the Government
as to the economical administration of the affairs of this
country during the five years, as well as te giOgOss $s t
has attended the policy called the National Policy, adopted
in 1879. I say I hope to have the assent of the supporters
of the Government to the facts and statemts %tb*t I pro-
pose to submit; and as we also have before Parliament the
returns from 1874 until 1879 containing the results of the
administration of our predecessors, I hope that by the con-
trast we will be able to make, we will also have the oaast of
hon. gentlemen opposite to the doclarations that I an about
to make in favor of this policy.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Tour faith is great.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. My faith is great-yes, Mr.

Speaker, and I am glad to lrnow that it is greater tha tat
of the lion. gentleman opposite, and I trust that hefore we
close this discussion-because I have no doubt that, as in
Sessions past, it will take a wide range, and that a good deal
of time will be occupied in it-we will have reason to feel
that I am nearer right than my hon. friend opposite, who
takes a more gloomy view than we do on this side of the
House with reference to the circumstances to whieh I refer.
ILt has been the custom, daring the last three Sessios of
Parliament, and it has been the oustom of hou, members
opposite out of Parliament, to endeavor to show that the
Government of the day has been extravagant beSause
we have added largely to the expenditure of the country,
and they claim that it must necessarily, therefore, add to
the taxation of the country in proportion to the increased
expenditure. Now, Sir, one of the objects that I have in
view in addressing this House on the present occasion is
to show that while we have increased the expenditure
largely, we have not increased the taxation of the country
beyond the increase of the population. IL is a very
easy thing for hon. members to say here or else-
where that the expenditure of the country has inreased
from $24,000,000 to $30,000,000 or $31,000,000, and to state
that that is ample and sufficient evidence teproi. the
extravagance of the Government. I find enonl over
the expenditure of the late Government that from 1874 to
1879 the average expenditare was nearly 824,000,000, I
think $23,900,000. The smallest expenditure, I believe, wa
in 1877.78. It was remarkable that the expenditure that
year was less than usual-I will not say what objeot hon.
gentlemen had in reducing it thenand noreasing it theIollow-
ing year-but I will take for the purposes of comparison, and
in order that hon. gentlemen opposite may have the full
benefit of 1877.78, the expenditure for that year, and compare
it with the expenditure in 1874, and I will call the attention
of the House to each of the items to show that many of
those expenditures on which there were increases did not
add one dollar to the taxation, and were necessary and
justifiable in the public interest. The difference between
the expenditure for 1877-78 and 1884 was something
like 87,500,00, and I can quite understand that that
statement, made in Parliament and out of it, is calculated,
without explanation, to mislead the public with regai'd to
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the expenditures of the Government. The first item I will
consider is the expenditure under the head of railways and
canals. The expenditure in 1884 was $1,035,443.81 more
than that of 1877-78. Well, Sir, did that cost the country
anything ? On the contrary, it was a saving to the country.
Let me give you, Mr. Speaker, the receipts and expenditure
from 1874 to 1879, for railways and public works, and the
receipts and expenditure from 1879 to 1884, as an evidence
that that increased expenditure did not cost the country
anything, but that it was in the interest of the country
and of the revenue. Here are the figures :

Receipts from July lut, 1874, to July lt,
1879 ........................................... $ 8,616,298

Expenditures from July lot, 1874, to July lot,
1879 ................................................ 11,688,318

Deficit...................$ 3,072,020
or $614,405 per annum-

Receits from lt July, 1879, to lst July,
1.4...................................... $13,718,389

ExpendIture from lot July, 1879, t lit July,
1884 . ....................................... 14,476,470

Deficit..................$ 758,081

or $151,616 per annum. It must be borne in mind that
between 1877-78 and 1884 there was an increased railway
mileage worked by the Government, that there was
increased business transacted, and that, of course,
must necessarily increase the expenditure, especially
when by the additional mileage worked . we had
additional business, for every person understands that
you cannot carry 100,000 tons over a railway at the same
expenditure that you could carry 70,000. There must
necessarily be an increased expenditure; and, therefore, so
far from this $1,030,000 odd representing increased taxation
to the country the deficit was reduced from $600,000 to
8100,000, making half a million dollars, as the benefit in a
financial sense received by the Dominion. The next item of
expenditure to which I desire to call the attention of the
House is that of the Postal Service. The expenditure for
1884 was $588,026 more than it was in 1877-78. That added
so much to the expenditure of the year. But did it add to
the taxation? No, it did not. I heard an hon. member
opposite-I do not see him in his place now-complain
because the Government, and especially the Postmaster
General, had not provided additional postal accommodation
in a certain district. We know that since 1877-78 there
has been an enormous increase in the accommodation
given. We know that the number of offices established,
the increased mileage of road over which the mails are con-
veyed, and the number of letters, papers and postal cards
have respectively increased, and I can appeal to hon. mom-
bers on both sides of the House, who will agree with me
that the increased facilities provided during the last five or
six years have been very great indeed, to say nothing of the
increased expenditure to establish postal service in Manitoba
and the North-West Territories, where the expense would
naturally be far in excess of the receipts from the service
rendered there for a number of years. In view of all those
increased facilities, all the increased accommodation, the
opening of 4,000 or 5,000 miles of railway since 1874-75, the
railways receiving subsidies for the mail service they per-
form, o soon as the mails were sent over them, it was but
natural that there should have been a very large and con-
siderable increase. Hias it added anything to the taxation
of the country? Nothing whatever. Let us see what are
the facts with respect to that service. Here is a statement
of the receipts ad expenditure:

Receipts, lt July 1874, to lst July, 1879...$ 5,763,025
Expenditure, lt July, 1874, to ist July, 1879 8,358,360

Deficit .... ,.............. $ 2,605,335

or $521,067 per annum-
Sir LEoNARD TILLEY.

Receipta, lat July, 1879, to lst July, 1884...8 7,748,560
Receipts, 1st July, 1879, to lst July, 1884 ... $ 7, 748,56O
Expenditure, lst July, 1879, to 1st July, 1884 10,064,549

$ 2,315,989
or 8463,196, against $521,067 for the first five years. It
is all very well to point to increased expenditure, but so
long as there is an increased return equal to, or in excess
of, that expenditure, and so long as we are giving additional
accommodation to the country, I am sure this House and
the people will never objeoct to any such increased expendi-
ture made under those circumstances. The next item to
which I desire to call the attention of the flouse by way of
comparison is the Dominion Lands expenditure. That
expenditure was in 1877-78, $87,628; 1884, $166,898, an in-
crease of $79,270. Now, Sir, when we consider the vast
territory which has been transferred to the control and
management of the Department of the Interior, when we
consider the large sales that have been made in the last
1 hree or four years, when we consider the number of settlers
who have gone upon the lands of that country-and from
which lands we have received no money return-when
we consider that the receipts for lands from Manitoba and
the North-West from 1874 to 1878 were $89,392.61, while
the receipts from 2879 to 1884 were 84,070,543.67, I think
it will be understood by this House why the management
of so large an estate as that, the sale of such a large portion
of that country, and the settlement of tens of thousands of
people upon its lands, justified the increased expenditure
of something like $60,000 or $70,000 last year, as compared
with the expenditure of 1878.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Is that exclusive of the capital
expenditure ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No, I will come to that by-
and-bye-the hon. gentleman will find that I have not for-
gotten it. The next item of expenditure is public works
and buildings. The expenditure under that head in 1877-78
was $998,594.70. In 1884 it was $2,908,851.65, or an
increase of expenditure amounting to 81,910,256.95. The
expenditures last year on public buildings and harbors,
and all other works under the management of the Public
Works Department, were nearly treble what they were in
1877-78. Now, Sir, so far as this expenditure is concerned,
I admit that it is a charge on the country-I admit that
there is no direct return given. But who will say that if
the Government or the country has a surplus sufficient to
induce Parliament to vote sums of money for the construc-
tion of public buildings, for the improvement of harbors,
and the navigation of our rivers-that the Government is
not justified in spending it in that way ? These works and
buildings are part of the assets of the Government. If we
do not erect these buildings we would have to pay rents for
inferior ones, and we know perfectly well that it has been,
and necessarily will be, the policy of the Government of
Canada, that whenever the funds of the Government admit
it, these buildings shall be erected in every important
town and city throughout the Dominion of Canada. The
only question is whether the treasury will admit it,
and how rapidly these works are to be undertaken.
We know perfectly well that the trade and commerce of the
country must largely depend on the facilities that are given
to it. We have since 1867 expended a large sum of
money in improving the navigation of our rivers, in
improving our harbors, in establishing harbors of refuge
throughout the country, and I do not hesitate to say that in
my judgment, whenever the funds of the country will admit
it, Parliament will justity the erection of these buildings for
the'public service throughout the Dominion jst as rapidly
as the work can be done. The next item is Interest, and
under the head of increased expenditure for that itemis the
sum of $651,297.06, paid in interest over and above the
intereet which was paid in 1877-78. Now, Mr. Speaker, a
large portion of that interest is met by thei noreased
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receipts of interest, perhaps reducing it by $300,000. But a year, but that it should be embodied in a Billso that it
I am in a position to state here that, though that sum is might be made permanent. Therefore, under the oir-
nominally $651,297 more than was paid in 1877-78, the net cumstane) I think no hon, gentleman on the other aide
interest paid by the people of Canada during 1884, in pro- wiII raise any objection to this inorease of expenditure.
portion to its population, was less per head by 8J cents than Tien we core to the expenditure on accountof Indiana.
it was in 1877-78. The next item that swells up the In 1877-78 it was $421,503.66, and in 1883-84, it wu
expenditure is the .excess of $337,746.65 paid into the Sink- $1,116,153.87, an increase of 8694,650.21. 1 may remark
ing Fund more than was paid in the year 1877-78. It is that in 1877-78 ail the Thdian treaties that had been
only necessary for me to remind the House that the sinking entered into just before were not so far completed that aIl
fund is a sum laid aside towards the redemption of the debt, the Indiana received in that year the sum provided for them
and that it is practically a reduction of the debt to that under the treaty arrangements, and therefore a consider-
amount, instead of an increased tax, though it appears able proportion of the $694,000 is the reauit of tresties that
on the expenditure side of the account. The next item is were entered into previous Vo 1878. We had hoped in the
Immigration and Quarantine. In the year 1877-78, the present year to have had a decrease in that expenditure;
expenditure under that head was reduced very materially but, unfortunately, owing to oircumstanoes over which
from what it had been the previous three years. It nither this Parliament nor the Government have any con-
was 8180,691.44,while in 1883.84 the expenditure was $575,- trol-owing te the fact that the buffalo h8 ceased to make
326.72, an increase of $394,635.28. I may state to the hon. its appearance in the North-West Territries-it hu been
gentlemen opposite that the average expenditure during found expedient, in the intereats of the country,
their Administration for immigration and quarantine was during the last two or three years that thSe unfor-
$300,000 a year, and for the five years from 1879 to 1884 it tunate Indians, instead of being left to starve or
was $340,000 a year, with results which, I need hardly say, Vo imperil the proporty or the lives of the white mon in
were three-fold greater than the results of the expenditure that country, should, at al events for a time, until educated
during the five years from 1874 to 1879. Sir, I think it is te farm or te provide for themselves, be maintaiued at the
not necessary for me to say anything more than to make public expenserather than bring upon that country any
that statement with reference to that- branch of the ex. suc disaster as would follow from their being allow.d te
penditure. The next item is Militia and Defence, the faîl into a starving condition. Therefore, mucl as the Gov-
expenditure upon which in 1877-78 was $618,136.58, while ernment and the House may regret that we have not been
in 1884 it was $989,498.22, or an increase of $371,364.64. able yet to bring about a decreae of that expenditure, it is
But if we go back and take the five years from 1874 to hoped ere long that that amount will be rednced. The
1879, we find that the expenditure for militia was about the next item, Sir, is the mounted police. The expenditure hm
same as it has been from 1879 to 1884-that is for the five increased from 8345,958.68 in 1817-18 to 8485,983.66 in
years from 1874 to 1879. The whole expenditure for 1883-84, or an increase of $140,024.98. This increase due
militia and defence varied very little from the expenditure te the necessity ofan increase of the force. I may say horo
that took place for the five years 1879 to 1884, though there that, taking the force that was in Manitoba from 1874 to
is a considerable difference in the expenditure of 1877-78 1878, and the mounted police together, the expenditure
and that of 1883-84. But we know perfectly well that not- during the last five years on the mounted police hm beeu
withstanding that over the five years there has been an equivalent te the expenditure for the force that wonli
average about the same, yet in 1881, we iad four new Manitoba and for the Mounted Police. But this inerme of
organisations, consisting of three infantry schools and one$140,000 was consided nocossary by the fouse. Last
cavalry school-one in the Maritime Provinces, one in the year Parliament voted the sum cf money for this increase,
Province of Quebec, one in Ontario, one in British Columbia for various reasons which were thon presented by the FFnst
and a troop, I think, in the Province of Quebec. These Minister. The next item is Subsidies to Provinces, which
additional organisations were established last year. I have incroased $130,906.f1. This lisbeen caused mainly
think, Mr. Speaker, that on this question, perhaps, there by the concessions that were made to Manitoba from time
may naturally be in the louse some little difference of Vo time from 1879 down te 1884. The nexi item la Logis-
opinion with reference to the expenditure under the head lation, in which there is an increasof $44,731.85. This is
of militia. But I recollect perfectly, though then not a the result cf ineresed cost of the publication cf Hanard
member of the Parliament of Canada, that engagements were and cf the increased number cf members of Parhiament
entered into by gentlemen belonging to both parties, with under the census cf 1881. Then the Lighthouse and Coat
the Imperial Government, when in Engþnd, for an expen- Service las increased from 8461,967.71 te 8520,624.38; au
diture of $1,000,000 a year for the defence of the country. increase cf 858,556.67. Now, Sir, I think there la perliapa
I think suc% an arrangement was entered into before the scarcely any expenditure made by tho Dominion of Caa
Union took place. At all events, I think under existing from year te year, cf something like $40p000 a year in the
circumstances, there will be very little objection to this firat place for the construction cf liglthouses, then perhaps
increase. When the establishment of those four organisa- 810,000 a year or nearly that for their maintenance, that la
tions is considered, this expenditure is not in excess of the more in the intorest of the country than that expendi-
five years previous ; and I think it will not be considered a ture. We know that in 1867, wheu this Dominion
useless expenditure, but by a large portion of the members was organised, the lighthouse service was very inferior
of this House and the people of Canada will be regarded as te what iV is te-day, and we know perfectly well
a wise and judicious protection of the country. The next that during the early administration cf the Dopartment that
item of expenditure is under the head of Fisheries. In had charge cf Vhs expenditure, very large appropriations
1877-78 $93,262.28 were expended, and in 1883-84$286,700.14, were made, and the resuit las been, as every manicon-
making an increase of $193,437.86. I need not explain nected with trade and commerce knows, te cheapen the
to the House that this' increase is the result of its rate cf insurance on vessels eoming into the country, to
action in giving the fishermen of Canada a bounty, which diminialithe risk cf the 111e cf the mariner, and Vo reduS the
lias had the most beneficial results, so far as the rate of freiglts on importa coming into the ccuntry, as well
production of our fisheries is concerned. I think as the rate cf freiglts and expenditure on p ota
there were no objections offered to that proposition even out cf the country, and this hias been a direct teto
on the opposite bide of the House. The only anxiety hon. the whole country mucl greater indeed than any additionel
gentlemen opposite manifested, if my memory serves me, expenditure that it was found necessarY te make for that
WUs that itshould bo simpîy a vote cf Parliamont for a150,000 grat sud important interest. The expoeditua fo th
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maintenance of the lights-because the increase is largely
due to that-is one which I am satisfied will be justified by
Parliament and by the people of Canada. The next item is
Cfvil Government, and I take the expenditure of 1877-78,
because it was lowest in that year ; I take the most favorable
year for hon. gentlemen opposite, because I do not wish
therm to say during this discussion : You have selected the
highest year of our expenditure. I desire to stand upon
firmer ground than that, and am willing to give them the
benefit of the lowest expenditure for the purpose of making
the oomparison to which I now call the attention ofthe House.
While the expenditure of civil government for 1877-78 was
$23,869, Iet year it was $1,084,417, or an increase of
$261,047-

Mr. CASGRIATN. Hear, hear.

Sir LEONARDTILLEY. The hon. gentleman says, hear,
hear. I do not wonder at it, because hon. gentlemen opposite
have made this one of the great charges against the Adminis-
tration throughout the length and breadth of the country, to
prove the extravagance of this Administration. Now I desire
to eaf the attention of the House to the circumstances that
have led to this increase of $261,000 in six years. One of the
difficulties that every Government must experience in pre-
paring the Civil Service estimate, is the increase that is
inevitable under the provision of the Civil Service Act, by
which a very large proportion of the employés receive each
a yearly increase of $50. This increase for the last six
years le estimated as follows: It is estimated that 420 of
the Civil Service employés have received an increase of
$50 a yeur, and each year since 1877-78, that is during six
yers, or a total increase of salary to each employé of $300.
Thtt amount for 420 civil servants gives 8127,000 of an
increse. Then we have had transferred to the Civil
Service account the expenditure on the Geological
Survey, the cost of the employés in that branch of the
Î blic service. These officers were formerly paid

a vote of theHlouse, which did not appear under the head
o Civil Service appropriation, but last year and the year
beibre this vote was transferred to the Civil Service, and
the amount of their salaries, 636,000,is added to the expendi-
ture, making, not an increased expenditure, but a simple
transfer from one account to another. As it appears now
under the head of Civil Service expenditure, it increases
that vote to the extent of $36,000. Then, there is the
Hi'h Commissioner's salary and contingencies $14,000.
Wâ , our friends opihad not a High Commissioner,
but they had a eman for a time in London, an Agent-
Generalwith a beralsalary; and I may say with refer-
ente to the services rendered by the High Commissioner
that'the very fâet of sending him to London, apart from the
other services he has rendered, has placed the Government
in a botter position towards their financial agents. It wars
intended ut the time that ho should be our financial agent,
but it was found impracticable to carry that intention out.
The very fact, however, of such intention bein made
known, led to a reduction in the charges of our nancial
agents and the saving of a sum of money annuall y
gt'eter than that which the High Commissioner's
obbe has cost us. I venture to say that hon. gentlemen

ite, should they, at a future day, have the responsi-
bllty of ofBee thrown upon them, will find that the services
of this gentleman, or if not of the present inctimbent, the
services of one of their own friends acting in a similar
capacity, would be fbund of so much value to them and so
much in the public interest of the Dominion that, object as
they may to the erpenditure now, I doubt if they will ever
-repea that arrangement or discontinue the office. At all
vets, that adds $14,000 to the civil list. Then there is

the htíd of Exainers who last year were paid 84,661,
uuotht addition to the Civil Service vote. This leaves
sbout $O;000 to be accounted for, and it may be accounted

Sir LZoNAnj TILLE!.

-1
for in this way: *80,000 is the increase from 1877-78 to
1884, on new employés. I heard the other night the remark
made that the number of employés in the Civil Service had
been about doubled. Well, Sir, that is not the case. If we
take the number of permanent employés of 1877-78 and the
extra men paid by the day, and the number of employés in
the Civil Service in 1884, and the extra mon, we will find
that the increase is just 119, or twenty men a year, on an
average, added to the service during the last six years.
Now, I desire to lay before the House the ciremstances
which, in my judgment, warrant that increase. Take, in
the first place, the Department of Public Works. The
expenditure under that Department last year, as I have said,
was three times as great as it was in 1877-78. This House
will quite understand that it is impossible to carry ont an
expenditure of -3,000,000 at the same cost as you would
an expenditure of a million dollars. That is quite clear.
Then we come to railways and canals. The expenditure in
that branch has increased. It will be quite understood by
this House, when we take into consideration the increased
mileage of railways that are being worked by the Govern-
ment, when we take into account the large expenditure since
1879 on contracts from the head of Lake Superior to Winni-
peg and in British Columbia, when we take into account the
supervision which is necessary to be exercised in the con-
struction of the easterly portion under contract by the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway Company, when we consider the increase
of business as compared with 1877-78, this House will agree
with me that these circumstances warrant the increase in
cost of this Department during the last five years. Then
we come to the Department ofthe Interior. I called attention
a few moments ago to the fact that the Department of the
Interior had to deal with a territory nearly as large as the
whole of Europe ; three-fourths as large at ali events; that
in the last four years the Minister of that Department has
sold and received money for sales made to the amount of
$4,000,000, that he has had necessarily to superintend the
surveying and all the arrangements necessary for the settle-
ment and selling of this enormous territory, so that it cannot
be expected that the expenditure would be anything like
what it was five years ago, when only $90,000 was received
for sales of land, when that country was not penetrated by
railways, and there was little or no expenditure necessary.
Then we come to the Post Office Department. There has
been a very large additional number of employés engaged
in the Post Office Department. When we look at
the facts, I think it will be admitted that the increased
number of employées is warranted. What were the duties
performed in 1884 as compared with 1878? In 1878 we
had arrangements made for the sale of money orders only
with Great Britain, the United States, and Newfound-
land. Since that period that privilege has been extended
to sixty countries in addition to these--extended, I may
say, to the whole civilised world. Money orders can now
be had from the Postal Departîment to almost any part of
the civilised world. That could not be done without
increasing the expenditure; but, on the other hand, let me
say to this House that the increased expenditure has been
largely met by the charges made for these money orders.
Therefore, if while this extension has increased the
expenditure ofthe Department and the number of employée,
it has given in return to the revenue, no doubt, a sum quite
equal to the expenditure for those additional employés. In
addition to that, we find that the number of open accounts in
the Post Office Savings Banks in July, 1878, was 25,535, and
in 1884,66,682, showing an increase during the five years of
41,147. We know perfectly well that this increase in the
number of accounts involved an enormous amount of labor.
If any one goes to the Post Office here and deposits
810 or $20, under the provisions in regard to the postal sav-
ings banks, that money is transmitted to the general office,
and the general oce has to send to the man who makes the
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deposit an acknowledgment of the receipt in each case. That
is the protection of the Department and depositor, as the
depositor is told that, unless he receives a notice from the
Department that the money is to his credit he inust at once
make enquiry with regard to it. But every one of these
deposits, even if it be only of $1, requires an acknowledg-
ment, and entered by a person in the Department here;
so that, when that is extended to 41,147 additional
accounts all over th'e Dominion of Canada, you
will see how great must be the increase of work
in the Department under such circumstances. And that
is apart from the general extension of the business of the
Department outside of these two particular accounts to
whieh I have referred, and warrants us in coming to the
conclusion that, with an increase of sixty-three countries
outside of those named in 1878-79, there must necessarily
be an increased expenditure in the Department, but for that
expenditure there is an equivalent return. The next De-
partment is the Finance Department. The additional work
that is thrown upon that Department is mainly through the
Savings' Banks. The deposits, as the House is aware, have
largely increased. The number of open accounts in 1878 was
19,922, and, in 1884, 43,406, making an increase of open
accounts of 23,484. These accounts ail require to be checked
here, the parties having deposits are notified by the Depart-
ment, and a large amount of increased work is involved,
though, perhaps, the increases are not so great as in some
other Department.

Sir.RICHARD CARTWRIGHLT. I do not want to inter-
rupt yon unnecessarily, but are these separate accounts,
separate depositors ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes, they are separate
accounts.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I beg pardon, but I
dare say it will not embarrass you. Does each separate
account mean a separate depositor ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No, not in the Savings Banks,
but it does in the Post Office. In the Post Office, notice is
iven of each deposit, it is not so with the Government

avings Bank. It is an increase in the number of accounts,
but does not involve the same amount of increased work as
in the Postal Department. The next is the Militia Depart-
ment. As I stated before, the establishment of the additional
schools must necessarily lead to some extent to an increase
of expenditure, but the increase of expenditure in that
Department is not larger than would reasonably be expected
from the increased force and the additional schools
and organisations that have been established. The Audit
Department, as hon. gentlemen know, is a separate
and distinct department, which is now necessarily more
expensive than before, because it is much more efficient
in its opration, and, although it requires a certain
additiona number of clerks, not much increase has been
made in the last four or live years. Still, as the busi-i
ness of the country increases, some increase has been,
necessary there. In the Customs Department, the increasedi
revenue collected, the increased number of ports, the exten-i
sion of the Customs IDepartment te Manitoba snd the Ner th-
West Territories, the increased vigilance required under thej
Act of 1879, which has thrown very considerable additionali
work upon that Department, would naturally lead to some1
increase in the expenditure there. In the Indian Depart-1
ment, there is the Mounted Police, and there is an increasedi
expenditure for the Indians, which would account for the1
increased expenditure there. In the Inland Revenue1
Department, an additional expenditure has been necessary
owing to the passage of the License Act, which threw upong
that Department some additional expenditure last year. In1
the Department of Agriculture, I desire to cal the attentioni
of the House to the increase of that Department since 1878,

and I think the hon. members will be fully satisfied that
that Department is justified in asking the additional expen-
diture which is proposed.

Mr. POPE. It is a model Department.

Bir LEONARD TILLEY. It is a model Department 1
know. When we consider the additional work that bas
been performed in that Department in the last three or four
years in connection with immigration, we can see that it
would warrant some increase in the expenditure; but there is
a portion of its business to wh ich I wish particularly to call the
attention of the House, which would warrant to the fullest
extent the additional amount expnded in that Department
since 1878. In 1878, the number of patente issued was
1,172, and the revenue received from the Patent Office was
833,663. In 1884, 2,456 patents were issued, with a revenue
of $69,530. This gives some ides of the lncreased work
thrown upon that Department in that particular branch,
and it must be borne in mind that the salaries of the in-
creased number of employés there have been paid four-
fold by the additional fees received from the increased num-
ber of patente granted, an increase of 836,000 since 1877-18.
Then there is the Department of Justice, in whioh
there is, necessarily, an increased amount of work, from
the increased population of the country, which leads to an
increased number of convicts. The Departments of the
Secretary of State and the Privy Council depend, as far as
their work is concerned, largely upon the development of
the courtry from the increase of the population, from the
settlement of the North-West, and from the various ques-
tions and orders that reach the Council, and the correspon-
dence that passes through the Secretary of State. Every
hon. member will understand that an increased population
means, to these Departments, an increased business, an in-
creased number of documents which pass through them and
which must necessarily increase the expenditure. Tarking
these facts into account, the increase of $80,000, or of
twenty men per year from 1878 to 1884, is, I think,
sufficiently justified, and go there is a justification for
the employment of these 119 men in addition to those em-
ployed either temporarily or permanently in 1877-78.
Now, Sir, I have gone over the items of the increases to
inake up the expenditure of 87,500,000 in 1881 over the
expenditure of 1877-78. Many of these, as I have shown,
do not cause an increase of taxation, bat, on the contrary,
have caused increased revenue, and, therefore, we should
confine our consideration to these expenditures for which
there is no money return; they are limited in character, and
if they are limited in character it is found that the advantages
the country derived from these expenditures is an equiva-
lent, and more than an equivalent, for the expenditures
that have been made. Under these circumstances I wiah
it to be understood that when hon. members opposite make
the statement that the extravagance of the Government
must be judged by its increased expenditure of $7,500,000 in
six years, we have a good and sucffiient answer to give, and
that is that that sum, during those five years, has not noces-
sarily resulted in increased ta-ation to the people. Now I
proceed to establish that faot. From 1874 to 1879 the neces.
sary taxation of the people of Canada, based upon the
average population between those periods, had the Govern-
ment of the day collected the money necessary to
pay the expenditure, would have been, as I have stated
before, $4.88 per head of the population. When I
state here-and I have the data to prove it-that from 1879
to 1884 the necessary taxation per head of the population
to meet the expenditure, was less than 84.88 per head, by
10 cents per head-when I make that statement, it ij, if I
can prove it, the answer to the assertion I have just made
that this expenditure of $7,500,000 does not and has not led
necessarily to the increased taxation. I have made this sta
ment before, and I think it is necessary to give thedata upon
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which it is made, because an hon. member of this House has,
within the last two or three months, made an alarming state-
ment that has gone, not alone through Canada, but the world
over, 1 may say, to show that the taxation of the people of
Canada is now nearly double that of the United States, and
that it is increasing at such a ratio that before long it will
be equal to that of the most highly taxed nations of the
world. Now, Sir, I think it is necessary, under these
circumstances, that we should here, rather than in any
other place, give the answer to that statement and relieve
the anxieties of the people which must naturally result from
such a statement as this going over the length and breadth
of the conntry. Sir, I am about to establish the statement I
made as to the necessary taxation from 1874 to 1879, and
the necessary taxation from 1879 to 1884. The Customs,
Excise, and stamp dues collected from the 1st July, 1874, to
the lst July, 1879, were 893,,295,770.34. The deficit during
that period was $4,818,789, making a taxation necessary,
if the revenue had been collected sufficient to pay that ex-
penditure of $98,114,559.34, or on an estimated average
population during that period of 4,02 1,000, or $4.88 per head.
I may state that the deficit was caused in this way: The
total receipta during those five years were $114,860,495;
the total expenditure during that period was $119,679,284,
which represents the deficit I have named. Now, then, we
corne to the years from 1879 to 1884. Received from Cas-
toms, Excise and Stamps, from Tst July, 1879, to lst July,
1884, $124,723,659.84. The surplus during those five
years was $20,4 9,725, made up in this way : Total receipts
during the period named, $157,687,879; total expenditure
during the same poriod, $137,258,154. If yon deduct the
$20,000,000 surplus from the receipts, theu necessary taxa-
tion-the hon. member (Sir Richarl Cartwright) laughs, I
will give him a statement that will require more than a
laugh to answer. The necessary taxation for that period
was $104,293,934.84, on an average population of 4,364,800,
or $4.78J per head, against $4.88 per head.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGRIT. Hear, hear.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The hon. member laughis.

What was done with that $20,000,000 ?

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. Wasted on the Canadian
Pacifie Railway.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No, Mr. Speaker, not wasted
on the Canadian Pacifie Railway, or on any other railway.
I will tell you what effect that surplus of $20,000,000 had.
Lot us see what the net interest of the Dominion of Canada
was in 1874 when these gentlemen came into power. The
net interest paid in 1873-74 was $5,113,573.31,on an estimated
population of 3,873,920, or $1.32 per head. The net interest
paid iin 1878-79 was $6,456,383.51, an increase in the
net interest of $1,342,810.20 in five years, or 81.54J per
head, or an increase of 22J cents per head in five years,
on an estimated population of 4,178,890. Then, as the
result of that surplus, as the result of the improved
credit of the country, as the result of the redemption of
maturing liabilities bearing 5 and 6 per cent., the net interest
paid in 1883-84 was $6,713,482.24 on an estimated popula-
tion of 4,600,000, or $1.46 per head, or 8j cents per bead
les than was paid in 1878-79. That is one of the effects of
the surplus of $20,000,000, and that, Sir, while they expended
$33,000,000 or $34,000,000 during the five years that
they were in office, chargeable to capital. These are the
results so far as the taxation per head is concerned, after
we have spent in the five years to which I refer 665,000,000
in the construction of the Pacifie Railway, in the comple.
tion of the Intercolonial Railway, in the deepening and
enlarging of our canals. The result is that the interest
paid during the last year was 8Î cents per head les
than it was when. we came into power in 1878-79.

Sir LioxàD TILLEY.

I think I hear the hon. gentleman opposite saying,
as was said by the hon. gentleman who sits on his
right: What about the capital account? Yon have not
taken into ascount $1,800,000 that is charged to capital for
surveys of the lands, which outlay hon. gentlemen opposite
charged to capital when they were in offce. I think I hear
the hon. gentleman say that in answer to my declaration. I
admit that I have not in this statement taken that into
account, but if that had been taken- into the calculation the
taxation per head of the population would have been still
less than $4.88. 1, therefore, think that so far as the past
five years are concerned, though we exmnded in 1883-84
87,500,000 more in the development of le country and in
the carrying out of great public works than hon. gentlemen
opposite did, yet the necessary taxation of the people has
been less during those five years than during the time hon.
gentlemen opposite were in offiee. That is a sufficient answer
to the country as to the increased taxation and as to the
alledged extravagance of this Government.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Hear, hear.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That is feeble, but I am glad
to have it from the hon. gentleman. I wish it were
stronger for bis sake and for mine also.

Mr. MILLS. Especially for your sake.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I must say thatI have always
found the hon. member (Mr. Mackenzie) an opponent just
as difficult to meet as could be found on that aide of the
House. I appreciate his ability, and I regret that the state
of bis health is such as provents tho hon. member taking as
active and vigorous a part in the discussions of Parliament as
he did formerly. I would now like, as we have had experience
of the National Policy developed outside of Parliament and
in Parliament by the trade returns, to diseus that question
from a five years' standpoint. We have for years taken up
the results of the policy, its effect upon trade, the develop-
ment of our manufactures, and we have compared the results
year by year; but it will be profitable, I thmnk now, having
before us the returns of the five years with respect to its
known effects upon trade, and with respect to its general
influence on the country, to spend a little time in taking a
review of its operations for that period. We know that in
1879 various objections were urged by hon, gentlemen
opposite to the resolutions that were submitted to Parlia-
ment defining and declaring the policy of the Government
on the trade question. One of the objections that was raised
-I think it was put forward by the hon. member who
passed a word across the House a few moments ago-
was that the imposition of a duty on breadatuifs would
interfere materially with the foreign export trade we had
enjoyed down to that time. He went into a very elaborate
calculation, as to what would be the direct results under the
operation of this tarif, consequent upon forcing the trade
through the United States ports instead of bringing it
through our canals or over our railways, as heretofore,
giving employment to the people of Canada. No doubt
there were grave doubts at thut time as to the effect that
would be produced by the imposition of a duty upon
foreign breadstuffs, because it would subject exporters
to transmit their goode in bond at some little trouble, and
perhaps at some expense; and it was contended by hon.
gentlemen opposite, that these circumstanees would drive
the trade into channels other than the St. Lawrence. I have,
from year to year, been able to make a statement, showing
that the fears expremsed by hon. gentlemen at that time
were, so far as our experience thon went, without founda-
tion, and I think the experience of the last five years goes
to show that their fears were groundless. For instance, I
find as follows:-
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Value of exporta foreign gooda from lst

J.uly, 1878, to lat July, 1884............... $53,384,455
Value of exporta foreig goods from ist

July, 1874, to lst July, 1879................ 41,003,910

Incresse... ................ .. ............. $12,380,545

That will be a sufficient answer to hon. gentlemen
who entertained fears upon this subject at that time
for shipment, instead of sending them by the St. Lawrence
and by the winter ports of the Maritime Provinces. Again,
it was said when those resolutions were introduced that
they were unpatriotic, that thoir effect would be to diminish
trade with the mother country and increase our trade with
the United States. That was the statement made by hon.
gentlemen opposite, and we were told we were unpatriotic,
that we were really assisting our American neighbors rather
than the country to which we owe allegiance, and the
country te which our sympathies naturally lean. Here are
the facts with respect te that matter:

Value of goods imported from Great Britain
for five years, from lt July, 1879, to lst
July, 1884........... ............... $224,112,853

Value of goods imported from Great Britain
fir flve years, from lst July, 1874, to lst
July, 1879......... . ..... ...... 209,077,876

Increase.................$ 15,034,977

Value of goods imported from the United
States for five years, from lit July, 1879,
to lut.July, 1884 ................... .... $220e865,271

Value of goods imported from the United
States for five years, from lit July, 1874,
to lit July, 1879 ..................... 240,559,480

Decrease......... ....................... 19,691,209

I think that may be considered as a sufficient answer to the
fears expressed as to the effect of that policy on trade
between Canada and Great Britain, and trade between
Canada and the United States. Thon it was asserted that
under the policy of 1879 the duties would be increased on
British goods to a greater extent than on United States
products. Let us see what the results are for the five years
to which I refer, as shown in the Trade and Navigation
Returns :

Percentage paid on importa from Great
Britain from 1874 to 1879..........16 per cent.

Percentage paid on importa from Great
Britain from 1879 to July lst, 1884... 19eJ "

Inrease. ......... .......... a '
Percentage paid on goods imported for

consumption from the United States,
from 1874 to 1879 .......... ....... .

Percentageon goods imported for conaump-
tion from theUnited Sta.e., from 1879
to 1884............ 14Ni. "--- eu

Increa ....................... ...... 5M f"

That is the answer to the lfears expressed by the hon. gentle-
men opposite, that the tariff then about to go into operation
would work adversely to Great Britain and in favor of the
United States. The question of the balance of trade has
been referred to frequently, and on several occasions by the
leader of the Opposition, who has quoted statements made
by me, I think in 1879 or 1880, when the imports and
exporta had approached an equality, and in one year, I think,
the exporte were a little in excess. For the subsequent years
the importa were in excess, and I expressed at that time my
satisfaction that the importe and 1he exports assimilated
more nearly than they had doue for many years previous.
The leader of the Opposition said that it was my desire that
the importe should go on decreasing until we would have a
perfectbalance of brade, as we had in 1879-80 or 1880-81.
Now what are lhe facts ? The facts are that during the last
two years the importation has been exceptionally large.
Firsth, te importa for the Canadian Pacifie Railway-im-
porte of rails, rolling stock, and other articles brought into
the Oountry, added to the importa of the lut year, and to a

considerable extent to those of the prOvious year. Thon
the general prosperity led to larger import and larger con-
sumption. But I give the following facts to show that the
National Policy has had the practical effect of keeping the
difference batween importa and exporta in a much more
favorable condition than it would have boen but for the
National Policy:

The importa from July lt, 1874, to July lit,
1879, were .................. $490,654,806

Exports for same period............ .............. 385,543,729

Excess of importa over exporta.........$105,111,076

The importe from.July lt, 1879, to July lit,
1884, were ....................................... $559,891,152

Exports for same period.....,.................... 477,831,784

Exceas of importe over exporta......... $82,059,368
In addition I may state that there was a large increase in
the trade of the Dominion in the last five years. The in-
creased production of our manufactures, as shown by the
returns submitted to the Government, and laid on the Table
of the House-and I am sorry they are not printed, but
hon. gentlemen will have ample time to examine them
before this discussion closes-must have diminished the
value of the importe of manufactured goode for the five
years to the extent of $100,000,000. When I say that the
increased labor paid during the last year to the
mon and women employed in the manufactures of the
country was $15,000,000 alone, you may fairly infer
that for interest, on the outlay on buildings and the
profits to the manufacturers il would roach an average
of $20,000,0, or for the five years $100,000,000. The im-
ports have been necessarily decreased by the operation of
this olicy, and the balance of trade would have been that
much larger against us had not these factories been built
and these industries established in the country; and the
consequences would have been, I think, unfortunate
if such had been the condition of thing. So much for
the question of the balance of trade. I do not desire to
seo the consumption of the people diminished; but what
the Government prefer is that while they desire to see the
consumption of the people increased, they prefer rather to
se. them consuming articles produced and manufactured in
the country,-by the labor of the country, than that tboy
should be imported from outside and involve the necessity of
sending the money out of the country to pay for them. Now
I desire to give some further evidence with reference to the
succese of this policy in increasing the industries of this
country. There is nothing, perhaps, that can mark more
clearly the increase of these industries than the increased de-
mand for machinery. It is known perfectly well by every
man who is engaged in the manufacture of machinery, that
the orders he has recoived and executed since 1879 have been
largely in excess of hie orders from 1874 to 1879. You
will find, perbaps, that leading men who are not members
of Parliament, who are advocating this policy, and are the
most effective speakers in its favor, are the men who speak
of thoir own industry, who go to the country and tell the
people what benefits they have received from this policy, in
the inereased demand for their machinery. I may, perhape,
point to a man whom my hon. predecessor met reoently,
and who, speaking from his own experience, spoke so
effectively that he carried the people with him, because be
was able to show that the increased demand for his pro-
ducts and the increased employment given to mohanics
were the result of the National Policy. In addition to the
increased demand at home, we find that the maohinery
imported from 1874 to 1879 was 83,100,018 in value, while
the value of that imported from 1879 to 1884 was $8,597,300.
I think this je an indication that some new life or vitality
was given to industries requiring this increased amount
of maehinery. Then take the article of raw hides in order
to show the development of leather manufacture. We find
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that the raw hides imported from 1874 to 1879 were valued they had in the first years, and make an average by a com-
at $6,419,294, and from 1879 to 1884, $9,517,744. This is parison with the less profits that they have had since.
some evidence of the inereased demand for hides for That is my answer to that line of argument. With regard
the manufacture of leather, and the manufacture of boots and to sugar, the question is, has it cost the people any more
shoes and other articles made from leather. We come next to than it did before? Never before in the history of the
coal. The amount of coal entered for consumption from country was ihe price of sugar so low as it is to-day;
1874 to 1879 was 4,230,984 tons, and from 1879 to 1884, and I will say, never before was sugar so good either. I
7,085,985 tons. The output of coal in 1878 was 650,000 admit that that is not a sufficient answer to the statement
tons; the output in 1884 was 1,550,500 tons, or 900,000 of hon. gentlemen opposite, that the cost was increased to
tons more than it was in 1878. Hon. members who were the consumer, because the price of raw sugar has been lower
bore in 1879 will recollect that I estimated-and I thought than it was; but when we take into account the cost of
it was a liberal estimate-that in four years the output of yellow and refined sugar during the past five years, I be-
coal in the Dominion of Canada would be increased 400,000 lieve you will find that the consumer has had his -sugar as
tons, and now, in a little over five years the incroase has cheap as he would have had if he had imported it from the
reached 900,000 tons, or 3,000 tons for every working United States and England, under the tariff which prevailed
day of the year 1884. I think some hon. gentlemen in 1877 and 1878. What has our policy done more than
opposite will say: Well, if you have increased the imports that? In 1878 only 6 per cent. of the sugar consumed in
of coal 3,000,000 tons, you have taxed the people 50 or 60 the Dominion of Canada came direct from the country of its
cents a ton on that increased import of coal. Well, I admit production; last year 89 per cent, came from the country of
it. I will not undertake to prove-though it might be its production, and only 11 per cent. from Great Britain
proved to some extent-that in some cases the duty is paid and the United States. That is my answer tothe statement
by the party selling the coali; I am not going to take any of the hon. gentleman who said that the duty on sugar meant
doubtful ground. I will admit for argument's sake, that a great loss of revenue, and an increased cost to the con.
the people pay every cent of that duty. But what doos it sumer. The revenue received during the last year on account
enable us to do ? It has enabled us-because the duty is of the increased quantity ofraw sugar imported, although the
just about the same-to take the duty off tea and coffee and value was low, was greater than the revenue of years
place it on coal, which gives us an industry that has previous. All this shows that we have not only obtained
increased its output 900,000 tons in 1884 over 1878. Were the usual revenue fron sugar, but that we have given
that duty taken off coal to-morrow, the Government employment to a large number of people. We have
would have to come to Parliament and ask them to impose restored to Canada an important industry. Our trade with
a duty on tea and coffee instead. Now, Sir, the next ques- the West Indies bas increased by 40 or 50 per cent., and
tion is the question of sugar. That is a question which was our policy with regard to sugar bas been eminently benefi-
pretty fully debated here. Very strong language was used cial to the whole Dominion of Canada. Well, Sir, the next
by on. gentlemen opposite with reference to the effect of industry I come to is the cotton industry. We recollect the
our policy upon sugar. It was stated that we were enrich- statements made by hon. gentlemen opposite about the
ing the sugar refiner and taxing the consumer. I should cotton lords. The sugar refiners, the cotton lords and the
net at all wonder if we should now have from the same woollen manufacturers were the favorites; and their indus-
gentlemen the declaration that our policy has ruined the tries were the three pet industries of the Government.
refiner, while, perhaps, they may net admit that it has Mr. BLAKE. Do not leave out the iron.
benefited the consumer. The change in the duty on sugar
bas had this effect: It has restored to Canada an industry Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We did not do much for the
she had lost; it bas led to the erection of two or three new iron industry until 1881.
refineries in addition to the old, giving employment to a Mr. BLAKE. You gave it a bounty.
large number of bands. I am not quite sure we have not Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I am now referring to theone refinery too many; but if they are net making as much statements made in 1879. I admit that we did do some.money at present as they did in former years will it net be thing for the iron industry ; and if $1.50 a ton, teo be, afterright for hon. gentlemen opposite te take juto account the a certain period, reduced to af1 a ton, should be found
large profitssai teo have been made t 187 and 1880, to necessary to more fully develop this industry, Icounterbalance the mall profits at the resent timei a have no doubt that the protection of 1.50 will be ex-average the return whic the .vestor ad from thism-tended to it. Coming back to the cotton industry. Hon.dustry ? I think that would be reasonable. gentlemen opposite objected te this policy on the

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear. ground that the men engaged in that industry would make
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Only the men who made thé fortunes out ofit, while the poor man would be forced to

money thon won't divide with the others now. pay higher prices. I should not wonder if we were to hear
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Not at all. But, Mr. Speaker, ·the sanie hon. gentlemen now say that the poor unfortunate

I am now combatting the argument that may be raised by- men who invested money lu the cotton mille of the
and-bye, and I am calling the attention of the House te the country are suffering badly. Well, I can say, so far as
fact :t when this question of sugar was under discussion, the consumer is concerned, that hoe is not suffering. There
it was eharged that our policy was to enrich the rich and to was great solicitude felt by hon. gentlemen opposite for
impoverish the poor; and now we are to hear that these the poor man and I remember that that solicitude extended
gentlemen are engaged in au enterprise in which they lst to the leader of the Opposition. In his speeches here
money latyear, not from the effect of the policy, but from, and elsewhere he dwelt upon the great tax the poor man
the downward tendency of the price of sugar during the last1 would be subjected to by requiring sevon yards for a certain
twelve months. Hon. gentlemen say, hear, hear, te my garment.
etatement; but let me call their attention to the fact that Mr. BLAKE. NO.
the argument that applies to sugar will apply to cotton and
other industries. If, as hon. gentlemen said, these industries Sir LEONAR D TLLLEY. Well, nine 7ards, perhaps.
were yielding large profits then, and if they are making Whether it was seven or nine, I know he was extremely
small profits now, if the inference from their statement is solicitous about the consumer of cotton. I have had
that we have induoed men ;to engage in enterprises that placed in my hands the prices current on the a1st of
have not aid, theshould take into amount the profits January, 1885, taken from the New York Economist, giving

Sir J0ZNAD 1=19.
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a comparaison ofthe prices of cotton at New York and in
Canada:

American. canadian.
Whiteniv le-....-....... 33 i-.-6 ts. per yd. 33 i. , 5 ets. per yd.

Pl m ......35k 6 6 9 36 e4
Heron ............... 35 " 6 " 36 " 74 «
Whitemisville...... ...... 35 7 " 36 " 7.
DwiRht Anch'r.....:. . 36 "8 L 36 8*Langdon, G. B....-.- 36 936 "

If these figures are reliable, and they have been given
to me by a gentleman upon whose veracity I caun rely-
they are copied them from the Economîgt-they show
clearly, as far as the consumer is concerned, that -he is
having his cotton at less or about the price at which
the consumer in the United States eau purchase similar
goods. I refer, of course, to the retail purchaser. With
reference to the manufacturers, it will be said that under
this policy, capitalists were induced to extend this industry
far beyond what circumstances have shown was justi-
fiable; but the difficulty that has arisen is due to a very
great extent to the fact that the manufacturers confined
themselves, for a year or two, to one or two classes
of goods. The result has been they overstocked the
market, and for the last six months or so, they have been
quietly discussing what arrangements they can make, by
varying the character of their manufactures, which will
enable them to obtain a living profit on their investments.
I recollect hon. gentlemen opposite rising, three or four
years ago, and stating that the dividend declared by one
of these companies was something like 40 pur cent. If state.
ments of that kind were correct, the manufacturers probably
invested those large profits and incurred far greater liabilities
in extending their operations, with the result that, owing
to those operations being exceedingly limited as regards
variety in the goods manufactured, they created so sharp a
competition among themselves that they are compelled to
reduce the prices to the consumer to a figure as low or
lower than the prices in the United States. Hon. gentle-
men oprosite will say: "Oh, very soon they wilI remedy
that," for they are meeting together and are endea-
voring to make such arrangements as will enable them to
increase the price and have a living profit. I doubt if there
is a single gentleman in the House, at ail events a single
member who bulieves in the National Policy, who desires
that the men who have invested thuir capital in that indus-
try should not receive a fair return, for the capital they have
invested. And this the manufacturers can do because the
number of spindles in operation in Canada is not equal
considering population, to the number in operation in the
United States; and the fair inference is that the moment
the Canadian manufacturers have so arranged as to increase
the variety of their goods, they will obtain a fair profit on
them and the consumers will not have to pay an additional
sum for the goods, not as much as they would pay on im-
ported goods under the tariff of 1878. To show what an
impetus has been given to this trade since 1879, I will quote
from the Trade Returns giving, the imports of raw cotton
for the five years from 1874 to 1879, and compare them
with the imports during the five years from 1879 to 1884.
From 1874 to 1879, the imports of raw cotton amounted
to 31,847,880 lbs. ; from 1879 to 1884 they amounted to
94,038,2L9 Ibs., and their value increased from $3,568,185
to $10,531,532. This, I think, will show that an impetus'
has been given to this industry, that there has been a
large amount of cotton manufactured in the Dominion,
that it bas 'been purchased by the Canadian consumer at
a ve~ry low rate, and that, considering the number of spindles
that are now in Canada and the demand that must exist
for these goods, the day is not far distant when all these
manufactories will be profitably employed. Subsequent to
1879, the Government came down and asked for an increased
duty upon agricuhural implements, and that was one of the
grievances that has been magnified. It has been for a

41

year or so presented, especially to the people of Manitoba
and the North-West, by our opponents and used by them to
create a feeling averse to the National Policy and the action
of the Government in that matter. I may state now what
I stated. When, on behalf of the Government, I asked that
the duty should be increased to 35 per cent., that I had the
assurance of the manufaturers of the Dominion that the in-
creased duty would not increase the cost to the consumer.
If that assurance had not been carried ont, the Government
would have felt themselves perfectly free to say to these
manufacturers: your assurance bas not been carried out, the
cost has not been kept where it was, but has been increased
to the people of Canada, or to that portion of Canada special-
ly affected, and we will repeal that resolution increasing the
duty from 25 to 35 per cent. I think that I am in a position
to say that the manufacturers of Canada have carried out
their engagement, that the varions articles of agricultural
implements 'wi[L be sold this year in Manitoba and the
North-West as low, many of them, as they can be purchased
in Dakota.

An hon. MEMBER. Lower.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Ail of them as low as, and

some lower, than the prices at which they can be bought in
Dakota or Minneapolis, including the expunses of oarrying
·them from those places. I have hure the comparative prices
of agricultural implements at Winnipeg, for several years
past:
Self-binders ............
Mowing machines....
Seeders.a ....

Sulky ploughs .........
Gang p oughs .......
Farm waggons.........

1881-2
$340

95
90

95

1883
$330

90
85
80

130
85

1884
$300 to $275

85
80
75

110
65 to 75

1885
$225 to $240

72 to 77
72
65

100
75

Let us cqmpare these prices with the prices in Dakota and
Minesota:

Larimore, Fargo, Minneapolis. Columbus. Winnipeg.
D T D.T. DT.

Self-binder, 6 ft cut. $225to$250 $210 *$210 $250 $225 to $240
Mowing machine..... 75 to 80 70 75 80 72 to 77
Farm waggou........ 65 to 75 75 65 to 70 ... 70 to 76
Breisking plough,

12in ches ..... 22 to 24 26.50 22 24 20 to 21
Sulky plough......... 65 to 75 65 50 55 65
Gang plough......... 110 to 120 100 85 95 100
Seeder............... 55 te 65 75 55 tu 60 65 73
fay rake..........30 to 35 30 35 35 36

• Retail price to consumer in Minneapolis, $250.
Now, Sir, as far as the prices of these ar.ticles are con-
corned, the policy resulted in the reduction to the con-
sumer; and I think I may venture to say, with reference
to every leading industry in the country, that the pro-
ductions, whether of agricultural implements, or sugar,
or leather manufactures, or cottons, or woollen goods, or
the articles which enter into the consumption of every-
day life, and especially among the masses of the people,
that it cannot be shown that in any case, except perhaps
that of coal, where a dnty of 60 cents a ton is imposed, there
has been aun increased cost to the consumer; and in couse-
quence of the competition of the manufacturera, which is
very sharp at present, the prices have been in favor of the
consumer. And, though the manufacturers are at present
under very great disadvantages in consequence of the com-
petition from outside, and are compelled to sell with a very
small margin of profit, still this policy has given em-
ployment to a vast number of people in the country and
has been in the public interest. Before I refer further to
that, lut me call attention to a few other facto. Take, for
instance, the value and the products of fish and their
exporta. I think I hear hon. gentlemen opposite say:
What have you doue for the fishing interest ? Whether it
be the effect of the bounty which has been paid during the
last two years or not, we find that there is a considerable
increase in the catch of fia, as shown by the following
statement:-
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Value.
1874 ........... '. $1",681,886
187-P ............ 10417,886
1876 ............. 11,116,999
1877................ 12,005,934
1878..... ....... 13,215,678

Total.......$58,468,383

Then, as far as the exports are
lowing:-

Fiah and Products of Fish
Exported.

Produce Not Pro-
of duce of

Canada. Canada.
1874... $5,292,368 $104,359
1875... 5,380,527 5,232
1878... 5,500,989 232
1977... 5,874,360 .........
1878... 6,853,975 75,391

Total. $28,902,219 $185,214

Value.
1879 .................$13529254
1880 ......... .... 4,4"99i
1881............... 15,817,163
1882 .............. 16,824,092
1883.................. 16,958,192

Total.............$77,628,679
concerned, we find the fol.

Fish and Products cf Fish
Exported.

Produce
of

Canada.
1879... $6,928,871
1830... 6,579,656
1881... 6,867,715
1882... 7,682,079
1883... 8,809,118

Total... $36,867,439

Not Pro-
duce of
Canada.
$143,332

73,691
31,169
15,529
47,808

$311,529
With reference to our cattle exporte, which, thanks to
the great tact and energy of oir High Commissioner in
England and the policy pursued by the Government, have
been secured from the great loss to which the shippers of'
cattle in the United States have been subjected, we find that
the products of that industry sent out of the country from
1874 to 1879 amounted to 811,417,642, and from 1879 to
1884 to 841,062,474. Thon there is the question of the
effect of the general policy upon the development of the
industries of the country. I have given some evidence, I
think, of the progress of these industries, by the increased
demand for machinery in the country, by the greatly
increased import of cotton, by the import of hides, by the
consumption of coal to drive the machinery of the country,
and by various other facts which have been presented here;
but there has been laid on the Table of the House, and will
be placed in the hands of every member shortly, the result
of the enquiries of two gentlemen, who were appointed by
the Government, to examine the leading factories of the
Dominion of Canada, in order to show their development
since 1878. As these papers are not yet in the hande of
members, I shall only, at present, just quote generally the
results, because, when the discussion goes on further and
hon. members have these papers to refer to, it may be
interesting and valuable to go more into detail. I will
simply give the results of their enquiries for six months in
the prominent towns and cities of the Dominion. It is
estimated by thein that they bave visited factories employ-
ing about two-thirds of the people who are engaged in the
various manufacturing industries,!and these are the results:

No. of No. hands Yearlywages Products. Capital
Factorieo. employed. paid. invested.

1884...........2,096 77,346 $24,396,165 $102,870,166 $67,293;373
1878............ 1,501 42,794 13,833,733 49,963,282 37,819,931

Increase in
fiveyears.... 595 34552 $10,562,432 $52,906,884 $29,473,442

If we add 50 per cent. to that, supposing their calculation
is correct and the results should be found to be the same, it
will appear that the adoption of this policy in 1879 has
increaed of the number of factories in Canada by 892, the
number hands by 51,828, the yearly wages paid to the
people employed by 815,843,648, the products by $79,360,-
126, and the capital invested by $44,210,163. It does
appear to me that, under these circumstances, we
have reason to be satisfied with the results of
this policy during the first fivo years of its exist-
ence. I have not said anything up to the present
moment as to the effect this policy bas had upon the credit
of the country. I have been in the habit of referring to
that in the past, and I desire bore, though I shall touch
upon that further on, to say that the credit of the country
stands better to-day at home and abroad, than it ever did be-
fore ; and money can be obtained on more favorable terme

Sir LzoNAD TILLEr.

than ever before. Before I refer to the last loan which wae
made, and to which the late Finance Minister will probably
refer, let me say that j have had a table prepared of the
price of 4 per cent. securities for various countries in order
to compare them with the rates obtainable for Canadi&p
4 per cents. It is as follows:-

5 per
When Due.

Canada.................
Cape..............1900
Jamaica ..... .........
Mauritius...... ......... ...... ......
Natal.....................-.
New South Wales.........
New Zealand............ .
South Australia...........
Queensland ..... ..... ......
Tasmania...... ................ ......
Victoria .... ................
Western Australia........ ......
Austrian.. ... .. ......
Belgian. .................
Danish ....... .............. ..
Dutch,.......................
French Treasurv Bonds... ......
Indian.....................
Italian.......................
Sardiniau .............
Norwegian........ ......
Prussian........................ ......
Russian..........................

cent. 4 per cent.
Rate. When Due. Rate.
......... 1904-1908 105-101

104-106 1922 89*
1927 99-100

......... 1922 100

......... 1926 87-88

......... 1903-1810 104½-105J

.... ..... 1929 98-100

......... 1929 ]02-102

........ 1915-194 100-102e
1908 99½-10l

......... 1907 104
......... 1927 99-101
......... ........ 86-87
. . -. 10i
......... ......... 100
......... ......... 100-102

....... 101Ï-102j
98-100t....... . .
......... 1934 101-102

....... After 1885 10J1-102ý
192 78

Thus it appears that Canadian 4 per cents stand higher to-
day than any of the countries that I have named. With
reference to the last loan placed upon the English market,
at 3½ per cent. interest, the House will remember authority
was given to the Government to loan to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company $22,500,000 ,towards the construction of
that railway, and it became necessary that we should obtain,
on the best terms possible, money to meet our engagements
in that direction. A £5,000,000 sterling loan was offered at
3j per cent, and the minimum named1 was 91. That loan
produced £91 1s. 8d. It was a 50 years loan, and the sum
realised is equal to 2 per cent. premium on a 50 years' loan
at 4 per cent., as will be shown by a book I have in my
hand, and which any hon. member can sec, there ho will
ascertain the value of securities at various rates, with the
number of years to run. Perhaps the late Minister of
Finance has seen it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have the book.
Sir LEONARD TILLE Y. When that loan was placed

upon the market it brought equal to 2 per cent. premium on
4 per cent. loan for fifty years. That, Sir, was the highest
rate ever obtained for any Canadian loan that hrad been
placed on that market. The loans placed by my hon.
predecessor from 1874 to 1876, and the loan plaeed upon
the English market by myself, in 1878, realised about the
same sum at 4 per cent. The fact is, Sir, we did not
realise as good a rate even at 4 per cent, as the 3j per ceat.
loan of 1884. The 4 per cent. debentures placed at 30
as appears by this table. The loan effected by my pre-
decessor in 1874, at the price it realised, yielded to the
purchaser £4 12s. 6d. for every £100 bought. The 30 year
4 per cent. debentures placed in 1875, coat Canada, in inter-
est, £4 lis. 2d. per annum on every £100 that was realised.
The 50 years 3½ per cent. debenture at 91--which was the
minimum placed, though it brought a little more, gave a
rate of interest of £3 18s. 3d. That is what we are paying
on that loan. A 50 year 4 per cent. debenture, selling at
102, would yield an interest to the holder of £3 18s. 2d., so
that I may fairly say we realised what was equal to 102 per
cent. on a 50 year 4 por cent. loan. Now, Sir, the difference
between the rates at which the hon. gentleman opposite,
and I myself in 1878, obtained for the 4 per cent. at that
time, is about ï per cent. and that Î per cent., were it used
as a sinking fand, would pay of the aprcpal in between
40 and 50 years, and that shows the n at ure and extent of the
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value to Canada of the different loans that were floated.
My hon. predecessor asked for the names of the persons who
tendered, and what they tendered for. We had not the
names in our possession to give him, but I may say that when
I placed the minimum at 91, almost everybody who was in
the habit of dealing in securities of this kind thought the
minimum high, and I had a conversation with the manager
of the Bank of Montreal on this su bject, and he declined
to tender, as many others also did, because the minimum
rate was considered too high Now, Sir, there has been a
good deal said with reference to ample notice not having
been given of this loan, that the number of papers it was
advertised in was too limited in circulation, and therefore
the interests of the country were sacrificed. The lion.
gentleman moved, if you will recollect, for the names
of the papers in which ihat loan was advertised, and you
will aiso remember that I asked him to amend that
request and go back to 1874. I had a reason for doing so,
because I was satisfied there was no difference in the
papers that were used as the advertising medium of
his loan and those used for the loan of 1884. The result
showed that, with the exception of 1876, whn he floated his
loan and the loan I floated in 1878, the papers were the
same, that there was not one paper which he used in 1876
that I did not use in 1884, and I imagine only from
the name of that paper that it has gone out of existence.
There is nothing to be gained by the Opposition by an
investigation into the number of papers in which tenders
were asked, for the loan of 1884, as compared with
the papers in which tenders were asked for the previous
loans. Now, with reference to the time that was given
for the parties to tender. If you will compare the pros-
pectuses that were issued by the hon. gentleman opposite,
and by myself, it will be found there is very little difference.
But I will tell you what the Finance Minister of Canada has
to encounter. There is in London an organisation of men
who are opposed to the Pacific Railway, and who are opposed
to the Government of Canada, because they have given faci-
lities to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for the con-
struction of that great work. There are men connected with
the Northern Pacific Railway whose interests lead them to
oppose that road and to destroy the company if possible, and
you will find that, whenever an opportunity arises, the
Northern Pacific Railway Company very naturally seeks to
defeat the completion of the Canadian Pacific Railway,
because when completed it will bo one of its great compe-
titors. Thon, I think I may fairly say that the stock-
holders of the Grand Trunk Railway are not peculiarly
demonstrative in their regard for the Canadian Pacific
Railway. And what do we find when we go into
that market to float a loan ? Just what I found lut
summer, and that was a most determined hostility to
the successful placing of that loan. The morning that ten.
ders were asked for to be deposited at Messrs. Baring Bros.,
the parties opposed to the Canadian Pacific Railway
had a most violent article in one of their papers against
the Government of Canada and the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, and from 10 o'clock in the morning until 3 o'clock in
the afternoon, while the tenders were being deposited
at Messre. Baring for this loan, a man stood there with a
placard advertising this paper, and calling the at-
tention of everybody who came along to the article in
the paper. But, notwithstanding that fact, when the ten-
ders were opened, I do not hesitate to say that on no
occasion have we had so many offers of sums varying
from £100 sterling to £10,000. Had the matter rested
there, we could have made out a case to which there could
have been no reply from hon. gentlemen opposite. But I
think 1 hear the late Finance Minister saying: Oh, but
NOw South Wales has floated a 3j per cent. loan since thon,
aBd that loan brought a higher price than you received for
sur 3$ per cent, loan. There are reasons why the New

South Wales 3½ per cents should have sold for a higher
price than our securities. Ours were for 50 years, theirs
for 40 years.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Ours are for 50 years.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes, ours are for 50 years,
and theirs are for 40 years; and therefore if the purchaser
of a £100 bond pays £92 for it, he gets back into his cof-
fers £8 in 40 years; while the purchaser of one of our
bonds does not get it back for 50 years. So the pur-
chaser of the former has the use of his money for 10
years longer than the purchaser of the latter. Accord-
ing to the table in my bands, it makes a difference of
nearly 1 per cent. to the purchaser. The purchaser
can give 1 per cent. more for a 40 years bond than
for a 50 years bond when it is sold for 8 per cent. disdount.
It is just the opposite when you buy at a premium. I
addition to that, the payments which were to be made on
the New South Wales bonds were distributed over a longer

eriod than the payments on the Canadian bonds. The
buyer bad, therefore, the use of the money for a
longer time, and the difference between the payments
on the Canadian and the New South Wales bonds was
about one-half per cent., which gave 1½ per cent. advantage
to the purchaser of the New South Wales loan. It is true that
shortly afterwards, owing to circumstances of an exceptional
character, both our bonds advanced. The Chancellor of
the Exchequer of England was about converting 3 per cents
into 2î per cents, and the rate was favorable to our colonial
securities, and ours advanced rapidly for a month or so, and
the New South Wales bonds also advanced in about the
same ratio. That led to comments in the Opposition press
attempting to show that I had sacrificed the interaets of
Canada in placing the loan at 91 when the securities sub-
sequently ad vaneed to a higher rate. What I cannot under-
stand is why our 3j per cents are selling comparatively
lower than New South Wales' 3j per cents, and our 4 per
cents having the same period as theirs to run are
higher than theirs. What is our position? While
Canada has comparatively few friends in the money market
of London, and many opponents when we are placing our
loans on the market, whenever an Australian colony places a
loan the twelve Australian banks take hold of it, and there is
a different feeling manifested as compared with that displayed
towards a Canadian loan, and a deep interest is felt on the
part of the Australian bankers for the success of an Austra-
han loan.

Mr. MITCHELL. There is no Grand Trunk against
them.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There is a hearty and com-
mendable desire manifested by Australian capitalists to keep
the credit of the Australian colonies at the highest possible
point; and althongh we cannot get at the facts, I believe
there must have been some arrangement made between the
New SouthWales Government and the syndicate of Australian
banks as purchasers of the loan, that as the proceeds are
not required for a long time a moderate rate of interest
should be paid until called for. That loan should have
brought l per cent. more than ours; it brought over £93,
or practically £1 more than our loan brought. I do not
hesitate to say that the rates at which our 4's are quoted,
and they form the larger part of our indebtedness as com-
pared with the Si's, show that the price of the latter may
be influenced at present by the fact that we have five
million pounds maturing in June next. To-day our credit
at home and abroad stands higher than ever before, and I
believe it is to a very considerable extent the result of the
adoption of a policy which has enabled us to have a surplus,
after making the expenditures necessary to carry on publie
aff4ire, and without increasing the taxation of the people
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per head, or increasing the burdens they have to bear in the
shape ofinterest.

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

After Recess.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. When we separated, Mr.
Speaker, I was discussing the general effect of what is
termed the National Policy on the general industries, and
especially the manufacturing industries, of the Dominion
of Canada. I now propose briefiy to call the attention of
the House to the amended estimates for the current year,
both of income and expenditure, and I will then proceed to
submit an estimate of income for the next fiscal year, the
estimate of expenditure being on the Table of the louse.
Then I shall ask the indulgence of the House for a short
time while I submit evidences of the prospeuity (f't ihe
country as proved by the facts which I desire to submit for
their consideration. But before doing so I wish to call the
attention of the House to a matter of which I intended to
speak earlier in the evening, and that is a statement that has
been made relative to the taxation of Canada as compared
with that of the United States, in which it has been reprc-
sented that the taxes of Canada at the present time are
nearly double those of -the United States, and that we are
fast becoming the most beavily taxed country in the
world. I desire to give some facts to the louse on this
point. The most of them are taken from the Finance
Report of the United States of 1884, recently publisbed in
Washington, dealing with the expenditure of 1883-84. The
expenditure for the first quarter of 1884-85, an estimate.of
the expenditure for the remaining nine months of the cur
rent year, and the estimate of the income and expenditure
of 1885-86 as contained in the volume before me. I find
from this document for 18M3-84, page 4, the following
figures:-

Receipts from Customs............$195,067,489 76
"i Inland Revenue...................121,586,072 51

National Bank Tax.................. 3,108,730 13
Fees, k.......,............ 4,323,603 03

$324,085,895 43
Les. surplus...................57,603,296 09

$266,482,499 34

Estimating the population for that year at 54,000,000, the
necessary taxation per head to meet the expenses and
sinking fund was $1.93J cents per head. The taxation
necessary in Canada to meet the expenses, out of consoli-
dated revenue including sinking fund for the five years
from 1879 to 1884 was $4.78½ per head against $4.93 in the
United States for 1883-84. I would call the attention of the
House to the fact, that of the necessary Dominion taxation
81.75 per head of the sum received into tho Dominion Trea-
sury goes towards the relief of the Provinces, either in the
interest of their debt assumed by the Dominion of Canada,
amounting at the close of the last fiscal year to nearly one hun-
dred millions of dollars, and $3,600,000 paid annually in sut-
sidies to the Provinces; whereas, in the United States, no
portion of the revenue collected by thegeneral Government
goes to the relief of the States. The State taxation as shown by
return laid before Congress is 32 cents on every $100 of tax-
able property in the United States, or $81.20 per head of the
population,in addition to that collected by the general Govern-
ment. So when we are considering this question as to the
taxation of the United States, we must remember that we
colleoted for the Provinces $1.75, last year, while the inha-
bitants of the United States, in addition to the sum which
is collected and paid into the general treasury, pay $1.20
state taxation per head. Now, Sir, this makes the neces-
sary taxation in the United States, including sinking
fund, $6.13J per head, against an average necessary tax-
ation in Canada for five years of $4.78* per head, or for

Oi' 4oNARD Tî:IET.

Dominion purposes alone, $3.03J. And as to this amount
which we contribute for the Provinces, it is not now a queE-
tion of whether the policy is wise or unwise; the only con-
dition on which the various Provinces would enter this
union was that the Dominion should assume their debt
and pay the interest, and give what would be considered
sufficient to maintain and pay the working expenses
of the different Local Governments. The facts of the case
nevertheless are these: That if we had been in the
position of the United States, leaving the Provinces
to collect by provincial taxation such as is collected by the
States of the Union, we would have only required, in order
to pay the necessary expenses for 1883-84, to have collected
$3.03 per head. I may here state that I desire to put
this case in as fair and and as accurate a position as it
can possibly bé presented. The sinking fund of the
United States is larger in proportion of the population
than that of Canada, and therefore it may be said that
the fair way to test this question is to look at it without
reference to the sinking fund at all, and to say what the
necessary taxation would be not taking into account the
sinking fund. The necessary taxation to meet the expense
of the Dominion for the fiscal year 1883-84, less sinking
lund, was $4.84 per head. The necessary taxation to meet
the expenditure of the United States for the same period,
less the sinking fund, was $4.07 per head, and if you add
State taxation 81.20 we have as the necessary taxation ofthe
United States for that year $5.27, as against 84.84 in
Canada. Now, Sir, I take from this document before me-
the Estimates of the 'United States for 1885-86-I will
refer presently to the Estimates for the Dominion
of Canada for the same year-and with this result: The
estimated revenue for the United States from Customs,
internal revenue, bank tax and other fees, is $107,000,000.
Deduct estimated surplus and sinking fand $54,656,000, and
you have left $252,344,000 the amount necessary to assess
and tax the people of the United States to pay the expenses
of 1885-86, or $4.58 per head of a population of 55,000,000;
add Stite taxation, S1.20, making a total of 85.78 as the
estimated taxation of the United States ; while the estimated
taxation of Canada for the fiscal year 1885-86, less sinking
fund, based upon a population of 4,800,000, is $4.75 per head.
Now, Sir, with reference to the statement that we are fast
approaching in taxation to the condition of the most heavily
taxed nation in the world, I have here a statement of the
revenue and expenditure per head of the population of vari-
ous countries, which I desire to submit to this House to
sh<ow whether that statement, is reliable or not. This state-
ment refers to the year 1881-82:

Country.
Queensland ......... ....................
New South Wales............
West Australia .....................
New Zealand........................
South Australia .......................
Victoria........................
Tasmania..... ........ ...................
France................... ...
Great Britain.......... .................
Germany.. .. ...................
Netherlands............
Italy .. .... ............
Belgium .............. ............. ......
Spain......................... ...............
Chili .... . .......... ....

Russian Empire.
Brazil. . ....... .................
Denmark ...... .... .....................
Norway........
Greece. .....
United States...................
Canada ......... ...... ...... ..... ... ......

Revenue
per head.

$43 41
42 90
40 34
34 83
31 76
3 99
21 67
15 43
12 62
12 31
10 98
10 85
10 74
9 48
8 43
6 33
6 3a
6 26
6 16
6 08
7 94
7 30

Expenditure
per head.
$42 51

36 75
23 10
35 30
37 46
30 21
20 55
15 24
12 61
9 15

12 73
10 80
10 93
9 43
8 87
6 44
8 00
T 02
5 88
7 25
5 29
5 48

In the case of Canada the revenue received from railways
is deduoted, and adding to the United States taxation the
tsution of States, it is below ilH the countries that 1 havo
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named, and the countries in Europe whose taxation is below
that ot Canada are·:

Revenue Erpenditure
Countries. per head. per head.

Sweeden ..................................... $4 79 $4 73
Turkey ..... 3 22 3 82
Switzerland...... -.. ..... ... ............. 3 07 3 03

And then we come to China, British India and Japah. If
we take into account the value of a day's labor in these
countries as compared with the value of a day's labor in
Canada, the taxation at their figures is greater than
that of Canada. without any of the compensating advan-
tages that our people enjoy. Sir, I fail to see in these
statements any warrant whatever for the statement made
by a member of this House in another place that the tax-
ation of Canada was nearly double that ofthe United States,
and that our taxation was fast approaching that of the most1
heavily taxed country in the world. Our taxation is not
one-fourth of the average taxation of the Australian colonies,i
when we contrast our condition with that of the coun-1
tries to which I refer. In our case the expendi-1
ture is not on war or on standing armies, but for the develop-î
ment ofa great country, and to secure for Canada the most1
magnificent canal system in the world, and railwayi
facilities such as are scarcely to be found in any otheri
part of the world. Sir, if I am right in these statements, how(
deeply is it to be regretted that any gentleman occupying1
the prominent position of the gentleman te whom I refer,
should have put into the hands of American land and
steamboat agents who are striving to divert immigration
from Canada to the United States-should have put into the1
hands of the people of Ireland to deter them from emigratingi
to this country-should have put into the hands of the people
of England and the people of Scotland statements such as
these, calculated to damage our credit and prevent immigra-
tion to the country-should have put into the hands of the
people of Germany a statement made on high authority thatj
if they come to Canada to settle, they will come to a landi
which is or soon will be more heavily taxed than any othert
country in the world ; and these statements made at vari-i
ance with the factosand without warrant or justification. I
now pass to another subject. I desire to consider the Estimatest
for the currentyear, with the view of making an amendedr
statement relative to the income and expenditure.i
The estimate made of Customs receipts last Session(
was $20,000,000. The amended estimate is $19,500,000.à
There will evidently be a falling off in the receipts from
Customs, arising mainly from the decreased value of the
importe. Every person knows that during the
last year there has been a large reduction in the values of
goods imported into Canada; and I may mention as ani
illustration of that the article of sugar. The revenue de-i
rivable from sugar entered this year, and upon which an
ad valorem duty of 22î per cent. is collected, has been'
materially affected by the reduced value of the sugar.r
We know that the depression that existe in England, in
France and in the United States, is such that the products oi
these varions conutries are sent into Canada at lower rates,Y
and sold in those themselves at lower rates thanL
the rates that prevailed a year ago. Therefore, the articleso
imported into Canada paying advalorem duty, supposing thei
volume was the same, would necessarily show a reduction inq
Customs duties ; but in addition to that there is no doubt i
that the energy which our own manufacturers have dis-
played in developiDg their industries las had the effect of
reducing to some extent the importa. I may say, however,
that in the current year the reduction in the Customs
revenue will arise very largely from the decreased coet of the
goods imported. It is quite true that the falling off inI
Customs for the first six months of the year amounted to p
over half a million, but I wish to call the attention of the t
Ro40sp to one or two facts which will justify me, I thxink, ina
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estimating that at the close of the year the reduction will
not be more than half a million. For instance, on the 1st
of January, 1884, we increased the duty on printed cotton
,gods from 20 to 27 per cent., and there was at the close of
1883, in the months of November and December, a large
amount of revenue collected on these goods that did not legiti.
mately belong to that year. The resultis that in comparing
the first six months of the present year with the firet six
months oflast year, the latter will show an increased amount
of revenue on that account. The return placed in my
predecessor's hands (Sir Richard Cartwright) shows that for
January and February there is nearly $300,000 inorease in
revenue which indicates very fairly, I think, that the
diminution of imports in September, October, November
and December, was the resuit, not only of depreciation of
value but of the low price of our wheat which remained in
the country and was net sold or exported, causing a depression
in trade that made every man in business feel it was wise to
import only what he absolutelv wanted during that period.
But since then, a considerable portion of the wheat
having gone into the market and having been
sent forward, things are improving, and we may
fairly consider that while the deficit for the first six months
was over $500,000 in Customs duties, the importe of the
second half of the year, taking into account the increase
of duty on printed goods, will be such that we may
fairly estimate that the revenue will be from Customs duties
$19,500,000 or only half a million dollars less than the esti-
mate of lst year. The next item is that of Excise. It is esti-
mated the revenue .from Excise will be 85,400,000. There
has been some falling off in that direction which may be
attributed in part to the action of a good many
of the constituencies in Ontario of late, by which the
amount of duty collected on spirits and malt liquors will be
reduce:; but it will be found before the Session closes, that
the Government propose to make it up to some extent in
another way, in Excise duties, a portion at least, of the
money we are likely to lose this year and likely to loso
to a greater cxtent next year on malt and spirits. It
is estimated that this year, the revenue from Excise will
amount to $5,400,000. The postal service we expect
to yiold 01,900,000, railways and canals $3,000,000
The interest which last year was put down at 8759,000,
will amount to $1,900,000, with however more than an
equivalent increase on the other side, because, under the
authority of this House, the Government floated a loan
by which money was raised to be advanced to the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company. This increased, of
course, the amount of interest payable by us, to a very
considerable extent, but it increased on the credit side, the
receipts from the estimate of 8750,000 to $1,900,000. From
the miscellaneous items we expect to obtain $800,000, as esti-
mated last Session; and the lands in the North-West, from
which I est imate we would obtain nearly a million dollars, I
now have to estimate at 8500,000, making altogether
$33,000,000 revenue, with an estimated expenditure of
$32,850,000. The receipts from interest for the present year
will be less than the charge for interest, because there will
be, between March and the first of July, a portion of the debt
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway bearing interest, but the
interest, however, is not payable until September. Conse-
quently the surplus is reduced to the extent of $300,000 from
that fact. The estimated expenditure is 832,850,000, leaving
$150,000 surplus for the present year.

Sir RICH&RD CARTWRIG RT. Including Dominion
ands.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes ; including receipts from
Dominion lands. I trust that hon. gentlemen who com-
plained that we were unnecessarily collecting taxes from
the people, two or three years ago, will be satisfied now, as
as the receipte and expenditure are very close for the



COMMONS DEBATES. MÀacJa 3,
current year. The increases in our expenditure are the fol-
lowing: The interest will be increased about $550,000, but
practically about $250,000; the expenses on account of Indi-
ans $250,000; subsidies to Provinces in excess of what was
paid last year and under the Act of last Session, $425,000.
Then there will probably be a decrease in the immigration
expenses of this year of $100,000, but at all events the
estimate now is that the revenue will be $33,000,000 and
the expenditure$32,850,00 . Before I pass to the next year I
think it but right that I should state to the Bouse something
with reference to the loan issued last summer and the
temporary loans made since then. The loan made last
summer netted to the Government $22,500,000 or there-
abouts. The temporary loans made since that time amount
to $12,500,000, making altogether $35,000,000. I think
it right to state to the House how this money has been used
and for what purposes it has been expended. Since the lt
of March last we have paid to the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
under contracte of Mr. Onderdonk, $3,379.873, on account of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway subsidy, 88>386,418; to the
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, on loan account,
$19,459,000; redemption of debt $3,9 91,056;total $â5,216,347.
The members of the House may wish to know the course the
Government are likely to pursue with reference to the
maturing liabilities bearing 5 per cent. interest, as well as
with reference to the floating debt. There are $25,000,000
of the present 5 per cent. loan in the hands of the pub.
lic. The balance of about $7,000,000 is held by the
Government in the sinking fund, and therefore, of the loan
which matures in June next, $25,000,000 must be provided
for either by the paynent to the holders direct or by some
other arrangement by which other bonds will be exchanged.
I am not in a position to state definitely which course the
Government will take, but it has been suggested that the
Uovernment should offer to the holders of 5 per cent. bonds,
debentures payable in 7 or 10 years, in exchange for the 5
per cent. debentures that they hold. The Government look
upon this proposition somewhat favorably because, in 1891,
the loan to the Canadian Pacific Railway will be payable.
When the Canadian Pacifie Railway has been completed and
its value fully established, arrangements will, no doubt, be
made by which the mortgage which we hold upon it will
be paid. If we issue debentures payable in 30 or 50 years,
the Government would have to go into the market and buy
back debentures at an advanced rate. At any rate, it would
put the Government in a position, with a very short time
intervening, to make arrangements for these 825,000,000 ;
and then it is suggested that by the issue of Treasury bills
we could provide for the temporary loans made in Canada
and in England, so that in fact the Government may not
be required to place on the London market any debentures
during the present calendar year, except for the redemption
of the $25,000,000, due on the lt July next. At ail events
we will be in a position to provide for our maturing lia
bilities without materially depressing the value and
character of our securities. Now, I will pass from the4
amended estimate for the carrent year to the estimate
of income and expenditure for the next year. The Gov-
ernment estimate that the receipte from Castoms will bej
what we have estimated for the present year, 819,500,000. We1
expect that Excise will not yield quite as mach as in the1
present year from the fact that, on the lst May next,1
several districts will come under the operation of the Scott1
Act, and it is natural to expect that the consumptionj
of spirits and malt liquors will diminish and that
there will be a decrease of revenue on that account. The
receipts from Post Office we estimate at $1,950,000 ; from
Railways and Canais, $3,000,000. It is true that we arei
running seventy or eighty miles more of railway than we(
were lat year, that is, the road which was purchased from1
the Government of Nova Scotia; but we have not estimatedi
any increase of revenue, because the Minister çof Railways 1

Sir LaYAn TILLTy.

puts down the receipts for the Intercolonial Railway at
$100,000 less than for the current year. For interest,we uti-
mate $1,950,000. I may say here that the interest will not
be as large as in the present year, because we aee receiving
interest this year on 87,000,000 of sinking fund debentures,
which will be cancelled on the 1st July next, and therefore,
while we shall receive the whole of the interest from the
Canadian Pacifie Railway next year, it will only 4DoreSsi
the receipts $50,000, but the payments on -the other side
will be diminished in the like proportion. We estimaste
miscellaneous receipts at $700,000; and lands, &c., North-
West, at 8700,000, instead of $500,000 for this year. The
estimate for the current year and next year of the proeoeds
from lands in the North-West is only one-third of the amount
which will fall due on the pre-emption lands within that
period. The expenditure is estimated at $31,757,032 eav-
ing an estimated surplus of $81,242,968. The supplement-
ary estimates may reduce this surplus to $700,000, and, if
that should be the case, the taxation necessary for the next
year will be $24,000,000, and that, on a population of 4,800,-
000, is just $5 per head, which s 12 cents more
per head than the sum required from 1874 to 1879,
but we, during the next year, will give to the dif-
feront Provinces of the Dominion more than the 12 cents
per head, under the action of last Session, for local ex-
penditure and local bonefit. Then the net interest which
we will have to provide during the next year will
be 87,500,000, and that, divided by 4,800,M00, is
$1.56f per head of the population, or 1¾ cents more, after
the Canadian Pacifie Railway is completed, after all the
money is paid that we are bound to contribute for the con-
straction of that work, after many millions of dollars have
been expended in the enlargement of our canals, aftet six
or seven millions of dollars have been expended in the com-
pletion and extension of the Intercolonial IRailway,
than was paid in 1878-79. It strikes me this should
be considered a somewhat satisfactory condition of
affairs. Many of us, when we agreed to contribute
$25,000,000 for the construction of the Canadian Paci-
tic Riilway, and to spend $38,000,000 more for the con-
struction and completion of sections to be handed over
to that company, were somewhat alarmed at the respon-
sibility that we assumed. In the financial statements
that have been made from time to time with reference to
the completion of that work, we have all been basing those
estimats upon the completion of that work in 1891; and it
cau quite well be understood why, in the current year, we
bave found it neeessary to borrow more money than was anti-
cipated and to increase the interest on the net debt of the cour-
try, from the fact that that work has been carried on with such
wonderfal rapidity towards completion. Many argue that il
was unwise to press on this work so rapidly, and that it would
have been botter to spread the expenditure over a grsater
number of years. But when we consider, Mr.Speaket, that
with 1¾ cents per head of increased, taxation in the shape
of interest upon the debt; when we consider that with 12
cents per head of increased taxation next year, and that
for the relief of the Provincial Treasuries, we will be
able to complete this work-and the taxation necessary
for the payment of interest is practically but a cent or
two in excess of what it was in 1879-80; when we consider
that the 150,000,000 acres of land that we have opened up
for settlement in that country - which was compar-
atively worthless without the railway, and which will
probably give us a roturn equal to our contribution to its
construction, I think that with such a showing every man
will feel that it was in the interests of this country that the
work should be completed rapidly and expeditiously, in
order that we may enjoy the advantages to be derived ftem
the completion of liat road, and that some of us
who are now growing grey may yet live to enjoy its bene-
fts, $rt before dealing with the evideonfesto wiçh IrefeT
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of the prosperity ofthis country-'evidences of prosperity 1"
I hear an hon. member say. Yes, the evidences of pros-
perity, not perhaps as great in every respect as we could
desire, but evidence of prosperity in advance of that which
is enjoyed by any other country in the world. Before
I proceed to gwe the evidence on which I base that opinion,
I desire to anbmit to the House the resolutions with refer-
ence to changes in the Tariff that the Government have
thought desirable to submit for your consideration. I may
say that the first sheet or two of these resolutions are
confined to articles that are placed upon the free list or
to articles that have been made free by Order
in Coeuncil, and it was thought better by the Govern-
ment that Parliament should be asked to assent to thefn
rather than allow them to remain as Orders in Council, and
therefore we propose that they shall become part of the
statutes of the Dominion of Canada by which the con.
cessions will become more generally known. Therefore I
am in the firat place, simply giving a list of articles that are
at present free, but which we desire to be placed on the free
list under statute.

Sir. RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Have you that paper'
ready for distribution ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; I have not.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It bas been the cnstom

to distribute them when you move resolutions.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I will lay it on the Table.

There are reasons why it was not desirable to distribute it
this afternoon.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Usually when we have
introduced these changes-of course I did not expect the
hon. gentleman would present them to the House until he
had them in his bands-but usually speaking, those sheets
have been sent all around the House just as you explained
them to the House. You are not prepared to do that, I
suppose ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. If that has been usual, then
my memory is at fault.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I did it two or three
times.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Ido not know what course the
hon. gentleman may have pursued, but since I have had the
honor of occupying this position I do not recollect of having
done so, although it may be an ofnission on my part.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not blaming the
hon, gentleman.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. These are the resolations:
Resolved, that it is expedient to amend the tariff of Oustoms duties

ar d achedule of free goode as f llowsa: By adding to the free list,
Schedule B, the following articles now admitted free by Orders in
Council under authority of eub-section 12, of section 230 of the Oustoms
Act, 1883, as coke, when used in Canadian manufactures only ; woollen
rags ; steel, imported for use in the manufacture of skates, musk, in
pods or in grains; white shellac, for manufacturing purposes ; jute
cloth, as taken from the loom, neither pressed, mangled, calendered,
nor in any way finishdd, and not less than 42 inches wide when
imported to be manufactured into bags only; salt cake, being a sulphate
of soda, when imported by manuWacturers of glass and soap for their
own use in their own works; "foot grease" the refuse of the cotton eeed
after the oil is pressed ont; tagging -metal, plain, japanned or coated,
in coils not over 1 uinches in width, when imported by manufacturers
of sho suand corset laces for use in their factories ; locust beans, for the
m@.nufacture of horse and cattle food; hoop iron, not exceeding ï of an
inch in width, and being No. 25 gauge, or thinner, used for the manu -
facture of tubular riveta; buckram, for the manufacture of hat and
bonnet shapes ; recovered rubber and rucber substitute ; silver and
German silver, in sheets, for manufacturing purposes; steel of No. 20
gange and thinner, but not thinner than No. 20 gauge, to be used in the
manufactugeSfecozuet steels, dlock apringe, and shoe shanks, when
impotqd by!the wasnufacturers of such articles for usen lutheir factories ;
coîttofiduasthan No. 40, unbleached, bleached or dyed, and not finer
than No. 60, for the manufacture eofItaliau cloth sand worsted fabrics ;
steel, in sheets of not les tha il or over 18 wire gauge, and costing
not less than $75 per ton of 2,240 pounds, when imported by manufac-

turers of shovels and spades for use exclusively in such manufacture in
their own factories; red liquor, a crude acetate of alumina, prepared
from pyroligneous acid for dyeing and calico printing; iron liquor,
solution ot acetate of iron, for dyeing and calico printing.

Also, by adding the following unenumerated articles to the
free list. Precious stones, viz.:

Agate, amethyst, aqua marine, blood stone, carbuncle, cat eyel,
camàeo, cors], cornelian, crystal, crysolito, crosordolite, emerald, ruet,
intaglio, inlaid or incrusted stones, onyx, opal, peari, ruby, sardonyx,
sapphire, topaz and turquoise, not polished nor otherwise manufactured.
Some of these precious stones are named in the present
tariff, but there are others not named, and a question has
arisen with regard to them. Therefore, agates, amethysts,
etc., are all named when not dressod or polished. as free,
in order to prevent difficulties in working out the Tariff.

Bichromate of soda, sulphate of iron (copperas), indigo auxiliary,
fancy grasses, dried but not colored or otherwise oil cake meal,
paintings in oil or water colora, the production of anadian artists,
under regulations to be made by the Minister of Onstome.

Now, Canadian artists go to Paris or Rome, and execute
paintings while there, and wo thought it right, that
when they brought them home to Canada, they should
be admitted free. At present they are subject to a duty.
By adding to the following articles now on the freo
list, the explanations and additions attached to each
respectîvely: Bolting clotha, et silk or wersted, net
made up. At present the question ariseskas to whether brass
bolting cloth should not b. admitted free, and it is in order
to settle this question that bolting cloth, silk or worsted
should be specified. Borax, not ground or otherwise
manufactured. Articles have been admitted as borax
which have been found to contain very little of
that substance, and therefore the article dealt with by
this resolution is confined to unground borax. Duck for
belting and hose, whan imported by manufacturers ofrubber
goods for use in their factories ; mineral water, natural,
notin bottle; pitch, that is from pine, in packages of not
less than 15 gallons. It has been fbund that attempts
have been made to enter as pitch articles for medicinal
purposes in smaller packages, and it is in order to define
what was no doubt the intention of Parliament, that we now
declare that pitch in barrels only shall be admitted free.
Pumice and pumice stone, ground or unground. A question
bas arisen between the different collectors as to whether
ground pumice stone is a manufactured article, and we now
place both ground and unground on the free list. Quercitron
or extract of oak bark, for tanning; resin, in packages of
not less than 15 gallons; steel railway bars or rails, not
including tram or street rails. The Customs Depart-
ment have for years docided that tram or street rails
are subject to duty. They have ruled to that effect.
But we ask for a declaration by Parliament on the point, so
that no question can arise in the future. Tar, pine, in
packages of not less tnan 15 gallons. We come now to
articles in regard to which we propose to change the duty.
By repealing all duties chargeable under any Act now in
force or any of the articles hereinafter mentioned, except so
far as they are the same as those hereinafter mentioned.
Costume cloths, serges and similar fabrics, under 25 inches
wide, 25 per cent. ad valorem. We now come to the
wincey question, which it has been found almost impossible
to solve, and as parties are now manufacturing this clasS of
goods in Canada we propose to place the duty at 25 per cent.
ad valorem. Pickles and sauces increased from 20 to 25 per
cent. ad valorem; bottles pay 30 per cent. and vinegar
pays a higher rate than 20 per cent. Those engaged
in the trade therefore very properly ask that they
should be placed in a fair position, and we propose to
place the duty at 25 per cent. Barrels containing
petroleurn or its products, or any mixture of which
petroleum is a part, a specific duty of 40 cent eachs.
A difficulty ias arisen with respect to the value of barrels
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and this change is the solution of that difficulty. Cutlery,
not otherwise provided for, 25 per cent. ad valorem. In 1879
cutlery was not made in Canada and it was left at the rega-
lar tariff rate. Cutlery, knives and forks, are now made
extensively here, and it is proposed to give the makers the
benefit of another 5 per cent. Red prussiate of potash, 10
per cent. ad valorem. Mouldings of wood, plain, 25 per cent.;
25 per cent. is the prosent rate of duty on plain wood
mouldings, but mouldings are introduced in a finished con-
dition, and ail that is required to convert them into picture
frames is to cut them into certain lengths and put them
together. Picture frames come under the head of furniture,
for which the duty is 35 per cent. For the future, mould-
ings, gilded or otherwise advanced in manufacture, will be
charged 30 per cent., boing an increase of 5 per cent. Imita-
tions of precious stones, not set, 10 per cent. instead of 20 per
cent. Jewellery will remain at 20 per cent., because if a
higher duty was imposed much smuggling would occur. We
do not, therefore, propose to add anything tojewellery, but to
give Canadian manufacturers the benefit of 10 per cent. on
imitation precions stones. Manilla hoods, 20 per cent. instead
of 25 per cent. This is an article which will be imported
and finished in Canada. Umbrellas, parasols and sun shades
of ail kinds and materials, 30 per cent. At prescnt the
manufacturers have to pay 30 per cent. on silk, and we
shall be able to get over the difficulty experienced by the
Customs Department by placing ail these goods at one
rate of duty. China and porcelainware, 30 per cent. This
is an increase of 5 per cent. Chinaware paid less duty than
the coarser now manufactured in Canada, and it is proposed
to remedy the anomaly by placing ail at 30 per cent. House
furnishing hardware, 30 per cent. Difficulty has arisen in
connection with this matter. For instance, some articles
have been entered at 20 per cent., as castings, and in order
to remove the difficulty ail furnishing hardware will be 30
per cent. Chains, iron or steel, over m inch in diameter,
5 pcr cent. They are now charged 5 per cent. ad valorem
when used for sbips, but it is found that parties import this
article in connection with the lumb3r trade, and there-
fore we propose to place ail articles of this class at 5 per
cent. Acid, acetic, specific duty of 25 cents per imperial
gallon and 20 per cent. ad valorem. It has been found that
importers have brought in a gallon of acetic acid of suffi-
cient strength to make 20 gallons of vinegar, and it has
much interfered with the vinegar manufacturers as well as
revenue. Tissue paper, white and colored, when imported by
manufacturers of artificial flowers for use in their factories,
10 per cent. Glucose syrup, 2 cents per lb. Carpets, Brussels,
tapestry, Dutch, Venetian and damask, 25 per cent. Plate
glass, not colored, in panes not over 30 square feet, 6 cents
per square foot; plate glass, in panes over 30 and not over
70 square feet, 8 cents per square foot; plate glass, in panes
over 70 square feet, 9 cents per square foot. Colored
labels, for fruit, vegetables, meat, fish, confectionery and
other goods, also tickets, posters, advertising bills and
folders, 10 cents per lb. and 20 per cent.; sheet iron,
hollow ware, and all manufactures of sheet iron not
elsewhere specified, 25 per cent. These goods now pay
that amount, but owing to the different rulings at diffe-
rent ports it was considered advisable to name them,
and thus to enable the departments to escape the difficulties
which now beset them in-that respect. Asbestos in any form
other than crude, and ail manufactures thereof, 25 per cent.
This article is now manufactured in Canada; the duty in the
United States is 25 per cent., and as we have plenty of the
raw material it has been considered advisable to increase the
duty. Axle grease, and similar combinations, a specific duty
of 1 cent per pound; cotton bed quilts, exclusive of
counterpanes and woven quilts, 27J per cent., ad valorem;
print cottons now pay 27k per cent., and if these articles
were made in the country the manufacturers would have to
buy the material here, or import it at 27 per cent.

ßir LEONARD TILLEY.

duty, and the duty collected on counterpanes would
only be 20 per cent., so that this change will place
them in the same position as the manufacturers of print
cotton. Extract of fluid beef, not medicated, 25 per cent.
ad valorem. This article is being made in Canada
successfully, and it is considered fair to give them the
benefit of the additional 5 per cent. It is quite clear
from the returns received down to the present time and
from the adoption of the Scott Act by so many districts that
we will lose a considerable Excise revenue next year; and
as cigars manufactured in the Dominion of Canada toiay
pay into the Treasury but 10 per cent. of their value of
Excise duty, it was thought, as the genoral revenue tariff is
20 per cent., that the Government might fairly collect from
cigars a portion of the revenue they will lose on spirits
and malt. lt is proposed that on cigars of all descrip.
tions, made in whole or in part from. foreign or im-
ported leaf tobacco, or any substitute therefor, an excise
duty of 86 per thousand-which is doubler the duty at
present paid, making it about 20 per cent. that the
consumer will have to pay instead of 10. On cigars of all
descriptions made solely from tobacco grown in Canada, and
in manufactories where no foreign leaf is used or kept,the
duty shall be 83 per thousand instead of $1.50. On wet
snuff a specific duty of 12 cents, when put up in packages of
less than five pounds. The present duty is 8 cents. The
trade are anxious to put up snuff in small packages,
and to pay the additional duty, and we are willing to
take the money and let them have the advantage. On cigars
and cigarettes, the Customs duty, specific, to be just double
what it is now. It is now 60 cents per pound, and the new
duty will be $1.20 specific and 20 per cent. ad valorem.
These are the propositions by which we expect to get back
a considerable portion of the money we are liable to lose on
spirits and malt liquors during next year. Then we propose
the following resolution:-

Resolved, that it is expedient to repeal so much of Schedule A of
chapter 15, 42 Victoria, as imposes a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem on
" endless felt for paper makers."

This article is now made in Canada, and it is proposed to
strike out that exception, and as the manufacturers are
prepared to furnish it at a reasonable price, there is no
reason why they should not be permitted to do so. Further:

And the following parts of chapter 13, 46 Victoria, intituled, 4An
Act further to amend the tariff of duties of Custems," viz :-Item num-
ber 7, of section 2, and all of section 5, of the said Act ; also to repeal
section 9, chapter 15, 42 Victoria, intituled, "An Act to alter the duties
of Customs and Excise," and to enact as follows:-In determining the
dutiable value of goods, there shall be added to the actual wholesale
price, or fair market value thereof-at the time of exportation-in the
principal markets of the country from whence the same has been im-
ported into Canada, all costs of inland transportation, shipment and
ty ans-shipment, whether by land or by water, with aillexpenses included
from the places of growth, production or manufacture, to the vessel in
which shipment is made, and to and at the port from which such vessel
finally clears for her outward voyage direct to Canada.

It will be remembered that from the application of this
principle Great Britain was exempted, and when in England,
last year, a deputation waited on me at ]Liverpool, pointing
out the disadvantage under which they were plaeed
by this provision which was intended for their benefit.
Great difficulties have resulted from the importation of iron
and the charges on it, and the merchants of Liverpool begged
that we should either place a specific duty on iron or make
the duty payable on the cost-on board ship, and thereby
obviate the difficulty whinh existed in Great Britain on
this subject. It is proposed to make this change:

When any manufactured article is imported into Canada in separate
parts, each such part shall be charged with the same rate of duty as the
finished article, on a proportionate valuation, and when the duty charge-
able thereon is speciie or specifie and ad vatorem, an average rate of ad
valorem duty equal to the specific or specific and ad valorem duty so
chargeable shal be ascertained and charged upon such parts of manu-
factures.
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There has been an attempt to bring in certain articles of
manufacture and to evade the payment of the duties which
Parliament intended to impose. It is proposed that we also
add partridges, prairie fowl and woodcock to the articles
the exportation of which is now prohibited. It is found
that the shooting of these birds has been prohibited far a
time in most of the States of the Union, and the result is that
we have been overrun by people during the last year, who
buy the birds and encourage their destruction. Before the
adoption of the system of freezing the birds there was
only a limited period after the frost set in during which
they could export them ; but they have established places
at which they have freezing houses, and they have taken
them in by thousands and sent them out of the country in
that frozen condition. It is therefore thought necessary to
take this stop, in order to prevent the utter extermination
of these birds.

Mr. MITCHELL. Have you nothing about cornmeal
and four?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The next change is as follows:
Resolved, that it is expedient to prohibit the importation into Canada

of all goods manufactured or produced by prison labor, or which have
been made within or in connection with any prison, gaol or penitentiary,
and to attach a penalty to any such importation.

The Government have thought it advisable to ask Par-
liament to consider this question, because there are three
large prisons in the United States in which labor is
employed in manufacturing articles which are largely
sent into Canada. They will not interfere with their
own manufactures at home, and were we to double the
duty they would, perhaps, still continue to send in
the goods, to the destruction of the industries of the
country; for white the honest labor of the country should
receive, and has been receiving, $2 per day, those who
hire prison labour pay only 35 cents per day. It has been
considered advisable, in justice to the honest and industrious
artisan of Canada, that he should be protected from that
kind of labor.

Resolved, That it is expedient to provide that on and after the lst
day of July next (1885) all fish imported shall be chargeable with, and
there shall be collected thereon, the following rates of duty, viz.:-

Mackerel, 1 cent per pound.
Herring, pickled or salted, 1½ cents per pound.
Salmon, pickled, 1 cent per pound.
All other fish pickled, in barrels, 1 cent per pound.
Foreign codfish, imported otherwise than in barrels or half barrels,

whether fresh, smoked, dried salted or piekled, not espe cially enumerated
or provided for by this Act, 50 cents per 100 pounds.

We have adopted the exact words of the American Tariff
and the rate at present imposed in the United States, and
unless some arrangements are made in the meantime, it is
intended, on the lst of July next, to collect on the fish
named when imported from our American neighbors the
same duty that they will collect from us after that date.

Anchovies and sardines, packed in oil or otherwise, in tin boxes
measuring not more than 5 inches long, 4 inches wide and 3J inches
deep, 5 cents per whole box.

Their duty is 10 cents; but it was thought that rate would
be a practical prohibition, and therefore we placed on the
different sized boxes of sardines and anchovies only half the
duty they collect.

In half boxes measuring not more than five inches long, four inches
wide and one and five-eighths deep, 2J cents each; and in quarter boxes
measuring not more than four inches and three.quarters long, three and
one-half inches wide and one and a-quarter deep, 2 cents each; when im-
ported in any other form, 30 per cent. advalorem.

Fiash preserved in oil, except anchovies and sardines, 30 per cent. ad
valorem.

Salmon and all other fish prepared or preserved, not specially
enumerated or provided for in this Act, 25 per cent ad valorem.

Oil, epermacetti, whale and other fish oils, and all other articles the
produce of the fisheries, not specially provided for, 20 per cent, ad
valorem.

These are the terms exactly of their Act, but we add this
provision :

42

Provided that the whole or part of the said duties hereby impos d
may be remitted upon proclamation of the Governor in Council, which
may be issued whenever it appears to hie satisfaction that the Gov-
ernments of the United States and the island of Newfoundland, or either
of them, have made changes in their tariffe of duties imposed upon
articles imported from Canada, in reduction or repeal of the duties in
force in said countries.

In the case of Newfoundland, for instance, there may ho no
great object in their imposing duties on Canadian fieh ; but
it may be in the interest of Canada to make arrangements
with the Government of that colony that in return for a
reduction of duties on flour or other products of Canada, we
will reduce or remove the duty on fish imported from
Newfoundland. We are naturally anxious to have all the
trade possible With Newfoundland, and also with the United
States, but on equitable terms.

Mr. CHARLTON. If the Finance Minister will allow
me, I will call his attention to a precedent with regard to
these tariff resolutions, which, I believe, he would have been
wise to follow. I find in the Budget Speech of my hon.
friend at my right (Sir Richard Cartwright) made in
1874-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire
to consider for a few moments evidence to show that the
Dominion of Canada during the last five years, and even
during the last year, has been in a much more hopeful con-
dition than hon. gentlemen opposite would have us believe.
I take, for instance, the deposits in the chartered banks of
Canada.

Mr. MITCHELL. Would the hon. Minister, before he
proceeds to that branch of the subject, inform ns whether
he proposes to take the duty off cornmeal, or to increase
the duty on flour.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I do not propose to deal with
that question to-night.

CHARTERID BANKs.
Increase in peoples' deposit in chartered

banks from let Jan., 1874, to lst Jan.,
1879...........................$8,499,942 49

Increase of deposits in same banks from
ist Jaa., 1819, to lot Jan., 1884........ 25,903,564 75

sAVINGs BLNK DEPOBITS.
Iacrease in savings bank deposits over

withdrawals from let Jnly, 1874, to
lut July, 1879 ............... ............... $1,997,422 37

Increase in same from lst July, 1879, to
lst July, 188............. 20,009,853 84

BUILDING AND LOAN QOMPANIBNs

Increase in deposits and purchase of de-
beutures in Canada between lt Jan.,
1884, and lst Jan., 1879 . ................ $5,787,516 76

Increase of same from lst Jan., 1879, to
1st Jan., 1884 ..........-.............. 9,512,734 93

RUCAPITULATION.

From 1874 to 1879.
Deposits in

chartered
banks .... $8,499,942

Depo sits in
&avings
banks ...... 1,997,422

Railway and
loan com-
panies..... 5,787,616

$16,284,949

From 1879 to 1884.
Deposits in

chartered
banks .... $25,903,351

Deposits in
savings
banke...... 20,009,658

Railway and
loan com-
panies... 9,512,781

$56,425,936

It may be said by my predecessor that the increased amount
of deposits in saving banks is no evidence of the prosperity
of the country. But I woild call the hon. member's atten-
tion to a letter he addremsed to intending investors in
Canadian securities in 1875, in which he pointed out toapi-
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talists that there had been a very great increase in the
deposits in the banks and saving banks of the country.
Therefore, I hope the hon. gentleman will consider it some
evidence of the prosperity of the~country and the financial
condition of the people that they have increased their
deposits in the banks from 816,000,000to $55,000,000. The
capital expended on factories since 1878-79, as shown by the
return presented, is something like $44,000,000. So that,
from 1879 down to the end of June last, by the deposits
in chartered banks, in saving banks and loan companies,
by the purchase of loan companies' debentures, and by
expenditure in factories, the people of this country have
invested about $100,000,000 in the manner stated. I might
go further and point to the additional mileage of railways
which has been built and which has involved the expenditure
of a large sum of money. I might point to the different
cities in Canada, where millions have been expended in the
construction of houses that have found tenants since 1879,
when those alongside of the recent erections were previously
to let but now occupied. We might go further and
speak of the other investments since 1879 to show that the
people of Canada, and especially the masses of the people,
must have had a very handsome surplus during those periods
from their earnings which they have thus laid by for a wet
day. An hon. gentleman opposite referred to what he termed
the exorbitant rate of interest that is paid to depositors in
the savings banks as one of the reasons for increased deposits.
When I called his attention to the fact that we offered leqs
inducements since 1880 to depositors than our predeces-
sors had, the hon. gentleman (Sir Richard Cartwright)
rose and with some degree of triumph expressed in his
face said: Well, we simply continued the policy pursued
by our predecessors. We, on this side, considered it a com-
pliment that they should have found it desirable in the
interests of the country to follow our precedent, but I do
not know that it was a justification for their course, con-
sidering the line they have taken in complaining of the
lower rate now paid. It has been said that a great injus-
tice has been done to the people of the country, especially
to the banks of the country, and to the men who obtain
discounts, because the Government now give 4 per cent.-
formerly, in many cases they gave 5, but to-day, we only
pay interest beginning the month after the deposit is made.
No interest is paid on any deposit during the month in
which it is deposited. It is said this is an exorbitant rate,
that we should not pay more than 3 per cent., and that then
the banks would have more money to loan to their
customers. If we will look at the returns of the
banks, we will find that the most of thiem have as much
money to loan as they can find good customers for. The
Government are prepared to take this stand, that while it is
of the utmost importance to obtain for Canada money on
the lowest terms possible, the depositors of small sums,
the hard working people of the country, the men and
women who want a safe place to deposit their money,
should have the fullest amount of interest this country is
warranted in giving. Au hon. gentleman said why the
rate of interest has been reduced from 30 to 40 per cent.
since 1878. I examined the rate of interest charged by
the banks in 1878, and I find that it is just the same as
it is to-day. There is, therefore, no reason wby we should
say to the 100,000 depositors you must take less than 4 per
cent., in order that the banks may make more money ont of
their deposits. No, Sir, the policy of this Government is to
grant the greatest benefit possible to the largest number of
persons, and we feel that in paying 4 per cent. interest to
the depositors we are paying them a fair rate of interest,
taking all things into consideration. In 1879 what was the
value of bank stocks compared with their values to-day ?
This paper has been handed to me by a gentleman who I
askcd to look into this question:

Sir LEONARD TILLEY.

PRICESO F BANK STOCKS IN MONTREAL.
Jan. 1st,

1879.
Bank of Montreal................. . . 139
Molsons Bank...................................... 62
Merchants Bank .......................... 79
Eastern Townships.............................. 92j
commerce ........................................... 101
Toronto Bank .............................. ........ 118
Telegraph Company ........................... 185

Jan. lst,
1885.
187
109
109
107J
117
175
113

This gives some evidence of the prosperity of those institu-
tions during the last few years.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Take 1878.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. In 1878 the weeding out of

the bad debts made during the previous years led, of
course, to a reduction in the value of stocks, but when these
bad debts were ascertained, they started in 1879 knowing
exactly the basis upon which they stood. It would appear
that the business operations of the Dominion had not been
disastrous during the last five years, judging by the state-
ment I have just given. I stated something about the rate
of interest eharged by the banks in 1884. The following
statement shows it:-

1884-Rates of discount at Montreal, 7 to 8 per cent.
throughout the year.

Loans on stock collateral varied from 5 to 6 per
cent.

1879-Commercial discount easy at 7 to 8 per cent. for
the first 7 months of the year; firm at same rates
during the fall and easy again after harvest.

Stock loans range from 4 to 6 per cent , until
December, wLen they advanced to 6 and 7 per
cent.

We now come to the mileage of railways, to show what
has been doue during the las ten years. The following
statement shows the railway mileage from 1875 to 1881,
constructed and open. Statement of railway mileage, 1875
to 1884:

Constructed. Opened.
Miles. Miles.

1875................................. ...... 4,800
1876.............................. «.....5,157
1877........ ................. ................ 5,574
1878................. ........... 6,8r,5 6,143
1879......... ......... ......... ..................... 7,077 6,484
1880 ..................................... .......... 7,229 6,891
1881.... ........................... 7,596 7,260
18ý2............................ 8,069 7,530
1883......... ......... .............................. 9,066 8,805
188 .............. ..................... 9,949 9,575

This gives some evidence, I think, of the developement of
the country. Then with reference to the number of failures
in Canada of which we have heard so much lately, there has
been a very considerable increase; but if we take the five years
from 1875 to 18Î9 inclusive, we find that the number of
failures was 9,185, with liabilities amounting to 8 U3,128,724.
From 1879 to 1885 there were 5,010 failures, with liabilities
of $57,467,724. The number of people engaged in business
in 1884 in Canada was 69,924, so that the number of failures
for that year would be equal to one failure for every 53
traders. Taking 56,000 traders, the number engaged
in business during the five years ending 31st December,
1879, the average would be equal to one failure to 30J
traders; and taking 69,994 traders as the basis of the five
years ending 31st Decemb3r, 1885, the average would be
equal to one failure to 75ï traders. Now a word or two as to
the general condition of the country, and of the laborers of
the country. I have before me an extract made recently from
a speech of the leader of the Opposition, and I have a state-
ment in tabulated form of the value of the different classes
of labor in Canada, taken from the Bureau of Statistics of
Ontario. There may bea question raised by the Opposition
as to the statement made by the commissioners, that they
were*prepared by the employés of the Dominion Govern-
ment, but as regards the statement made up in the Bureau
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of Statisties of Ontario, I am quite sure hon. gentlemen Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes, and I endorse the whole
opposite will accept it as quite correct. Mr. Blake, speaking of it:
at Toronto, attiibuted the prosperity of that city in part to " If I find the lowest class so fairly paid that there is enough forthe absence of highly protected manufactures, and as a the support of a man and those dependent upon him, and something to
consequence labor is better paid there than in other cities. lay up for a rainy day, I know that I need enquire no further."
I would call the attention of the House to one or two im- Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.portant facts.

Mr. BLAKE. I didànot say that; that is not my speech. Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Well, I may say that the tables
show a state of affairs which will enable me to comfort theSir LEONARD TILLEY. Oh, it has been given to me as hon. gentleman by showing it to him. This is taken from thetaken from the Globe. statement of the Bureau of Statistics of Ontario, and it shows

Mr. MITCHELL. That is a bad source to get it from. that the blacksmiths and their helpers, the boiler makers and
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I think it is just what the their helpers, the bricklayers, the carriage-builders, the car-

hon. gentleman might say. But this is noticeable : penters, the cigar makers, the cotton mill mon and their
One gentleman who has a seat on the other side of the laborers, the machinists, the moulders, the painters, the
House visits Montreal, and makes a speech to the Montreal plasterers and their laborers, the printers, the sewmng machine
people, pointing out the terribly distressed condition of men, the tin and coppersmiths and the tool-makers, bave a
Canada and its people, that the emigration from it is mar- surplus averaging $48 at the end of the year, compar-ve boous, that the taxation smething rdtd ad ing the roceipts with their expenses durimg the year.vellous, tat shstratmnthefindsinecessarcornec, an This will bo a comfo-t, I am sure, to the hon. gentleman. Itin making bis statemont ho finds it necessary, if correctly appears that the plastorers are put down as costing more
reported, to refer to the fact that in Montroal perhaps they to livo than any f therothers. I donat know why that
had not experienced as much of this depression as they had should he the case. 0f course, they re not empoyed as
elsewhore. I can imagine that, comparing the condition of should benthe c as oue, they anot employed as
Montreal to-day with what it was in 1878, a great many of many days n the year as some others, and their recoipts
that audience if they were tod they were in a worsewould be ls, but I cannot understand why thy should
condition than they were in 1878, would question the expend more than the others. It is stated that the laborer
coditatementsohat.It was fund 18 ecessr q o tho works 265 days in the year, that he averages $1.13 perstatemnt somewha. It was found necessary for th hson. day, that his yearly wages are $304, and his expendituregentleman tow orfr to that fact, and, suppesing that ths $255, which leaves $49 for him as a surplus at the end ofreport also was correct, h was an evidonce that my hon. the year, and for a rainy day. This statement should makefriond, the leader c the Opposition, speaking in Toronto, the hon.gentleman supremely happy. He should accept thefound it necessary te cal the attentien ef the audience to condition ofOntario at least as prosperous, when the laborerte fact thal matters wore net as bad plaTerento as they receives a sur plus over his actual wants and expenses.were in seme ether places. The leader of t e Opposition, referring to the state of the

Mr. BLAKE. iHear, hear. So I did. country generally, in his speech on the Address, alluded to
the city of St. John, the constituency I have the honor ofSir LEONARD TILLEY. That is correct, thon. That representing. I cannot take exception to the tone of hisis very natural-that is what I wanted to get at-that language on that occasion, but his declaration was that, formatters in Toronto were better than they wore elsewhere; forty years, as he had been informed, matters had not been asand the statement which was given to me, and which he bad in the city of St. John as they are at prosent. I think Isays is not correct-and, of course, I accept his statement- know something of the city of St. John as far back as fortyis that this was attributable to the fact that there were not years, and I have seen several periods since 1845 when theas many highly protected industries thore. people of that city wore in a much worse condition than they

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman added, "and that are to-day. I recollect when the laborers in that city, in order
therefore labor was botter paid there." I said that I did not that they might be saved from great want, were employed
make that statement. by the corporation at I. 6d., or 30 cents a day to eut down

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. But still Toronto was in a the rocks of that city. I know that, under the peculiar
botter condition ; matters were botter in Toronto than in circumstances of the country at that particular time, there
other places, because there were not so many highly pro- was great want felt everywhere throughout the Province.
tected industries there. I know therewas great depression. I know that has occurred

two or three times since the date to which I refer, but to a
Mr. BLAKE. No; I did not say that. less limited extent. Nothing of that kind exists at the presert
Sir LEONARD TILLE Y. If the hon. member for Brant day. But I would call the attention of the bon. gentleman to

(Mr. Paterson) were making a speech in Brantford, where I the fact that the city of St. John especially labors at this
ama informed a quarter of a million of dollars have been moment under certain disadvantages. Provious to 1878, there
expended in buildings in the last year, he would, no doubt was a large ship-building interest in that Province. I know
say that Brantford is an exception to other places. I' that in 1854 there were constructed 106,000 tons of vessels. It
would appear that, whorever hon. gentlemen go, it is was then a very important industry in the Maritime Pro-
necessary to show that the locality they visit is a favored vinces, and especially in the Province of New Brunswick. At
locality. I think that, if I wanted to make a case, I would that time the city of St. John was the principal point where
go to the locality which was the worst, and would point deals were manufactured from logs brought there. Now, a
out to them their condition, and if they were warranted very large portion of the deals are manufactured near
in the statement that it was the result of the National Fredericton, by Mr. Gibson,in mills owned and leasedbyhirn.
Policy, it would be endorsed by them and would have a The result las been that owing to the deprociation in the
groater effect. What said the hon. the leader of the value of shipping, owing te the decreased demand for wooden
Opposition :- vessels, owing to the depression in the shipping interests

" I have no hesitation in saying to yon that there is one test which being so great at this moment that there is scarcely any de-
I have always sought to supply when I have desired to consider what mand for even iron ships in the old country, there is but a
the material condition of the country was, and that test was, what is limited number of vessels being built in the Province of New
the material condition of the lowest class of honest labor in the Brunswick or the city of St. John to-day. And, Sir, were itcountry ?" not for the new industries that are being established and

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear. that are taking the place of those that will not be
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restored to the position which they occupied from 1854
to 1868, there would be in that city and Province to-day
an amount of depression much greater than that which
now exists. The industries to which I refer have been
replaced by other industries, and other manufactures
have been brought into existence, and fostered by the
operation of this tariff. Perhaps, Sir, it may not be out
of place for me to say that to.night, in the city of St.
John, there is depression and gloom. Unhappily within
the last 48 hours a representative of that city and county,
and a member of this Blouse, las been summoned hence-a
gentleman with whom I acted in concert for many years, a
warm and a true friend and an honorable opponent, a gentle-
man I regretted to separate from on political issues, a gentle-
man universally respected and esteemed in that city, a kind
father and an affectionate husband, a most enterprising
citizen, and an able and zealous member of Parliament, has
been taken away and to-day that city mourns. I take this
opportunity, though politcally opposed to each other of late
years, of paying this passing tribute to his memory, because
there are few men who could be removed from the city of St.
John who will be more missed, whose loss will be more
deeply felt, than that'of the late ex-Minister of Customs. Sir,
when I look at the country to-day and think what might
have been its condition if we had not, in 1879, by the action
of Parliament, established new industries in Canada, I think
it is not so much a question of what depression exists to-day
as it is of what would have been the depression in Canada
had we not adopted a policy that bas brought into exist-
ence the industries that have given employment, and are
giving employment at the present moment to 50,000 more
men and women than were thus employed in 1878. Sir, we
know perfectly well that throughout Canada almost every
city has thought it advisable to spend large sums of money
for sanitary purposes. Take the city of Ottawa, for
instance. When we came here in 1867 it was not as
healthy a city to live in as it is at present. A large sum
of money las been expended in the drainage and in pro.
curing a supply of pure water. I know, mysolf, as a rosi-
dent of the city and a house owner, that it costs more for
water than it did when I first came here. But, at the same
time, the reduction in insurance upon my property has
been equal to thb increased taxation, and the sum expended
has given increased sanitary advantages to the city. And
so it is in nearly all the cities of the Dominion of Canada.
Sir, suppose that an epidemic should prevail here next year;
suppose the cholera should, unhappily, be introduced into
the cities of Canada, and large numbers of the population
should be swept off by it. Why, Sir, it would be as
inconsistent for some of the inhabitants of the towns to
give as an evidence of the unwisdom of the expenditure
fWr sanitary purposes, that the mortality had been in-
creased by reason of this epidemic, and therefore to
condemn that expenditure, though the death rate was
not as great as formerly, as it would be for hon, gentle.
men opposite, while this epidemic of bad trade exists all over
the world, and las reached us to a certain extent, to de-
nounce the protective policy hecause there are a few manu-
factories that are not employed full time, and who have a less
number of men engaged in them than they had six months
or a year ago. I think the country understands. this ques.
tion very well, and I believe it will be found necessary
for hon. gentlemen opposite, wherever they go, to use
the language that has been used in some other cases,
namely, that the locality in which they are speaking
suffers loss than other localities. Sir, I must apolo-
gise to you and the House for the time I have taken
in quoting so many figures in laying these matters before
Parliament. On former occasions,. when referring to
the amount of taxation per head of the population, I have
merely stated the figures, but in this case I thought it
necessary, in order to fortify myself, to take figures f rom

Sir LEoNARD TILLEY.

the Public Accounts and from official documents of the
United States, and submit them for your consideration, as
proof of the position I have taken. I feel that whatever
may be the opinion expressed by hon. g'entlemen opposite,
the fact that the Pacifie Railway has been completed, and
that the large amount of money expended on the canals
in order to complete them, with the light taxtion I have
mentioned, warrants me in saying that the taxa-
tion of the country has not been increased. When you
take into account the amount that has been contributed for
the support of the Provinces by the legislation of last year,
and when, notwithstanding all these liabilities so incurred,
the net interest paid upon the debt is only 1 or 2 cents
per head more than was paid in 1879-1 say when this
is known, there will be a general feeling of relief in the
country and a conviction that we have obtained wonderful
advantages for the Dominion of Canada in developing its
resources, in increasing the value of our magnificent estate
in the North-Wost, in laying the foundation for a powerful
nation, and in enabling us to realize that we are a great and
prosperous people, and at the same time are subjected to
smaller taxation than almost any other country in the world.
Mr. Speaker, I move that you do now leave the Chair and
that the House resolve itself into Committee on the fol-
lowing Resolutions:-

1. Resolved, That it is expedient to amend the Tariff of Oustoms Duties
and schedule of free goods, as follows:-

(1.) By adding to the free list Schedule B, the following articles now
admittedfree by Order in Council, under authority of sub-section 12 of
section 230 of the Customs Act, 1883 :-

Gas coke, when used in Canadian manufact ires only.
Wool len rage.
Steel, imported for use in the manufacture of skates.
Musk, in pods or in grains.
White shellac, for manufacturing purposes.
Jute cloth, as taken from the loom, neither pressed, mangled, calen-

dered, nor in any way finished, and not les than 42 inches wide,
when imported to be manufactured into baga only.

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

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

Tagging metal, plain, japanned, or coated, in coils not over 1½ inches
in width, when imported by manufacturers of shoe and and corset
laces for use in their factories.

Locust beans, for the manufacture of horse and cattle food.
Hoop iron, not exceeding three-eights (ï) of an inch in width and

being No. 25 gauge or thinner, nised fur the manufacture of tubu-
lar rivets.

Buckram, for the manufacture of hat and bonnet shapes.
Recovered rubber, and rubber substitute.
Silver and German silver in sheets for manufacturing purposes.
Steel of No. 20 gauge and thinner, but not thinner than No. 30 gauge,

to be used in the manufacture of corset steels, clock springs and
shoe shanks, when imported by the manufacturers of such articles
for use in their factories.

Cotton yarna, finer than No. 40, unbleached, bleached, or dyed, and
not finer than No. 60, for the manufacture of Italian clothe and
worsted fabrics.

Steel in sheets of not les than Il nor over 18 wire gauge, and costing
not less than $75 per ton of 2,240 Ibo , when imported by manu-
facturers of shovels and spades for use exclusively in such manu-
facture in their own factories.

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

Iron liquor, solution of acetate of iron for dyeing and calico printing.
(2.) Also, by adding the following unenumerated articles to the free

list :-
1. Precious Stones, viz

Agate, amethyst, aqua marine, blood atone, carbuncle, cat'a-eyes,
cameo, cornelian, crystal, crysolite, crosordalite, emerald,
garnet, intaglio, inlaid or incrusted stones, ony,, opal, pearl,
ruby, sardonyx, sapphire, topaz and torquoise, not polished or
otherwise manufactured.

2. Bichromate of soda.
3. Sulphate of iron (copperas).
4. Indigo auxilliary.
5. Fancy grasses, dried but not colored or otherwise manufactured.
6. Oil cake meal.
7, Paintings in oil or water colora, the production of Canadian

artists, under regulations to be made by the Minister of
Customs.

(3.) By adding to the following articles now on the free list, the ex-
planations and additions attached to each respectively :-

1. Bolting cloths, of silk or worste, fnot made up.
2. Borax, not ground or otherwise manufactured,
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3. Duck for belting and hose, when imported by manufacturers of rub

ber goodsfor use in theirfactorses.
4. Mineral waters, natural, not an bottle.
5. Pitch (pine) in packages of not less than 15 gallons.
6. Pumice and pumite atone, ground or unground.
7. Quercitron or extract of oak bark,for tanning.
8. Resin, in packages ofnot less than 15gallons.
9. Steel railway bars or rails, not including tram or street rails.

10. Tar (pine), in packages of not less than 15 gallons.
(4.) By repeaing ail duties chargeable under any Act now in force on

any of the articles hereinafter mentioned, except so far as they are the
same as those hereinafter mentioned, and substituting therefor the rates
of duty hereinafter mentioned respectively:-

1. Costume cloths, serges and similar fabrics, under 25 inches wide,
25 per cent. ad valorem.

2. Winceys of all kinds, 25 per cent. ad valorern.
3. Pickles and sauces, 25 per cent. ad valorem.
4. Barrels containing petroleum, or its products, or any mixture of

which petroleum is a part, a specifie duty of 40 cents each.
5. Cutlery, not otherwise provided for, 25 per cent. ad valorem.
6. Red prussiate of potash, 10 per cent. ad valorem.
7. Mouldings of wood, plain, 25 per cent. ad valorem.
8. Mouldings of wood, gilded or otherwise further manufactured than

plain, 30 per cent. ai valorem.
9. Picture frames, as furniture, 35 per cent. ad valorem.

10. Imitation precious stones not set, 10 per cent. ad valorem.
11. Manilla hoods, 20 per cent. ad valorem.
12. Umbrellas, parasols and sun shades of all kinds and materials, 30

per cent. ad valorem.
13. China and porcelain ware, 30 per cent. ad valorem.
14. Earthenware and stoneware, brown or colored, and Rockingham

ware, 30 per cent ad valorem.
15. House furnishing hardware, 30 per cent. ad valorem.
16. Chains (iron or steel) over ,% of an inch in diameter, 5 per cent, ad

valorem.
17. Acid, acetic, a specific duty cf 25 cents per Imperial gallon and 20

per cent. ad vilorem.
18. Tissue paper, white and colored, when imported by manufacturera

of artificial flowers for use in their factories, 10 per cent. ad
valorem.

19. Glucose syrup, a specifie duty of 2 cents per pound.
20. Carpets, viz. :-Brussels, tapestry, Dutch, Venetian and damask,

25 per cent ad valorem.
21. Plate glass, not colored, in panes not over 30 square feet, a specißc

duty of 6 cents per square foot.
22. Plate glass, lu panes over 30 and not over 70 square feet, 8 cents

per square foot.
23. Plate glass, in panes over 70 square feet, 9 cents per square foot.
24. Colored labels, for fruit, vegetables, meat, fish, confectionery and

other goods, also tickets, posters, advertising billsuand folders, a
specific duty of 10 cents per pound and 29 per cent. ad valorem.

25. Sheet iron hollow ware, and all manufacturera of sheet iron, not
elsewhere specified, 25 per cent. ad valorem.

26. Asbestos, in any form other than crude, and all manufacturers there-
of, 25 per cent. ad valorem.

27. Axle grease and similar compouinda, a specific duty of 1 cent per
pound.

28. Cotton bed quilts, not including wovenquilts or counterpanes, 27J
per cent. ad valorem.

29. Extract or fluid beet, not medicated, 25 per cent. advalorem.
2. Resolved, That it is expedient to repeal Bo much of Schedule A of

chapter 15, 42 Victoria, as imposes a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem on
" endless felt for paper makers," and the following parts of chapter 13,
46 Victoria, intituled "An Act further to amend the Tariff of. Duties
of (Justom," i :

Item No. 7 of seotion 2, and all of section 5 of the said Act, also to
repeal section 9, chapter 15, 42 Victoria, intituled: "An Act to alter
the Duties of Oustoms and Excise," and to enact as follows:-

(1.) In determining the dutiable value of gooda, there shall be added
to the actual wholesale price or fair market value thereof-at the time
of exportation-in the principal markets of the country from whence the
sanie have been imported into Canada, all cost of inland transportation,
shipment and transhipment, whetherby land or by water, with all expen-
ses included from the place of growth, production or manufacture, to the
vessel in which shipment is made, and to and at the port fron which
such vessel finally clears, for her outward.voyage direct to Canada.

(2.) When any manufactured article is imported into Canada in sepa-
rate parts, each such part shall be charged with the same rate of duty as
the finished article on a proportionate valuation, and when the duty
chargeable thereon is specific, or specific and ad valorem, an average rate
of ad valorem duty, equal to the specific or specific and ai valorem duty
se chargeable, shall be ascertained and charged upon such parts of
manufactures.

Also to add partridge. prarie fowl and woodcock to the articles the
exportation of which is prohibited t>y section 9, chapter 13, 46 Victoria.

3. Resolved, That it is expedient to prohibit the importation to Canada
of ail gooda manufactured or produced by prison labor, or which have
been made within or in connection with any prison, gaol or penitentiary,
and to attach a penalty to any such importation.

4. Resolved, Tkat it la expedient to provide that on and after the lst
day of July next (1885), all fish imported shall be char ble with ad
there shall be collected thereon the following rates of uty, viz.

Mackerel, 1 cent per lb.

Herringe, pickled or salted, j cent per lb.
Salmon, pickledi 1 cent per ib.
All other fish, pickled, in barrel, I cent per lb.
Foreign-caught fiah, imported otherwise than in barrels or half-barrels,

whether freah, amoked, dried, salted or pickled, not specially
enumerated or provided for by this Act, 50 cents per 100 Ibo.

Auchovies and sardines, packed in oil or otherwise, in tin boxes
measuring not more than 5 inches long 4 inches wide and 3
inches deep, 5 cents per whole box; in haif boxes, measuring not
more than 5 inches long, 4 inches wide and I# deep, 2j cents
each; andin boxes, measuring not more than dt inches long, 34
inches wide, ] deep, 2 cents eachi.

When imported in any other form, 30 per cent. ad valorem.
Fish, preserved in oil, except anchovies and sardines, 30 per cent. ad

valorem.
Salmon and all other fish, prepared or preserved, not specially enume-

rated or provided for in ihis Act, 25 per cent ad valorem.
Oil, spermaceti, whale and other fish oils, and s11 other articles the

produce of the fisheries, not specially provided, for 20 per cent ad
valorem.

Provided that the whole or part of the said duties hereby imposed may
be remitted upon proclamation of the Governor in Council, wbich may
be issued whenever it appears to his satisfaction that the Governmenta
of the Ujnited States and the Island of Newfoundland or either of them
have made changes in their tariffs of duties imposed upon articles
imported from Canada in reduction or repeal of the duties in force in
said countries.

Resolved, That there be imposed
1. On cigare of ail descriptions, made in whole or in part from foreign

or imported leaf tobacco, or any substitute therefor, aun Excise duty
of $6.000 per thousand.

2. On cigars of ail descriptions made solely fron tobacco grown in
Canada and made in a manufactory where no foreign or imported
leaf is uaed or kept, $3.00 per thousand.

3. On wet anuf a specific duty of 12 cents. per lb., when put up in
packages oÏ less than 5 Ibo.

4. Oigars and cigarettes, a specifle duty of $1.20 per lb., ad 20 per
ctnt. ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, the task
that lies before me to-night is one that I fear will be a dis-
agreeable, as well, perhaps, as of a somewbat delicate
character. Up to the present time I have not considered
it necessary to pay much attention to the allegations so
freely and go constantly hurled across the floor by hon.
Ministers and their supporters, that it was a most unpa-
triotie thing on our part to prick any of their bubbles, or to
tell the truth when the interests of the country reqvired it
to be told. I have always held, Mr. Speaker, than when
hon. gentlemen opposite say that it is unpatriotic to
make any particular statements about their actions, it
meant simply this, that they are aware that there is no
excuse whatever which can be offered for their conduct,
and, therefore, they find it convenient to charge us with
want of patriotism. But, on the present occasion, I am
bound to say, that taking the view I do of the situation
of the country, knowing what I know, baving examined the
data and facta, to some of which, but only to some of which,
the hon. Minister has called our attention, I could wish, if
it were permitted to me, if I could reconcile it with my
ideas of my duty to the people who sent me hre, not to be
called upon to speak, not to he required to dissect the state-
ments whieh the hon. gentleman has made, not, in a word,
to say here what I believe to be the rea facts about the
state of the country. Unfortunately, it is not permitted to
me to do that. I say, unfortunately, because 1 know that, in
the prosent instance, much of what I have to say may grate
unplasantly on the ears of the hon. gentleman and his sup-
porters. I am only too well aware, that those hon. gentic-
men do not like to have their attention called to certain facts,
however weil those facts may be known, however clearly
establishod those facts may be, when they interfere with the
pet theories which the hon. gentleman has just been elabor-
ating. Now, Sir, I hold that the position of this country has
been very seriously compromised indeed by the misconduct
of hon. gentlemen opposite. I say that it is needful for
us to point out the causes, bocause our criticismis would
otherwise be valueless, and although some temporary. incon-
venience may be risked by such a course, stili say that it is
the only course from which any permanent benefit can pos-
sibly result to the people of this country. Sir, that convie-
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tion las been increased by what I must call the rash state-
monts which have been made recently in various place@ both
by the First Minister and by the Finance Minister. I quarrel
with no man for saying the best ho can of the position of
the country; but I doubt if the First Minister was wise, or
was well advised when, on a comparatively recent occasion
in London, ho intimated that it was desirable there should
be a large emigration to Canada. I fear, Sir, if lis words
bore the weight which those of a man in lis position might
be expected to bear, and if many emigrants had come to
Canada, even to the Province of Ontario, on the faith of the
statement, and against the advice of the trades unions and
the trades councils, they would have found themselves in
the position in which many other emigrants found them,
selves who were brought out to this country at the public
expense by hon. gentlemen opposite, namely, that the only
way in which they could have provided for themselves was
by depriving some native-boru Canadian of lis proper and
lawful employment. J am sorry that the hon. Minister who
bas just sat down should have deemed it necessary on this
occasion to indulge in language somewhat similar to that
used by the First Minister. The First Minister, perhaps,
may be excused for not knowing so mach as to the condi-
tion of the country as the Finance Minister is expected to
know. I am sorry, therefore, that the Finance Minister
should have indulged in some of the statements in which he
las indulged, and which I shall feel it my duty to analyse
and dissect before I go much further. I can hardly
doubt that the Finance Minister does himself know that the
situation is serious, although he would not admit it to-night.
Although he appeared to have chosen deliberately to shut
bis eyes to a great many facts which ought to have warned
him, I cannot doubt that the Finance Minister does know
that the position of Canada at present is very far indeed
from that in which ho and I would wish it to be. In the
speech just made by the hon. gentleman, he brought
forward, as he said himself, a great many facts, not, the
House will observe, by any means so much directed
to the present condition of the country, not by any means
so much directed to what ho supposes to be the future condi-
tion of the country, as to comparisons with a period eighteen
months or two years ago. There are certain rough tests by
which, I think, you can determine with pretty considerable
accuracy the condition of the country at the present time,
and these I mean to employ. They are tests which the hon.
Minister las often used, tests which on other and more
favorable occasions the Minister las found it very conven-
ient to employ, but from which he shrunk most carefully
on the present occasion. We will take, first, the
state of the revenue; next, the present amount, not
merely of our nominal, but of our real taxation; we will
take the volume of trade, the rate of increase in our popula-
tion; the profits of our leading occupations, the number
of bankruptcies, the number of persons unemployed in this
country, the rate of wages, bank and railway statements;
we will apply these successively, and we will see what the
result is. First, I call your attention, Mr, Speaker, to the
present condition of the revenue. In 1883 we had a
revenue of 835,794,000. In 1884 that revenue had fallen to
$31,861,000, a reduction of very nearly four million. On
Ist February, 1884, our receipts amounted to $18,846,000.
On Ist February last ouir receipts from all sources amounted
to $18,465,000. We had lost nearly $400,000 in receipts on
the operations of those sevon months. In 1883 our expenditure
amounted to $28,730,000, and in 1884 it was $31,107,00, or a
difference in those two years of nearly 87,000,000. Our re-
ceipts were less by $4,000,000, and our expenditure was
more by about $2,500,000. We find that on 1st February,
1884, our expenditure was $18,026,000 ; on ist February,
1885, $19,513,000, so we are in a worse position byS$1,500,000.
The hon. gentleman appeared to think that because a new
tariff was about to be brought down and changes made, and
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therefore some considerable addition had been made to our
revenue in the past month, that all would be well. I call his
attention to these pertinent facts. In 1876, on 1st February,
we had a deficiency of $694,000. And as the flouse knows,
we had a deficit at the end of that year. In 1877 there was
a deficit of $304,000 on the 1st of February and a deficit at
the end of the year. On the 1st of February, 1878, we had
a surplus of $706,000, but nevertheless a deficit. On
the 1st of February, 1879 -and the same is true of
1880-we had also very considerable deficits, and deficits
also at the end of the year; and taking all those
years, except perhaps the last, on the Ist of March we had
a distinct surplus. So that I fear the hon. gentleman is
innocently deceiving himself, and is misleading the House,
if ho thinks there is any fair ground for anticipating that
the income of the next four months is likely so far to over-
pass the expenditure for the next two months as to give
him any reasonable surplus, even the very moderato surplus
on which I understood ho calculated. Now, Sir. there is
another thing to which I call the attention of the House.
On the 1st of July, 1883, the gross debt of Canada stood
at $202,159,000. On the 1st of July. 1881, it had risen to
$242,000,000 ; on the 17th of February it was given by the
hon. gentleman himself at $258,000,000 ; and there is only
too much reason to fear that before the Lst of July, 1885,
is reached, thatdebt will stand at $270,000,000, judging from
the statements made in the Puolic Accounts, which are
now in our bands. Now, Sir, I do not enter into a compu.
tation of the net debt and the net assets for this reason :
that there is no possibility that I and the hon. gentleman can
agree in estimating what the value of the net assets will be.
But we can see for ourselves that in a little more than
eighteen months that debt las increased nearly $60,000,000,
and that the probability is very strang that it will have
increased $70,000,000 between the 1st of July, 1883, and
the lst of July, 1885. And I put it to the common sense
of the House, is that state of the revenue and the public
debt a token of prosperity ? Are those, Sir, evidences
that this country is in a wholesome and healthy state ?
Now, Sir, as to the amount of taxation. We found that in
1884 our nominal taxation amounted to $-5,483,000 ; our
real taxation, according to my estimate-the money taken
out of the pockets of the people, which did not find its way
into the Treasury-was not less than $36,000,000 ; and if
the statements made by the Finance Minister be correct, it
was a very groat deal more. Now, Sir, I come to another
test; 1 tako our volume of trade. I find that in 1873, before
Prince Edward Island was admitted into the Confederacy,
our total volume of trade, eleven years ago, stood
at $217,801,000. This volume which las been laid on
the Table, the Trade and Navigation Returns,
shows that the total volume of the trade of Canada
eleven years afkr that time, with Prince Edward Island
added to the Union, amounts to $207,873,000. Again I aik,
is that one of the evidences of rapid growth ; is that one
of the evidences of steadily increasing prosperity to which
the hon. gentleman desires to call the attention of the people
of Canada ? Sir, this matter requires more attention at the
hon. gentleman's hands than it has received. I find that in
1873 the exports of our own produce (and they are more
favorable to him than the ordinary statement-which in-
cludes bullion and short returns) amounted to $73,240,000.
I find that in 1884, on a statement which is not varied very
greatly in 1883, our total exporte of our own products
amounted to $77,132,000, making the same deductions as
before; so that in those eleven years, with the addition of
Prince Edward Island and practically of Manitoba, our ex-
ports are almost absolutely stationary. Again I ask the hon.
gentleman, does ho consider the fact that in elevon years
a young and growing country like Canada has not added 5
per cent. to its own exports, an evidence of rapid and grow-
ing prosperity? The hon. gentleman enlarged on the
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effect that his tariff had had on our trade with Great Britain.
le takes five years of bad harvests, ho compares them with
another five years of substantially good barvest, ho adds
them together, and ho divides the product. I say, Sir, that
this is not the way to find out how the tariff bas affected
our trade with Great Britain. I will tell him exactly how it
has affected our trade. Of our own produce, we sold to
Great Britain, in 1873, $31,876,000 ; in 1884, $37,410,000
worth. We sold $6,000,000 more of our own produce to
Great Britain in 1884 than we did in 1873, and from the
people of Great Britain, with whom ho desires to favor our
trade, we bought, in 1873, 868,360,000, and in 1884, deduct.
ing bullion which ho imported, I suppose to replace the
gold the banks have drawn from him, we imported
$41,826,000. We sold thom $6,000,000 more than we did
eleven years ago and we bought from thom $26,000,000
less, and the hon. gentleman considers that a proof, I sup-
pose, of how favorable lis tariff las beon to the interests
of our trade with Great Britain. I apply the same rule to
our exports to the United States. In 1873, doducting
bullion and short returns, we sold to the people of the
United States $33,416,000 worth of goods. In'1884 we sold
$31,632,000 worth. We sold them about 82,000,000 more
than in 1873, and deducting the goods in transit, with which
the hon. gentleman has no right to complicate the account,
although, I believe, ho did it in many of his statements,
we find that in 1873 we bought from the people of the United
States $38,141,000; and in 1884 we bought849,785,000--and
that is the way in which we improved our trade with Great
Britain and in which we diminished our trade with the
United States. Our trade with Great Britain is $26,000,000
less than it was eleven years ago, and our trade with the
United States is $12,000,000 more than it was eleven
years ago. And, Sir, that is not all. Our trade with
Great Britain was based on a much smaller population
in 1873, and our trade with the United States in 1873
was much more in our favor than appears on the trade
returns. Then it was we who did the smuggling; now it is
the Americans who do the smuggling into this happy
country. Then a large amount of such goods were
sold to the Americans, and as the hon. gentleman knows,
a great amount of goods are now sold by American
merchants to their customers here which do not, by any
means, go through our Custom offices. Thon, I will give
him another proof of how rapidly this country bas im-
proved under bis fostering care. Tn 1878, of our own
manufacturea-and I hope ho will attend to it-we sold
$4,127,000 worth; in 1884, of our own manufactures we sold
$3,500,000 worth-a most remarkable evidence of the skill
of the hon. gentleman in fostering our general trade. But,
Sir, there is another, and a much more important thing to
which I call his attention, and it is this : The hon. gentle-
man has assumed a rate of increase of our population with
which I can in no respect concur. The bon. gentleman
stated just now that the whole population of Canada was
4,800,000.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Next year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What may happen
between this and next year heaven only knows. I do not
suppose the hon. gentleman pretends to omniscience though
ho may pretend to omnipotence in the matter of the tariff;
but I eau tell him that there is the strongest ground,
unhappily, for believing that since 1881, since the last
census was taken, the increase of population in Canada has
been exceedingly small, and it is very doubtful, indeed, if
to.day, exclusive of Indians, thore are 4,400,000 people re-
sident in Canada. Now, Sir, I am not going, considering the
lateness of the hour, although I should have liked to do so,
to enter minutely into this question; but I will tell the hon.
gentleman this: I have looked over all the attempts that
have been made to answer the calculation that I submitted

to the people of Montreal, showing that there has been an
enormous loss of population to Canada in the period covered
by our cousus of 1861 and 188 1. I showed there, and I re-
peat the statement here, that if you allow for the ordinary
natural increase of our population from 1861 to 1881, and
for the number of people who are alleged by qur immigration
returns to have come into this country, the total loss of popu-
lation to Canada in that period must be reckoned by
very many hundreds of thousands. Now, Sir, there is
one point, and but one, to which exception may justly be
taken. It may be that the rate of increase of 2j per cent.
per annum, was a little larger than was warranted. With res-
pect to that, I would just say this : We possess in Canada
one body, and one body alone, of vital statistics which is
really worthy of respect, that ia, the statistics which-to
their honor be it said-have been computed for many years
by the Catholie clergy of Lower Canada. If the hon. gen-
tleman or any of his friends choose to examine the statis-
tics furnished by those clergymen as to the Catholic
population of the Province of Quebec, they will find, both
before and during that time, that my estimate of 2j per
cent. is perfectly correct; and if they choose further to
examine the evidence from our own census returns,
supposing them to be approximately accurate as to the ages
of children, they will also find that, although it is quite
true that the number of infants born in Quebec is greater
than the number in Ontario, still the rate o infant mortality
is so much greater among the children of Quebec than
among those of Ontario, that by the time they have arrived
at five years of age the proportion in favor of Ontario is
fully made up; and, therefore, if 2½ per cent. is established
for Quebec, it also holds good for On tario. I may add, if the
hon. gentleman takes up the matter, that the increase in
Canada, prior to the date I refer to, is greater than 2j per
cent., and that in the United States, when they had the
same population as ours, it was very much greater
than 2j per cent.; and if the hon. gentleman
chooses to look at the position of countries in the
saine position as ours. he will find that I am strictly
accurate in stating that an enormous loss of population
must have occurred in Canada during the twenty years to
which I have alluded. I may add also that these facts
are strongly confirmed by the census returns of the United
States. Now, Sir, since A pril, 1881, it is quite true we
have not absolute facta, we have only an exceedingly strong
presumption to go upon. Sir, I have called attention again
and again to the lamentable fact, that not only tho ordinary
returns of children between the ages of five and sixteen, in
Ontario, which are furnished by the assessors, 1 bolieve,
but the num ber of pupils actually enrolled in our schools,
which furnishes the only substantial evidence we have, shows
that from 1881 steadily down to the present hour, there has
been a serious decrease year by year, at the rate of nearly
5,000 children per year, in the enrolled school population
in the Province of Ontario. Now, Sir, I have licard one
answer given to that statement, which I hoped the hon.
gentleman who made it bad never considered sufficiently.
We are told that the school children in Ontario have de-
creased considerably in number because the population of
Ontario, the greatest and richest Province of this Dominion,
had been so degraded and reduced in circumstances, that
they were no longer able to send the same number of
children to school that they had sent formerly. If
that be the argument, I give the hon. gentleman
the alt.-native-either there has been a positive decrease
in the population of Ontario or there bas been a decrease
in the standard of comfort or the capacity of educating
their children among the people of Ontario. Now, Sir, I
know my fellow-countrymen to well not to know the im-
portance they attach to giving a good education to their
children. I do not believe there has been that degradation
in the condition of the population of Ontario. But, I
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believe there has been a decrease, and a serious decrease, in
the population of that great Province. Now, Sir, we have
no means of ascertaining what is going on in the Province
of Quebec in that respect, but I am told that there is a very
satisfactory means, if only the hon. gentleman chose to use
it, and desire to get at the facts, of ascertaining whether
the same decrease that las gone on in the Province of
Ontario has also been experienced in the Province of
Quebec. If hon: gentlemen wish to contradict me, and
wish to prove the truth against me, they may apply to the
heads of the Catholic Church in Quebec, and ask them to
give in detail the returns, which I understand are annually
given to them, of the population of the several parishes in
that Province. In that way it will be easy to see whether
or not I have been mistaken in the statements I have
made, that the people of this country, since 1881, have left
it in greater proportions than they ever did before.

Mr. FARROW. Where have they gone?
Sir RICHAR D CARTWRIGH1T. I am afraid they have

gone to swell the ranks of the neighboring Republic. But
here is a fair challenge for these hon. gentlemen. I
have the greatest respect for the statistics prepared by
the Catholic clergy, and if hon. gentlemen desire to know
the truth about this matter, I say they have the means
in their hands, they can get that information in detail, and
no doubt they will lay it on the Table of the House. If
they decline my challenge, and do not choose to ascertain
the facts, then the Houe will know that the statements
made to me by many hon. gentlemen in this House coming
from that Province, with reference to the lamentable exodus
going on among the people of Quebee are absolutely
true. I leave the hon. gentlemen to decide for them-
selves what they will do in that matter. Now, Sir,
having dealt with this question of the rate of increase of
the population, I would like to know what the hon.
gentleman has got to say about the profits of the leading
industries of Canada this year. Surely this House
can recall the time when we were told that it was the duty
of the Government to see that good prices were got for
everything produced in the country. I ask the hon. gentle-
man as the price of lumber risen materially in the past
year ? Has the production of lumber increased under the
operations of this beneficent policy ? Does the hon.gentleman
not know that for perhaps 30 years the prices of the leading
cereals have not been so low in Canada as they are today?
What of the prices of our stock? Have they risen under
the beneficent influence of the hon. gentleman? BHow much
dividends have our cotton mills been paying? What divi-
dends have our sugar refineries declared ? What is the
present prosperous condition of these great iron industries
into which the capitahsts of the United States and the
world were rushing to invest untold millions? What of all
these new enterprises whieh were to spring up under the
fostering care of the two hon. gentlemen opposite ? While
the hon. gentleman dealt very lightly, I thought, with the
question of the increase of bankruptcies, I find that whereas
the bankruptcies in 1883 amounted to $15,949,000, they
now, in 1884, amount to $19, 90,000. Now, that is much
more serious than it appears, for this excellent reason, that in
1878, and before that, we had a bankruptcy law ; we knew
quite well who went into bankruptcy, we knew ail about
them. Now, unfortunately, under the existing state of the
law, which I would be glad to see the Government, as they
ought to have done, take in hand and remedy as they may
think best-now, the fact is, that the bankruptcies reported
are only a portion of those that actually occur. I
know myself, I ar sorry to have to say it, that
in many cities in Canada there are numbers of persons
who are in a state of bankruptcy, and whom their creditors
choose to support, whom they do not wish to put into
bankruptcy, because the state of the law is such, that the
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bankrupt is subjected to great temptations, and in many
cases, is very likely to defraud his just creditors.- These
figures are therefore much more significant than they ap-
pear on the surface. I believe they do not represent more
than 70 or 80 per cent., at the outside, of the true bankrupts,
and that the volume of bankruptcies to-day is as great as
was ever attained in the last year of the depression, which
ended in 1878. Let us take another test. Has the hon.
gentleman, who discussed the increased mileage on our
roads, paid the least attention to the great diminution in
the receipts on those roads? Is he aware that the Grand
Trunk, whose receipts in 1883 amounted to $18,900,000,
have only received.$16,700,000 in 1884 ? And it will n>t do
to say that this is due to recent competition, be-
cause that competition has only affected them for a small
part of the year, and they did not lose as much proportion-
ately in that part of the year as in the eight months pre-
ceding. Then, with reference to the Intercolonial Railway,
we were told the other day, that the receipts to January
were $,208,715, and the expenditure 81,4 15,499, show-
ing a loss of 8200,000 for the half year in
running the Intercolonial Railway. Is this another proof
of the thoroughly satisfactory condition of the present trade
of the country ? The hon. gentleman spoke just now of the
condition of the laboring class. Well, I wish with all my
heart that the condition of the laboring class throughout
Canada was as good as he represented it to be; but if the
hon, gentleman were called upon to support a wife and
four or five small children on $300 a year, would he have a
surplus of $'44 to invest at the end of the year? Or does he
consider that 8304 is a satisfactory average year's wages ?
Does he consider that itbis a very sitisfactory exhibit of the
state of the laboring clasE of Canada at a time when by his
tarif he has enormously increased the cost of all these p>or
fellows have to buy ? My hon. friend beside me (Mr. Blake)
said, and said truly, that perhaps of all the cities of Canada
Toronto was the one which had prospered most, all things
considered, within the last four or five years. Does the Fin-
ance Minister know, or does he not know, that last Christmas
in Toronto, the reports of the various societies there alleged
that of the 100,000 people or thereabouts within the limits
of Toronto, 8,000 people received relief at Christmas time ?
Does he know that one man in twelve, appar-
ently, out of that 100,000, was in a condition in which
he required to receive relief from his richer neigh-
bors ? If these men were in want, it is well that relief
should be given them; but that is not a state of things on
which any Canadian can look with pleasure, to which
the Finance Minister can appeal as a proof that there is
considerable prosperity in Canada, or even in the most
prosperous city we can find throughout Ontario. Now,
I shall, at a later period, have something to say as to the
banking system; but I think if the hon. gentleman had
perused carefully certain recent bank statements-those,
let us say, of the Exchange Bank of Canada and of the Fed-
eral Bank, which we were recently considering-the hon.
gentleman would have seen only too great cause to sus-
pect that there was much rottenness beneath the super-
ficial prosperity to which he alluded as existing. Let us
sum up the results. In the first place, our revenue
has fallen until it is barely sufficient for our present needs,
and until, according to the statements of the hon. gentleman
himself, there is imminent danger that there will be a con-
siderable deficit next year, even when he as racourso
to the extraordinary expedient of adding $500,000 to
income from Dominion lands, as I understood him to have
done. We find there has been an enormous increase of
taxes; we find there has been an enormous increase in our
debt; we find there has been a serious shrinkage in the
volume of trade, and even though that might be accounted
for in part by the fact that there has been a shrinkage in
value; still, taking into consideration the long periods of
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time to which I have referred, that is a very serions matter. nection with the finances of Canada, by a perfectly impar-
We find that our population in our greatest Provinces is tial person, with whom I had no acquaintance thon, nor, I
stationary, if not absolutbly decreasing; we find that profits suspect, had the hon. gentleman, and this is what that
are small in almost all trades, and in those which wore the person said in 1874. He had boon speaking of the ad-
special favorites of the hon. gentleman, we find that the profits ministration of the hon. gentlemen opposite from 1867 to
to-day are nil. We find that bankruptcies aro reaching 1874, and I may say at once that I am quoting from an
very high figures all through the country; we find that eminont writer on the subject in the London Economist:
many persons are out of work. I am afraid the hon. gentle- Th
mian would not have te ge te St. John te find that eut ; I arn " Thus, hoesys, " a splendid position has been changed jnto one of

aaotnd tia aitougmdanger, if not of imminent danger. At the beginning, there is a mode-
afraid that all over Canada, and particularly all through rate surplus upon moderate totals of receipts and expenditures. Then
Ontario, wherover he chooses to go to-day, ho will find these totals on both sides increase, with a very large surplus, Finally,
more persons out of work than there have been at any time there is an enormous increase of the total on the expenditure side with

i . a deficit of nearly half a million pounds sterling. It is not diffionît to
within the last ten years. We find, moreover, vol y heavy see how all this bas been brought about. First of all, the great expen-
unpaid liabilities. Tho hon. gentleman said very little diture on new works bas gradually increased the direct charge for deht
about the millions for which ho will have to provide within interest. The second cause of increased expenditure bas been the
the next six months; ho said very little ef the liabilities maintenance and working ofrcertain undertakng swhch were intendecthe extsixmonti; o sid ery itto o theliailîiesto be reproductive, but so far frem baving that character are a direct
incurred by our legislation of last year. He kept those so.irce of loîs. The third source of increased expenditure has been the
things entirely in the back ground in any estimatos ho miade political extension of the Canadian Dominion. The incorporation of
of our probable indebtedness. Briefly, tho rosuit la this, outlying Provinces like Manitoba is immediately a source of expense,

just as Central Asia costs money to the Russian Government, and many
that in 12 years, dating from 1873, it appears that the popu- of our Indian Provinces yield lea than the cost of governing them. So
lation of Canada has only increased a matter of 10, or at the 0anada bas added to itself a territory which is a burdensome charge.
outside 12 per cent. It appears that the exports of our The older and richer Provinces of Canada are, in fact, paying heavily

Pe p . afor the accomplishment of certain political objects, and, now that the
produce have barely increased 5 per cent., as the hon. penalty muet be paid for alI these extravagances, the history may be
gentleman's own trade returns show; it appears that the left to tell its own tale. There is no kind of expenditure which re-
total volume of our trade in these ton years has diminished quires more careful study beforehand and more rigorous restriction by

Governments than expenditure on new public worais. Territorial ex-
by 5 or 6 per cent., and the returns laid on the Table of paiasion is also a luxury, the cost of which should be carefully counted
the House show a further diminution of five or six beforehand. Canada ha-ommitted the most serions blunders in both
million dollars in the first six months of this year. respects, and the result is the large deficit and the disagreeable outlook

We find that our debt in six years apparently has increased we have described.

about 60 per cent.; we find that our taxes are in3reasod at These wore very wise words, addressed to the people of
the rate of 150 per cent., the average amount to-day of taxes Canada in 1874 by a gentleman who thon had no coinection
being 150 per cent. greater than they were six years ago. with anyone in this country, that I am aware of. The hon.
From about 17, per cent. the hon. gentleman has made them Minister would have done well to lay them to heart, because
very considerably over 35 per cent., taking them all round. they describe almost precisely the position into which his
We find our expenditure has increased by about 40 per improvidence and folly andthe improvidenceand folly ofhis
cent. If I were to take those figures and place them in the colleagues have again brought Canada in 1884. Now, I would
hands of any statist of reputation, and if I wore to like to contrast a little the statements made to-day and the
say to him that, in a period of eleven years, or a period statements made a couple of years ago by the hon. gentle-
of six years, as the case might be, these figures exhibited man. Surely this House can hardly forget how, within less
the progress, the increase in population, the increase than two years, the hon. gentleman who now sits before me
in exports, the increase in the total volume of trade, rose to tell the House that, had ho been a young man, ho
the increase in debt, and in the expenditure of a would have crowded on sail and looked forward to ton years
young country, having large fertile territories not occupied, of unabated prosperity; how the pendulum, which ho says
why, Sir, that statistician would say to me: It is clear on always swings to and fro, was arrested, and soven years-.
the face of it from those figures, though 1 do not know to not more nor less-of prosperity awaitod this happy country.
what country you allude, that some great calamity must The hon. gentleman, five years ago, said something of the
have swept over it; either there has been a fearful pestil- same kind. Hie promised us thon that, if we would only be
ence, or there has been a fearful war, or there has been a patient and give his policy time, we would certainly have
famine in the land ; no ordinary causes would account for very speedily a similar period of prosperity. I call atten-
such an exceedingly slow progress in a young country hav- tion to his statements thon. I call attention to this also, that
ing large resources yet untouched; there must have been when times something liko these-although there is no rea-
some great misfortune. And, if I came to explain to him son why they should be so sever as they are now, from any-
that for twelve years not a shot had been fired in Canada, thing which has occurred in the last year-had ov rtaken our
that we had had as good harvestsand botter than our neigh- people, not the hon. gentleman, because ho wasnot here, but
bors, that we had been free from earthquake and pestilence, the First Minister and his colleague, Sir Charles Tupper, were
thon that statistician would have been perfectly unable to ac- constantly ringing in the ears of the people of this country
count for the fact of this extraordinary and unprecodented every imaginable charge against the Government. The
stationary condition of a country like ours, until I had First Minister, in 1878, I quote from Hansard, said wo
further explained to him that, although Providence had had no work people; that they had gone to the United
spared us man had not, and that for the last six years this States; that Canadian artisans were adding to the strength,
unhappy country had had a protective tariff, administered to the power, and to the wealth of a foreign nation instead
by a Government of practical politicians, presided over by of to ours; that our work people in this country were suffer-
a philanthropie Minister of Finance, who desires to in- ing from want of employment; that their cries were rising
crease the greatest happiness of the greatest number- to beaven, and more to that effect. We know that the First
and I do not doubt the hon. gentleman's desire to increase Minister is a most tender-hearted person. I remomber
their happiness-by giving to a few hundred persons, influ- very well when the First Minister was out of office, how
ential political partisans who had access to him, unlimited his heart bled, ho used to tell us, for the woes of those unem-
power to tax the millions of consumers who were not equally ployed and suffering workmen ; and, now that ho is in office,
fortunate. The hon. gentleman apparently desires to make his heart las become so much more tender that, as recontly
a sort of review of his whole connection with the finances happened in Montreal, ho cannot bear even to look at a suf-
of this country. I have here a statement written in 1874, fering workman. These hon. gentlemen would tell us now
just after the hon. gentleman had concluded his first con- that it is unfair to hold them responsible ; they would tell
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us now that this is an epidemic of commercial distress that1
spreads over the country, and that no Government can pre-
vent-that it arises from uncontrollable causes. I have
been Finance Minister at a time when it might be said witht
truth that the causes of the depression were uncontrollable;
at a time when we had three bad harvests in succes-
sion; at a time when our main industry, the lumber
trade, was almost in a state of prostration; at a time when,
not only in Europe, but in North America, there was
almost universal depression from one end to the other; and
at that time, Sir Charles Tupper, as reported in the Bansard
of 1878, said:

'The hon. gentleman ought to know that, if Governments are good
for anythin, they are good to increase the prosperity of a country by
Acta of ParIiament."

And again, at another page, 456, Sir Charles Tupper
goes on to ay:

" The hon. gentleman " (myself 1 suppose) "says that the prosperity
of the country cannot be obtained and promoted by Acte of Parliament.
We deny it. We say that you may make the very taxation neeessary
to sustain the public credit by meeting the interest on the public debt
and discharging the ordinary administration of public affaire, a means
of e0 fustering our industries as to 1ve to the people the money that is
required ini order te py the taxes

And again :
" The policy the Government bas pursued bas had the effect of

depopulating the country ; it bas sent away the most skilled and
intelligent labor, the finest sons of Canada, to a foreign country, to
obtain the employment their own country denies them. That is a fatal
policy, and one which muet induce us to forego all our aspirations for
anything like a rapidly increased greatness for this country in the
future, and to consent to become hewers of wood and drawers of water
for our friends across the line in the great Republic of the United
States."

What a commentary on these statements, when we find
from the municipal census of Ontario, and still more from
the school returns of Ontario, that during the time when my
hon. friend (Mr. Maokenzie) was Premier, the population
of Canada increased three-fold as fast as it has done under
those hon. gentlemen. Why, Sir, in 1878-79, when we went
ont of office, there were 30,000 more school children enrolled
on the school registers of Ontario alone than there were
when we entered office. To-day there are 20,000 less,
according to the school statistics, enrolled on the school
register of Ontario than there were in 1879, when these
gentlemen first began to restore prosperity, by Act of Parlia-
ment, to Canada. Now, Sir, the Minister of Finance
last year had a good deal to say about bad lar-
vests. This year the hon. gentleman has said
very little about that, the harvest, providentially, having
been good. But it is quite evident to everybody who
listened attentively to the hon. gentleman that he was
unusually perplexed. His tone was not confident, not at all
as confident as we have been accustomed to hear. The
hon. gentleman did really not appear to understand how it
was that when he had laid on so many new taxes, when ho
had been so very civil, and accommodating, and obliging to
all these manufacturer s who pressed upon him-he could
not understand how it was that the revenue was falling,
he could not understand how it was that the exports were
not increasing; ho could not understand, apparently, how it
was that all those things were going wrong. Now, in for-
mer times, to do the hon. gentleman justice, his mmd was
very clear on all these points, and it is not uninteresting to
trace the workings of the hon. gentleman's mind. As I said,
Sir, from 1873 to 1878 there was a good andaeufficient cause
why everything was not going right as it ought to have
done. The hon. gentleman was not here, as he says him-
self, but he says, when he came back in 1879:

" Then, Sir, I could point with pride and satisfaction to the increased
capital of our banks and the large dividende they paid. To-day I regret
to say that we must point to depreciated values and to amail dividends.
Then 1 could pint te the general prosperitý of the country. To-day we
muet all admit that it is greatly depressed.'

Sir RICHARD CARTWRoIn.

He did substantially admit that to-night:

"Then I could point with satisfaction to the various manufacturing
industries that were in ooeration throughout the length and breadth of
the Dominion, remunerative to the men that had invested their capital
in them, and givingemployment to'iensfef theusands. To day, many
of the furnaces are cold, the machinery in many cases le idie, and
those establishments that are in operation are only employed half-time,
and are scarcely paying the interest on the money invested."

Now, this was in 1879, not in 1884, as you might naturally
suppose. Then he says:

'' We could point to the agricultural interest as mostprosperous, with
a satisfactory home market, and satisfactory prices abroad. To-day
they have a limited market, with low prices, and anything but a satis-
factory market abroad."

As I said, the reason is clear to the hon. gentleman's mind;
ho had been absent from the Treasury. Now it it true that
other causes have been assigned. It is quite true that dur-
ing that period there was urnusual distress in England
and the United States. It is quite true that we had three
poor harvests in succession, that our lumber trade had
broken down, and that we had suffered from the extreme
improvidence of the Government from 1870 until 1S73. It
is true that all this greatly hampered ard impaired the
prospects of Canada at that time, but the Finance Minister,
with the eye of genius, divined the true cause of these
troubles-it was because ho was not here during that unfor-
tunate period. But now, Sir, the hon. gentleman is hore;
ho has beeon here for these many years, and I have nodeubt
it appears to him veTy odd that to-day there should be a
drop of four million or five million dollars in the revenue
with the prospect of a farther drop. It appears tenthe hon.
gentleman very odd that when ho was here the people
should have grown poor and that when they grew poor they
should have left this country. Well, Sir, I can tell the hon.
gentleman that it will be very odd indeed if, under the
burden of taxation which he as laid upon them, they should
romain here; I can tell the hon. gentleman that it will be
very odd indeed if, while ho was increasing our debt in the
fashion he as done, while ho was increasing our liabilities
and throwing away extraordinary opportunities, our
people should not have resented it in the only way they could,
which is practically, I am sorry to say, by removing them-
selves to another country. But when the hon. gentleman
tells us that things were as bad seven years ago, I beg leave
to differ from him. I say, in the first place, that
that is not a correct statement of the case ; and I say, in

the next place, that it is no answer at all, if it
were. S far as any Government whatever was respon-
sible for the fact that there was a serious depression between
1875 and 1879, it was the Government which deliberately
imposed the huge liabilities under which we are still
laboring, and who imposed them in the years between 1871L
and 1873, agrainst the strongest possible protest on the part
of every hon. gentleman on this side of the House. Well,
Sir, the hon. gentleman has other pleas. I think the business
men of Canada will learn with some surprise that at a period
when trade is known to be at its dullest, when prices are
lower than they have been for a long time past, when
enormous masses of our people are known to have loft the
country, when he knows that our loading industries are so
much depressed, when our manufacturers are paying no
dividends-although the hon. Finance Minister seoms to
think it of very little consequence-I say business mon
will be surprised to learn that the chief evidence of the
well-being of our population appears to rest on the simple
fact that our savings bank deposits have gone on increasing.
The hon. gentleman implied, at the same time, that it was
absurd to think there had been any serious loss of our
population, because our factory hands had incroased in
number. Now, Sir, I say that this is r.o answer whatever;
and I say, as regards the savings bank deposits, the facts are
these: Within the last half dozen years there has been agreat
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fall in the rate of interest-and here I do not speak of
the fall in the rate of discount at banks, as the hon.,gen-
tieman thought, although that has taken place-but there
bas been an enormous fall in the rates of interest at the
great centres where money rules. It is no more wonder
that at this present moment there should be large deposits,
when the hon. gentleman is paying 4 per cent., than it
would have been a few years ago if I had paid 6 per cent
At the time I paid 4 per cent. all the banks in the country
were paying from 4 to 5 per cent, and now substantial
banks throughout the country are barely paying 3 per cent.
Sir, I pointed out to the hon. gentleman that the an-
nual cost to the country was immense. The bon. gentle-
man has borrowed an immense sum of money at calli; for
that he is not only paying 4 per cent., but paying the whole
charges of management, and if he conducts his business as a
prudent man should, thon beyond all doubt a further large
sum will require to be added as interest on the money, which
he ought to keep to enable him to meet sudden calls. Now,
Sir, the hon. gentleman spoke of English practice. Here
let me say that, as regards one part of the hon. gentleman's
argument, I also am quite willing that every reasonable
facility should be given to the poorer class of the popu-
lation, to encourage them in thrifty and saving habits;
but the bon. gentleman knows, and 1 know perfectly well,
that the vast bulk of those depositors who deposit money
with him are not, by any means, members of the poorer
classes of the population. There are a certain number
who are really such as the hoo. gentleman des.
cribed, and if tbe hon. gentleman would confine himself
to those-if the hon. gentleman would do as they do in
England-fix a reasonable limit, beyond which he would
not take deposits, and place the money which he receives
in the bands of commissioners, who would invest it in the
national securiti es of the country and hold it in trust for
those persons, then there would be exceedingly little risk
of any considerable abuse in deposits. But I believe the
facts are simply these: that of the $31,000,000 now held
through the medium of the savings banks, probably
not more than $4,000,000 or $5,000,000 at the outside
are held by persons whom ho is justified in speaking
of as among the poorer classes of the community. I
think, in dealing with the savings banks, the hon. gen-
tleman bas committeds a great mistake, and the effects of
his folly or rashness are hkely to do very great damage to
the class whom he claims to desire to serve. Canada is not
a lending country, but a borrowing country. If the
Minister chooses to borrow many millions from the people
of this country, it follows that our people must in
turn borrow other millions, and in all probability they will
borrow them from foreign conntries and pay a much higher
rate of interest than was necessary for the hon. gentleman
to pay if he availed himself of the credit of the
country. We know, and the hon. gentlemen must know,
that most of the industiies of the Dominion cannot be carried
on without very large sums of borrowed money, and that
the rate of interest is unusually important to persons dealing
thus with borrowed money. fHe knows that the rate of interest
which those men pay goes a very long way in deciding the
rate of wages; that many enterprises cannot be gone into
because the rate of interest is higher bore than ln other
countries. He bas made that fact a ground in part for the
tarif lie introduced, and yet we find that the Minister of
Finance is doing the very utmost in bis power to keep the rate
of interest up, to diminish the wages which the laborers are
paid, and to prevent persons in this country from going
into new enterprises, which they are ready to enter upon if'
they can obtain money at low rates. I point out to him
another serious cause of mischief, due, as I believe, more to
the rate paid for this money in the savings banks than any
other cause. It as a very bad effect on weak banks, by
ilcreasing the rate of interest which they are called

upon to pay. The stronger and better banks do not
suffer from this. No one cause contributes more to bad
banking than being obliged 3 pay larger interest than
the moncy is really worth, and wh ether the hon. Minister
knows it or not, and I do not suppose he knew and intended
it, the hon. gentleman is largely responsible, in my judg-
ment, for much of the bad banking which bas occurred in
Canada during the lat few years. He las deliberately con-
tributed to raise the rate of interest beyond what was safe ;
the banks which have to pay more than they should pay
are constantly being tempted to enter into perilous specula-
tions, are constantly being tempted to risk their monoy
abroad, and in that way, it being distinctly due to the hon.
gentleman's conduct, there bas been a very serious loss, as
bas been shown to have occurred in the case of many
banks, and notably in the cases to which I have referred.
Thon there is a third objection to the hon. gentleman's
policy, and it is this: Every dollar the Minister of Finance
pays out of the Treasury costs the people of this country a very
great deal more than that sum itself. Before you can put
one dollar in the Treasury you must take a great deal more
out of the pockets of the people. Under the protective
system of the present Government, for every dollar paid out
they take two dollars out of the pockets of the people, and it
is not in the interest of any portion of the community to
pay a higher rate of interest than the money is worth, for
the simple reason that it involves the imposition of very
heavy unnecessary taxation on the people. I repeat
that I do not object to the hon. gentleman dealing very
liberally with the poor class of depositors; but I suspect
that if the returns which are moved for are brought down,
it will be apparent that the bulk of the money now on
deposit in the savings banks is held in large sums, and held
by persons who cannot by any possibility be considered
as deserving the particular protection of theF inance Min-
ister. In England, I find the limit is £30 per year, equal to
$146, and the savings bank will not receive more than
$735 in all, while here it ranges to $3,000. I may point out
that no possible harm could have occurred from giving 4
per cent. interest in 1877 and 1878, for the simple reason
that it was the minimum rate at which money was lent ut
call in Canada at that time. Now, the circumstances are
entirely altered. Money is now lent freely in this country
at 3 per cent. on call. But the hon. gentleman deliberately
chooses to pay 33 per cent. more than the money is worth
in open market, and h does this in a way that costs the

eople 25 per cent. more than it might be got for elsewhere.
may point out another danger, of which I shall have

something more to say on another occasion. The
hon. gentleman has gone into a huge banking busi-
ness. The Government are the largest note issners in this
Dominion. They have besides $31,000,000 of the people's
money at call; in all, they hold very nearly $50,000,000 ut
call. The hon. gentleman deliberately chose to abolish
the rules which I had laid down, which required the
maintenance of a good gold reserve, and he is practically
in this position, which is contrary to all sound rules of
banking, of having nearly $50,000,000 ut call and only
82,500,000 of gold with which to meet his liabilities.
That is one of the things which the hon. gentleman bas
done, thoughtlessly, it may be, but the consequences of it, as
may be very easily imagined, might involve very serious
danger to the people of this country. Now, I come to deal
with the hon. gentleman's factory statistics. Again I say
that these prove nothing, if true, as to the question
wbether depopulation is going on or not. It may be true
that the hon. gentleman bas causéd the employment of
47,000 people in the Dominion; it may be true-we will
diseusa that question presently--but that would not in
the least show that the ho:. gentleman had been successful
in keepmg our population in the country. I tell the hon.
gentleman what it does prove. But first, lest I should
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un wittingly misrepresent him, I desire to know whether year, if bis statement be correct, and lis 47,000 bands,
the statement which ho made, and which is substantially coat us from $400 to $500 a year each. Sir, that is
the same as that recently made to the House, is correct. worse than a standing army; it is worse than pauporism;
1 find that on a late occasion the hon. gentleman declared and I say that it is no Wonder if, as appears to be the
that the number of hands employed over and above the num- case, by the statement of the immigration Department,
ber employed in 1878 was 47,828; wages paid $15,000,000; between 500,000 and 600,000 people left the country
increase of manufactures, $77,543,000; increase of capital during the last four or five years-as I will ho prepared to
invested, $39,000,000. He changed the last amount show from the statements made by that Department. But,
to $44,000,000, I observe, in the course of his recent remarks. Sir, I do Dot think the case is as bad as the hon. gentleman
Now 1 take it that that is substantially what the hon. would bave us believe. In the first place, I say that we had
gentlemen stated, and if otherwise, I am readyto be corrected. no reliablo data to start from, as to the condition of things

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That statement was made in lS78. It is impossible to-day, in 1884 or 1885, to obtain
before the returns were completed-a month before they anyreliable evidence of the number of factories, the number
were sent in, and therefore it bas increased by additional of bands, the amount of capital and other necessary details
enquiries made since thon. of the state of things in 1878. Moreover, the parties

Sir RICHARD ARTWRIGT. Thn it is under the om the on gentleman selcted to do the work ad aSir ICHRD CRTWIGHT Thn itis ndertheclear and distinct object of their own in exaggerating the
mark rather than over. matter. I dure say that a large number of these persons

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes. mentioned lu this report had nothing to do with, and re-
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Thon I cannot, in the ceived no beneit from the hon. gentleman's poliey. More-

least degree, injure the hon. gentleman by using it. Now over, the growth f this country, evon under the worse cir-
I want the House to understand what this means. fHe de- cumstances, must be sometbiug. Besides, when we bave a
clares in that statement that the presont tariff causes us to serios ofgood harvests the manufacturers reap the benefit,
produce and use $77,000,000 worth of goods which we to a large extent, and the hou gentleman is not entitled to

woul oterwse ipor. To ho, gntlman oesnottake credit for bis policy for the tact that there were threewould otherwise import. The on. gentleman does not successive good harvests 1881-8283, and three poor
object to tat.harvests 1876 . Such a argument erely requires

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes. The increased value is to be stated to be exposed.
the increased labor connected with it. For instance, a por-
tion of this is raw material-sugar and articles of that kind. Mr. WHITE (Hastings). But if yon came in, we would

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of course; but what have bad barveats again.
the hon. gentleman stated is, that the increase of manu- Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But I will not base my
factures was $77,000,000, the wages paid $15,000,000, and statements merely on a priori arguments. We have had
the increased capital $39,000,000 or $14,000,000. Now the fats given us with respect to one or two towns, which
you can only pay $15,000,000 wages if they produce will show the accuracy of the statements of these commis-
about $77,000,000 worth of manufactured goods, according sioners, to whom many thousands of dollars were paid to in
to the hon. gentleman's own showing. The. hon. gentle- order to obtain an accurate report of oui' ndustries. I tind
man has, as I said, practically stated that his tariff caused that lu Chatham they reported that in 1878 there wei e
us to use, in 1883, or in 1884, $77,000,000 worth of goods, four factories, and lu 18ý'4, six; that iu 1878, 63 hauds
including the price of the raw material, which otherwise were employed, and in 1884 329 hands. Now, Sir, I find
we would have imported. Now I do not think tbe hon. gen-that lu 1878,.iLstead cf their being four factories of varions
tleman had reflected on what that statement made at Tor onto kiuds there were 50 factories, and I am prepared to give the
involved. I find that of dutiable goods, which are substan- hon, gentleman the names. I flnd that of the nine fbundries
tially the same as these same manufactures, we imported in at work in Chatham in 1818, four are uow bankrupt, and
1874, 676,000,000 worth; in 1878 we only used 859,000,000, ofthe remaining number of industries, 13 bave succumbed,
and in 188.ý, 891,000,000 worth, so that practically the state- making 17 lu ail. But of ail that there is Dot a word in
ment of the hon. gentleman is that the people of Canada (in the report. AIl of thefacts escaped the attention of the
addition to the goods they made in 1878,which were no trifle) bon, gentleman and bis commissioners. But I wilI turu to
required to use $168,000,000 worth of these same classes of another place, one of tho most important, and formerly one
goods in 1883, against 859,000,000 worth in 1878. That is of the most thriviug manufactnrirg towns lu Ontaro-
the inevitable inference to be drawn from the hon.gentleman's Oshawa. I am iniormed by the member from that place,
statements, made at Toronto and made to-night. I leave that that whereas Mr. Blackeby, or whatever bis Dame is, re-
statement to the House. Everybody knows that we were ported that in 1878 there were six factories, employing
manufacturing large quantities of those goods in 1878, and I 421 bauds, and in 1884 there wereight factories, em-
ask what sort of foundation can there be for a report which ploying 575 bands, the fans are, that instead of
declares that, whereas $59,000,000 worth of those goods, whic there being six lu 1878, there were 21 factories, of
we imported in 1878, sufficed for the needs of the country, we wbich I hold a list. I find also that whereas iu Anguet,
now, adding together the dutiable goods which we imported 1878, there were, at least, 800 men employed, without
and those we made by virtue of the tariff, which otherwise counting the mon dependent on allied trades, thero are
we would Lave imported, consume $168,o00,000. I think apparently now not more than 300. Those are the facts,
that is sufficient proof of the accuracy of the statement which voucbed for by a man who is, at least, as competont to
has been submitted to the hon. gentleman by bis commis-kuow ail about Oshawa as the hou. Minister or bis commiE-
sioners. I point out certain other deductions whieh result sioners. When those statements core down I trust that
from that statement and are clearly inevitable. These hon, gentlemen will take special pains to analyze and
$77,000,000 worth of goods are made by virtue of a protective examine them. But I do net wish te rest the statements I
tariff, which ranges from 30 to 70 per cent., and therefore it make merely on apriori arguments, or merely on thoso two
is clear, and I call the attention of the flouse to this instances. 1 believe that the Minister haî been most
fact, that if the hon. gentleman's statement can be grossly deceived, and that fortunately for-us instead, of our
taken to be accurate, ho bas imposed upon us an additional now being eompelled te purchase $77,000,000 of manu-
taxation equal, in all probability, to over one-quarter, and factured article@, as the hon, gentleman appoars te think, il
probably equal to one-third *of $77,000,000, so that our is very doubtlul if one-third or one-fourth of that amount
additional taxation is from $22,000,000 to $25,000,000 a is being mauufaetured under the influence of this tarif.

Sir Rienaa CARTWRIGHT.
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Still the reality is bad enough. It is bad for our farmers
that they should be obliged to pay more than they need pay
for the goods they consume and require to use to produce
their crops. It is bad for the bulk of our manufacturers; it
is bad for the settlers of the North-West that they should be
subjected to the operation of a most unjust and injurious tariff;
and, Sir, if the hon. Minister of Finance be correct, the
triumph of his policy has forced us to pay $77,000,000 for what
was worth in open market from $50,000,00J to $55,000,000.
He has given temporary employment to 47,000 people, and
most probably driven 600,000 away; and now I have a word
or two to say touching the immigration into this country.
Sir, I find that from 1881, the time the ceusus was taken, to
the present time, 397,897 immigrants are reported to have
come and settled in Canada-47,990 in 1881, 112,458 in
1882, 133,624 in 1883, and 103,824 in 1884. Of this number
the same returns show that 65,539 are said to have settled
in the North-West down to the 1st of January, 1885. So
there remain to be accounted for 334 358 immigrants. Now,
Sir, every man here knows right well that Ontario, with its
2,000,000 or thereabouts of people, has always absorbed
an enorinous percentage of all the immigrants that
came to this country. No man pretends that the
immigrants go to the Maritime Provinces. In fact,
the answer given in this House the other day
shows, even on the calculation of the Department, that
only a paltry few hundreds go to the Maritime Provinces.
So, if you strike out the North-West, and allow Ontario
two-thirds of the remainder, what do you get ? If your
statements are in the slightest degree accurate, Ontario,
instead of diminishing in population, ought to have increased
in these four years by 224,000 immigrants, and by 200,000
Of natural increase. Does the hon. gentleman, or any hon.
gentleman, suppose that there are to-Jay, in the teeth of the
municipal census and the school returns of Ontario, 424,000
more people in Ontario to-day than there were four years
ago?

Mr. POPE. Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. Minister of
Agriculture believes it. Then, where are tbey ? t have
seen very recently the details of the returns of the municipal
ceusus of Ontario, and if these, which are much more favor-
able than the school returns, show anything, they show
this: That it is pbysically impossible that these men could
have come to Ontario, but that if they have, they have
driven out from Ontario an equal number of our own
people.

An hon. MEIBER. You would be glad of that.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No, Sir; I would not

be glad of that. I would think that an extreme misfortune.
I think a native-born Canadian is worth very much more to
us than any imported immigrant. But I think this whole
system is a fraud and a sham. i think this system of
bringing in immigrants is about the greatest waste of public
money that has ever been made. I do not believe that we
have received 397,000 or 334,000 people, or that, apart from
those who have settled in the North-West, any immigrants
at all of any value have been brought into Canada through
the medium of assisted immigration. I beheve the time
has come to abolish that system altogether, and I heartily
concur in the view expressed by the labor council in
Toronto and elsewhere, that it is a most shameful waste of
the money of the people of Canada, and a most serious depar-
ture from the sound rules of government, to bring people from
other countries for the parpose of taking the bread Out of the
months of our own mechanics and artisans. * Then, Sir, the
hon. gentleman boasts of his success in dealing with the sugar
question and in establishing the West India trade. He was
cautions, in the face of some recent developments, not to say
that it was a matter of great congratulation to the people of

Canada, that whereas in Glasgow to-day you can buy a fair
quality of sugar, I am informed, for $2 per 100 pounds, in
Canada we have to pay 85 per 100 pounds for sugar of the
same quality. The hon. gentleman said that he got as much
revenue as before. Why, from the importation of a little
over 100,000,000 pounds in my time, we got a revenue in
excess of that which the hon. gentleman now receives from
170,000,000 pounds. True, that is not of first-class quality ;
true, about 20,000,000 pounds of that is wasted in the pro-
cess of refining; but even so, we are probably to-day im-
porting the equivalent of 150,000,000 pounds of refined
sugar. Now, that sugar stands us ut least 3 cents a pound
more than it could be bought for in the open market. fhat
represents $4,500,000 of taxes levied on the people of
Canada, of which $2,500,000 goes into the Treasury, and
$2,000,000 I know not where.

Mr. HESSON. We get botter sugar, and get it cheaper.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Because sugar has
fallen enormously in all the great centres of production,
not because we have been foolish onough to tax it 50 per
cent. more than we did half a dozen years ago. Lot us
take the case of cottons. The hon, gentleman would not
tell us what the increased production of cotton was. I have
had a series of estimates submitted to me on this subject;
I have been told that the production was $7,000,000, that it
was $5,000,000, that it was $4,250,000 ; what it is, 1 do not
know; but whether it is four or five or seven millions, it
is equally clear that we have to pay more for it than we
could buy it for in the open market, if the tariff were
removed. It may be true, as the han. gentleman bas said,
that for a short time, until the happy condition which he
sketched has arrived, when the manufacturers will lay their
heads together and decide how much they will tax the
people of Canada, we may get cottons nearly as cheap, if
not quite as cheap, as they are in the United States. But
the Minister himself declared that ho did not expect or de-
sire than state of things to continue. His desire, apparently,
was, that these poor innocent cotton manufacturers
should be so protected that they could levy a con-
siderable tai upon the people of Canada, o en if it
involved the necessity of paying many millions of
dollars in pensioning off some of them, as bas been donc in
many cases in the United States and elsewhere. Now, I
take the whole truth of this maLter of cottons to be briefly
this: I believe the climate is rather against us for the
manufacture of cottons. I believe that those acquainted
practically with the manufacture of cottons will admit that
where there is a small market you manufacture at a greater
disadvantage than where there is a large market; and we
know that the cost of fuel, the rate of interest and the price
of other things necessary to manufacturing, are higher in
Canada, and we cannot manufacture cotton here as cheaply
as can be done elsewhere. Although I do not pretend to
say that the manufacture of cotton is not a desirable thing
per se, I do mean to say that there is no ground for the
hon. gentlemen inflicting a grave los on the whole people
of Canada for the sake of encouraging a few of these people.
More than that, while they had a moderato revenue tariff
these people were doing exceedingly well ; they were doing
botter, in point of fact, than they have done under the hon.
gentleman's highly protective tariff. it is worth while
noticing this for many reasons, and for this in particular,
because it shows clearly, as I always maintained, and my
hon. friend behind me maintained, that there was a steady
growth on the part of textile manufacturers during the
period from 1874 to 1878. It is worth noticing, that
whereas in 1874 the importation of raw cotton amounted to
3,500,000 Ibs. or thereabouts, in 1878, ln spite cf the depres-
sion and bad times, the importation of raw cotton, which is
the true measure of the growth of manufactures,
had increased 120 per cent., or 7,000,000 lbs. and more. It is
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curious enough, that since then the growth has not, in pro-
portion, been much more rapid, although for a time it
was very unduly stimulated by the policy of the hon. gentle-
man. Briefly, the position appears to be this, that what
the hon. gentleman has done is really rather a measure of
the loss hi as inflicted on the public. The hon. gentleman
has succeeded in adding enormously to the real taxation
of the country; ho las imposed a taxation nominally of
825,500,000, but which, in all human probability, is not less
than $36,000,000 or $37,000,000 ; ho has succeeded in lock-
ing up a very large amount of capital, although not so great
as he supposes, in unproductive operations. If the situation
were less grave, it would almost be ladicrous to recall the in-
numerable procesions of the hon.gentleman and hisfriends,
the innumerable visits the hon.gentleman made to all those
manufacturcrs from one end of Canada to the other, and the
receptions they gave him. Now is the time when, if the
.hon. gentleman were such a wonder-working magician, he
might use his presence to advantage by visiting these dis-
tressed manufacturers and enlightening them as to their
own business, by showing them how to improve, and ex-
plain ing to them in dotait wherein they had gone wrong;
and he might, perhaps, be instrumental in bringing them
together in the way ho las suggested, so that there might
be a comfortable combination of monopolists arranged in the
office of the Finance Minister, in the case of all these dis-
tressed industries. I have now to say a word or two as to
the hon. gentleman's own administration, and first of ail I
want to call the attention of the House to some actual facts
as to his administration of 1884. The hon. gentleman
claims, I see, that he had a surplus that year of $700,000 or
more. Now, I maintain that the hon. gentleman's mode of
book-keeping is not quite correct. I think it will be found,
if we look into the statements which hIe has submitted, that
he had no right to claim any such surplus, if indeed, he had
any right to claim any surplus at all. He says last year
he had a surplus of $751,000; but when I come to examine
the hon. gentleman's charges, I find that on the Intercolonial
Railway alone there are such charges as these put
to capital account: for rolling stock $441,000; for
Intercolonial' commission $22,000. There are also
charges for Prince Edward Island Railway rolling stock
89,000 ; for Canadian Pacific Railway commission
a matter of 819,000. So that, in point of fact, when you
deduct these items, all of which ought to be charged
properly to ordinary revenue account, we find tha tthe
hon. gertleman has scarcely got a surplus of $260,0J00
in place of a surplus of *754,000-or a surplus of just about
the amount which he as so carefully deposited, as a matter
of permanent investment, I suppose, in the Exchange Bank
of Canada. Now the hon. gentleman said a great deal as
to the mode in which the Intercolonial Railway had been
managed. He claimed great credit, indeed, for the fashion
in which the expenditure on the Intercolonial Railway had
been reduced. Now it would have been no wonder at
al, considering the country that railway runs through
and the date at which it was completed, if the hon.
gentleman were able to make a botter showing to-day
than my hon. friend (Mr. Mackenzie), could possibly have
made durinsr the time he administered the Intercolonial
Railway. The lHouse will recollect the long array of
figures the hon. gentleman presented on that point. He
showed, I think, that whereas we had a deficit of several
hundred thousand dollars a year, ho had merely an insig-
nificant deficit. But ho did not choose to call the attention
of the louse to this fact, that whereas, when my hon.
friend went out of office, the capital account of the road was
closed and stood at $836,091,000, the capital account on the
lst of July 1884, under the management of the hon. gentle-
man and his friends, stood at $43,866,000. There can be no
very great difficulty in making both ends meet when you
add $7,866,000 to capital account, consisting largely of items

Sir RIoCAaD CARTWRIGHT.

such as those I have alluded to. We find that, in 1878, the
item of stores was charged at $345,000; to-day it is put
down at $837,000, being, to all intents and purposes, the
addition of another half milrion dollars to capital account;
and if yeu include the $800,000 we are to spend this
year on the 1st of July, 1885, the capital account will
stand at $45,204,000, against $36,000,000 at which it stood
when my hon. friend went out of office. The consequence
is that the cost to the country, for interest alone, is
$420,000 more, or will be on the 1st of July, than it was
when we went out of office. Such book-keeping as that is a
positive disgrace; it is only calculated to mislead the people.
Idesired to close the capital account of the Intercolonial
Railway, when I was in office, for this obvious reason, that
I knew perfectly well that, so long as a Government keeps
a capital account of the sort open, all manner of improper
charges will be added to it. It is the interest of the Minister
and his subordinates to throw everything into capital ac-
count. Every bunker, every coal shed, every piece of roll-
ing stock that can by any possibility be charged to capital
account will be carried to it-and who is to correct it ? Who
is to tell us whether rolling stock to-day is really maintainod ?
That reste entirely with hon. gentlemen themselve4. Hon.
gentlemen have added very nearly $10,000,000 to the
capital account of the Intercolonial Railway, and yet they
claim that they have been very economical, compared with
my hon. friend, in the administration of that railway;
because, after adding $420,000 to the interest on their
capital account, they produce an annual saving apparently
of $10,000 a year. Judging, however, from the statement
to which I called the attention of the Iouse, the hon.
gentleman apparently, in six months, lias been able to re-
duce this to a deficit of $210,000. Now, the lon. gentleman
alluded to his management of the loans in London. I do
not desire to criticise too severely what the hon. gentleman
did there, and for this excellent roason, that it is verydifficuit,
at a distance, to know whether the on. gentleman took the
best advantage of the condition of te market or not;
but as the hon. gentleman challenged comparison with the
loans previously made, I may point out it is not a matter
for very great wonder or commendation that in 1884
Canada should be able to borrow at 3j per cent., whereas
in 1876 she was only able to borrow at 4 per cent.,
or to speak more accurately, that in 1884 we borrowed
at 4 per cent., whereas in 1876 she was only able
to borrow at 4ý, per cent. The fact of the matter
is, that the interest on money, as every security in
the London market shows, has fallen very considerably since
that time, and at the time the hon. gentleman went over to
effect this loan, indeed considerably before it, the Chancellor
of the Exchequer had announced his intention of reducing
the Epglish 3 per cent's. ultimately to 2j per cent., a fact
which every capitalist knows ensurcd every fair security be-
ing at once rapidly taken up at a rate lower than before. If
the hon. gentleman could show that he had reduced tho
rate of interest on our bonds in proportion to the fall of
money within the last six or seven years, then I would say
he had made an excellent bargain, but I doubt very much
if, on a fair comparison, he would be able to establieh any
such claim. The hon, gentleman said nothing about the
various charges which he had incurred in connection with
this same loan. If I understand aright, the sum of 1ý per
cent. was paid by way of commission and in brokerage, in
all a sum of £67,000 sterling, wholly independent of adver-
tising, and so on.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. One and aquarter.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. £67,000 would be more
than Il. In addition to that, there are the allowances. He did
not say how much he computed thom at, but they would repre-
sent, 1suppose, the botter part of 1 per cent. I do not say that
it is any discredit the transaction, but it means that the price
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of 91 j really netted us 89, or thereabouts. What I object to in
the conduct of these loans is this: We have at this moment
an unusually large sinking fund, a much larger sinking
fund than our debt in London at all requires. I have
again and again called the attention of the hon. gentle-
man to the desirability of dispensing with the sink-
ing fund, and I very much regret to see that, in the
prospectus, he has found it necessary to retain the sinking
fund, so that we pay 4 per cent. or nearly that-£3 18s 3d,
I think is the figure-for our loan, besides an additional j
per cent. to the sinking fund. I again repeat the remark I
have made before, that it is very inexpedient to allow our
sinking fund to be loided down in this way, and to be com-
pelled to raise money by way of taxation for the payment
of a sinking fund, and that fbr the plain and obvious reason
that on all occasions taxes cost the people a great deal more
than the money that comes into the Treasury. I regret, too,
although at this moment I am not going to insist too much
upon it, that the hon.gentleman was unable to pay off his
5 per cent. loan when it matured o. the Ist January. It
would have been botter for our credit, and would have saved
us, probably, 6125,000, because, if he could have obtained
the money at a little less than 4 per cent. it is clear that
the J per cent he has had to pay during the present six
months would have been saved to this country; and [ think
it was an error on his part, and negligence on his part, that
he did not provide for that repayment in January, either in
the way he has indicated or in some other way, and
go save us this unnecessary payment of $125,000. But,
Sir, when I come to look closely into these accounts
for 1884, I find that these are very far indeed from
the only cases in which the hon. gentleman has
been, in my opinion, exceedingly careless of the interests
committed to his charge. I find in the accounts of 1884 a
number of charges, the like of which I venture to say have
never appeared since Confederation. I find charges like
this : For printing and advertibing, $163,000, wholly apart
from all the regular printing, amounting probably to as
much more, done in connection with Iansard or statutes,
or a great variety of matters in connection with this louse ;
I find for extra clerks alone $175,000 ; for law costs,
wholly apart from our Department of Justice and legiti-
mate costs, there is put down a sum of $66,000 ; for two
commissions I find $40,985 charged, and I find also that in
these cases a good deai is charged to capital which belongs
to ordinary account. Now, that we may understand the full
effect of this statement, I will just run out briefly a comparison
with similar expenditures in England. Our income is to the
English income as 1 to 14, so that if Mr. Gladstone, when sub-
mitting the Public Accounts, was to produce charges for print-
ing and advertising amounting to £400,000 sterling, it would
no more than represeit in England the equivalent of the
$163,000 the hon. gentlemen have paid here, and if, further,
it were to appear that this £400,000 included allowances
of £20,000 a year apiece to the Times, Daily News, Morning
Post, Pall Atall Gazette, Standai d and Telegraph, I wonder
what Englishmen would think of that mode of encouraging
and fostering an independent public opinion in the press.
And yet these monstrous charges are not one whit more,
having regard to the ielative revenue of the two countries,
than the charges which are actually paid by the hon. gen-
tleman to several distinguished organs of publie opinion,
which I will not enumerate here, but which are well known
to a great many members of this House, and in which some
of the members of this House have a lively and active inter-
est. Then, for extra clerks, which I take to be a synonym
for useful political friende, in some form, Mr. Gladstone's
expenses should be £450,000 sterling, and to Mx. Gladstone's
legal friends, had ho adopted the plan the hon. gentleman
has done, apart from all the regular sums paid in due course,
£200,000 would have been paid. For commissions £100,-
000 would have been paid, with the result that about

£2,000,000 sterling would have been distributed among a
number of claimants who, if they had any just claims,
ought to have preferred thom before the courts, and prob-
ably were referred to these commissions becanse there was
not the slightest chance that the Exchequer Court or any
other court would entertain their claims. Those are the
remous, those are some of the ways in which our expenses
have been run up from $23,500,000 to 632,850,000 in the
space of about seven years, that being the sum the
hon. gentleman tells us he expects to expend for the service
of the current year. Now I have a word or two to say as to
certain more serious errors of policy which I lay to the
charge of the hon. gentleman. Although those I have
spoken of are grave enough, although they are indications
of fearful waste and extravagance, and although in many
respects they are much more objectionable-for I hold that
a Minister eau hardly do worse than use the funds placed
at his command to corrupt and debauch the representatives
of the prose, as has been done in this case, and on a very
extensive scale-1 come now to deal with other and
larger errors of policy for which the hon. gentleman is
responsible. The hou. gentleman, in common with lis col-
leagues, but he, more particularly, because it fell to his duty
to warn and caution them of the results of their conduct, is
responsible for the great and unnecessary concessions which
were made to the Canadian Pa·cific Railway last year, and
for the still more mischievous concessions which wore made
to certain members of this House, for the purpose of inducing
them to sanction that outrageous loan. The hon. gen-
tleman ought to have known and ought to have warned lis
colleagues, I think, what very sorious issues were involved
in making these grants to the Canadian Pacific Railway at
that particular time. The hon. gentleman does not know to.
day whether the people to whom ho expects to pay this 5
per cent. loan will accept lis terms. The hon. gentleman
therefore must know that he may have to raise 825,000,000
by way ofloan in London, for the purpose of refunding our
debt. He must also make provision for the $13,000,000 of
floating debt which he as incurred up to the 1st March,
and fiom this time out there are, as he knows, other large
expenditures going on, which will involve further large
loans. The hon. gentleman occupied, prior to 1884, a very
good position indeed. I pointed out to to him, before this
loan was granted to the Canadian Pacific Railway, that for
his own sake he ought to have refused his consent to that
proceeding, because it would most seriously hamper and
impode him in dealing with the refunding of the debt which
would necessarily come on tbis year. At the present
moment it is impossible to say how much the hon.
gentleman has lost or how much he may lo.e; but 1
believe that wholly independent of the unnecessary sinking
fund which he consented to croate in the loan of $25,000,000
to which le ias alluded, he lost at least , per cent. by
reason of the serious injury to the position and credit of
Cenada, because of our unwise concession to the demands of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway. I believe if that could be
traoed out it would be found that whereas we have had to
pay practically 4j per cent., including the sinking fund, for
the loan recently negotiated, that it could have been
obtained in London, prior to that unfortunate error on his
part, in all probability, at a more fraction, if at all, over 3j
per cent. And, Sir, it romains to be seen how far the
large loan which it is inevitable that the hon. gentleman
or somebody else must obtain in London within a
few monthe, will be affected by the results of that unfortu-
nate transaction. I tell hlm that it would not in the loeast
surpiise me if, when w. meet again next year, it should be
found that an enormous sum of money annually had been
lost to this country for the next 25 years, as a result of that
most anfortunate proceeding. Thon, Sir, the hon. gentle-
man ought to have seen and ought to have warned lis
colleagues that granting these othor demande was
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going to lead to most interminable entanglements,
that by granting those demands you have set up
a precedent from one end of this country to the
other for all kinds of claims and demands being made upon
you, which you will find it difficult indeed to refuse. You
have tied your bands by your own action, and the hon.
gentlemen opposite, unless I greatly mistake, are at prosent
experiencing, and soriously experiencing, the results of their
impoiitic concession on that occasion. Now the hon. gentle-
man takes great objection to the comparison I made between
our position and that of the United States. Sir, ho might have
taken the trouble to see what I actually did say. The hon.
gentleman, ha he referred to my speech-my Toronto
speech, to which, I suppose, he is alluding-would have seen
that what I have eaid is this: That whoreas seventeen years
ago we were in a very advantageous position as compared
with the people ofthe United States, the enormous increases
in our expenditure and in our taxation which took place
botween 1867 and 1873, and between 1879 and 1885, have
completely reversed our position. I did not say that our
present taxation was twice that of the United States; what
I did say was, that in 188 1the expenditure of the United
States was 85 per head, and our expenditure was some-
thing at the rate of $7 per head-and that I shall proceed
to show. The hon. gentleman says that our taxation has in-
creased, I think be said 10 cents per head. Well, Sir, if the
hon. gentleman will condescend to look up our taxation for
1878 ho will find that even adding the million of deficit which
occurred in that year, our total taxation did not amount to
more than $818,500,000. Our total taxation in 1883-I am ex-
dluding, of course, items which appear on both sides-our
total taxation derived from Customs and Excise amounled,
according to the hon. gentloman's own statement, to close
on 830,000,000. Now, does ho mean this House shoald be-
lieve that whereas the people were taxed $18,500,000 in 1878,
while they now pay $30,000,000, they only pay 10 cents per
head more ? And will he say that whereas the people were
taxed $25,449,000 in 1884, while they only paid $818,500,000
in 1878, allowing for the deficit in that year, the people are
only taxed 10 cents per bond more ? Now I am not going
to take up the time of the louse by following the hon.
gentleman through that most ingenions calculation which he
took off surpluses and applied them in reduction of the rate
of taxation. First, ho takes our money; he takes $ 20,000,000
more than he wants; then ho deducts this sum and says:
Because I took $20,000,000 more, by an expensive process,
out of your pockets, than I required, therefore, gentlemen,
you are $10,000,000 botter off. I have here the financial
report of the United States, and it contains some facts to
which I call the attention of the bon. gentleman, and of the
House. I find that the net debt of the Unite i States on the
1st of November, 1884, deducting cash in the Treasury,i
was $81,408,000,000. Now, the hon. gentleman knows well
that in all human probability our net debt will bo
very little less than $240.000,000 on the lst July. So here
are we, a people of 4,400,000, with a not debt, in all human
probability, on the Ist July, of $340,000,000, as against the0
net debt of the United States of 81,408,000,000. I find, Sir,
from that same report, that the annual interest charges of E
the United States is $47,000,000. Now, in the estimates
which the hon. gentleman has submitted, the annual charge,
deducting the sinking fnnd appears to amount to 89,400,000.
So that under the guidance of theb on, gentleman we have
brought things to this pass : that we, who are barely one-
thirteenth as numerous as the people of the United States,
are paying one-fifth of the total sum of interest paid by the b
people of the United States. Is that a pleasant or a satis-
factory state of thinga? And which of the two statements, i
mine or his, do these facts most fully bear out? We look i
in the same volume, at the statement of the expenditure, n
and I find the net expenditure, deducting the amount which i
goes for thereduction of the debt, amounted to 8241,000,000.V

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

Now, Sir, $244,000,000 are the total expenditures required
by the people of the United States, with an estimated popu-
lation, in 1885, of about 56,000,000-not 54,000,000, as the
hon. gentleman supposed ; my hon. friend near me says
57,000,000. Judging from the rate of increase which
took place between 1871 and 1881, I think 56,000,000
is about the exact figure. Then this result follows,
that the people of the United States, as I said, are
thirteenfold as numerous as we, and we are required,
deducting the sinking fund, to expend this year $31,800,000,
or thereabouts. The hon. gentleman says ho will want
$32,850,0 0, but I deduct a million for the sinking fund,
which is about the amount he expects to pay. Ie expecis
to provide $3 1,850,000 from various sources, while the
people of the United States are required to provide for an
expenditure of $244,000,000. Well, Sir, this is very littie
more than one-half per head for the expenditure of the
United States. Let the hon. gentleman divide $31,850,000
by 4,400,000 population, and he will find that it amounts to
very nearly $725 per head Let himdivide $'41,000,000 by
56,000,000 population, and he will find that it very little
exceeds 84 per head. Now, Sir, as to the other argument
which the hon. gentleman had recourse to-the argument
that because a large part of this money goes for the pay-
ment of subsidies, goes to pay for the maintenance of public
works, etc., therefoie a comparison is not fair. I beg to
call his attention to the fact that the Americans pay huge
sums of money for which we have no equivalient whatever.
Where have we an equivalent to the $55,000,000 pensions
which I find entered in the American expenditure ?

Sir LEONARD T[LLEY. That does not affect the
case.

Sir RICHARD CAR1WRIGIIT. It does affect the case
most materially. My argument is this, that we are in a
worse position, compared with the Americans, than we
were seventeen years ago. The hon. gentleman answers
that we are not in a worse position, because we pay subsi-
dies, they do not ; while the fact is that, althoughi the ex-
penditures are not precisely similar; that although we have
some items which theAmericans do not pay, they have some
items which we do not pay, such as pensions, and mainten-
ance of the army and ravy, the latter of which amounts to

ome $57,000,000. When the hon. gentleman tells us that he
must include the municipal expen litures of the Amoricaus
and the expenses for State and other purposes, does the
hon. gentleman suppose there are no municipal taxes in
Canada? Does the hon. gentleman not know that very
large sums of money are raised, particularly in the Province
of Ontario, for municipal purposes ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I did not refer to the munici-
palities; I might have done so.

Sir R[CHARD CARTWRIGHT. Hlad the hon. gentleman
referred to the municipalities, so far as Ontario is concerned,
he would have found this result: That the municipal taxation
of Ontario compares with the State and municipal taxation
of the Union. In any case, it is a total mistake on his part,
to refer to the State and municipal taxation. The great
bulk of the State expenditure is supplied by the municipali.
ties. They do not, of course, supply it all.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is an assessment on personal
property and real ostate.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. It is collected from the
municipalites. The hon. gentleman will find, if he chooses
to go into that matter, if ho takes all we have to pay in the
municipalities, particularly in our major Province-it is not so
to the same extent in the Province from which he cornes-
the comparison will nlot come ont as he has stated it, it will
not by any means be such as ho appears to think. Nor does
t in the least affect the point I made, which was this :
We wore in a more favorable position 17 years ago, as com-
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pared with the American Federal expenditure, than we occupy
to-day. That was the point to which the hon, gentleman
ought to have directed his attention, and when ho has shown,
and not until he has shown, that we have improved relati-
vely as compared with the position which the Americans
occupied 17 years ago, he will have been able to satisfac
torily dispose of the argument I have used. The fact is
this: The hon. gentleman has chosen to disregard the whole
past history of this country. The hon. gentleman has dis-
regarded every well-known rule of finance and has disre.
garded every plain dietate of common sense. He and his
colleagues have chosen to try a most risky experiment.
They have chosen to introduce a total revolution in our
fiscal system, and have selected that period for a most un-
called for expenditure and for involving us in wholly unne-
cessary liabilities. More than that. They have thrown
away very great opportunities, which opportunities may
never again recur. The hon. gentleman, when he came
here in 1879, had every advantage ho could well ask.
It was perfoctly clear to everyone that it was a time at
which an improvement ail over the world might be looked
for. There had been an unusually protracted period of
distress in the United States, and signs of revival were appar-1
ent. It was quite clear that our speedy revival depended
almost entirely on the speedy revival of trade in the United
States. Then the hon. gentleman had-I suppose he will
claim that for the National Policy also-several successive
good harvests, and the country obtained good prices for the
grain. There was a very great fall, as I have again and
again pointed out, in the price of money ail the world over.
The North-West had been opened up, not by him, but by the
energy of other persons,with whom ho had nothing to do. The
foolish bargain made by his collcagues with British Columbia
had sofar been modified that ful time was given to complote
the obligations entered into. More than that, th evast in-
crease in the expenditure, which had been going on from 1867
to 1873, had been checked by the action of my hon. friend
and his colleagues. Jn every possible way, therefore, the
hon. gentleman had the way made easy to him. Ail those
difficulties to which I have been alluding, which confront
him, though he may choose to say they are not very serions,
are self-sought by hon. gentlemen opposite. They have
fiang away their advantages; they have deliberately created
ail these difficulties, and now they appeal to us for considera-i
tion, and tell us they are the victims of uncontrollablei
circumstances. They are not so. They are the victims of their1
own deliberate disregard of the plainest rules of common sense
and the plainest rules of finance. It is quite clear to us, as
it is to everybody, that Canada has very formidable com-
petition ahead. We no longer enjoy, in North America, as1
we thought we would do years ago, anything like a com-t
plete monopoly of thc supply of cereals. We have not
even the control-although the hon. gentleman appears to
think so-of the stock trade with the mother country. Ourt
farmers are called on to compete with farmers in ail partsî
of the world-with California, New Zealand,Australia, India,E
Russia, and the Danubian Provinces, while they are ex-i
posed to the competition to which they have always been
exposed in the United States. What mothol has the hon.E
gentleman taken to relieve the serious position of the agri-t
culturalists and to help them ? He assisted our agricul-t
turalists by weighing them down with enormous taxation.e
I say it is the ne plus ultra of folly for the hon. gentle-1
man and his colleagnes to say that the farmors3
are botter off under a load of heavy taxation. What the
hon. gentleman has been telling us to-night is briefly this:
that we are botter off because we have wasted, taking intot
account the liabilities we have incurred, $52,000,000, whicht
we need not have wasted, and which we have been com.
pelled to borrow; because our taxes are now treble whatt
they should have been; because heavy duties hamper ail,
our producing industries ; because our lumber costs us much[
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more than it should do to produce, our grain costs us more
to raise, our cattle more to foed, because our clothing, fuel
and almost every necessary of life bas been largely in-
creased in cost by reason of the policy of the bon. gentlc-
man. Ail I can say is this:

The force of folly can no further go,
Than taxing men that they may richer grow."

Lot me contrast for a moment, as the hon. gentleman has
challenged me to do, the policy of the Mackenzie Ad minis-
tration. I say that Government was not only frugal
itself, but it produced frugality among the people. That
that Government was a frugal Government I will give the
bon, gentleman proof from his own Public Accounts. When
they came into office the controllable expenditure was
$8,300,000; when they left office it was $6,500,000. To-day,
in the very last ïstatement which the hon. gentleman has laid
on the Table of the House, we find that the controllable
expenditure, which we left at $6,500,000,.has been increased
to $l1,3e0,000. It is all very well for the hon. gentleman
-we will examine this in detail at a more fitting opportunity
-to offer excuses more or less plausible for the enormous
increase in that exponditure. What possible expenditure was
ever incurred by any Goverument tor which an ingenions
gentleman could not offer some plausible excuse ? I take
my stand on this plain fact, that the expenditure which
alone the Government can co*trol was reduced by 25 per
cent. by the Mackenzie Government and increased by nearly
100 per cent. by hon. gentlemen opposite. We preachdo
frugality ourselves; we inculcated on the public thrift and
self-reliance, and a great many of the facts to which
the hon. gentleman bas alluded go to show clearly and
distinctly that, in spite of all the talk of distress
which existed from 1874 to 1878, the great industries
of the people wore in no respect damaged ; that
the people, during that time, were accumulating prop-
erty, the very property which thoy used afterwards and of
which the hon. gentleman makes such boast. Sir, the
$100,000,000 which he mentioned, if it did exist, and so far
as it did exist, was largely the result of the thrift and
frugality which were necessarily practised by the people
during the years 1876-77-78, and not of the extravagant folly
which took its place under the régime of the hon. gentle-
man. As to the Provinces, our policy was neither to
medile with or trample upon their just rights, nor to bribe
them. Oar policy was to settle our new territory wi th all
possible speed, and the Honse must remember how my hon.
friend was denounced because, under circumstances of great
difficulty, le proceeded with the opening up of that new
territory at the earliest possible moment. I must say that
the Finance Minister should have been the last man in
Canada to criticise the Government of Mr. Mackenz'e and
his colleagues; and for this excellent reason, that more than
to any other human being, was it due to the inprudence
and lack of foresight of the Finance Minister that there was
any difficulty in administering the finances of Canada. Sir,
in 1873, what the lon. gentleman did was this: He came
down to this louse, as he came to-night, with an estimated
expenditure of $20,000,000. He did not tell us, he did not
breath a word, he did not give a hint, which might lead us
to suppose that there were millions up) millions of other
expenses of which he gave as no intimation; and before the
House rose, that lon. gentleman had added $t,000,000 a
year to the permanent expenditure for which ho had made no
provision whatever. In the first place, by the terms upon
which he admitted Prince Edward Island, an annual addi-
tion of 8820,000 was.made to our expenditures. By the botter
terms he granted to the New Brunswick and the other
Provinces, a further addition of $80,000 was made. By
the Mountel Police Bill which they introduced, 8330,000
was added; by increases of salaries, $300,000 more was
added; by the loan which he negotiated, and of which h
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said nothing at the time, $450,000 was added ; by Indian
treaties negotiated, and for which, I admit, his colleagues
were more responsible than the hon. gentleman, $300,000
or $400,000 were added, and besides that, he and his col-
leagues had committed the country to a huge series of public
works, the cost of which, for interest alone, he himself
estimated as amounting to about $3,300,000 of a permanent
addition.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. For interest alone ?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes. I do not charge

him with all this interest, but for at least $ 1,000,000 a year
the hon. gentleman was chargeable. le made no provision
for that addition ; ho did not inform the Heuse of it; he went
out, leaving behind the certainty to his successors that that
they would have to provide for all these huge sums which he
added. Sir, I say that the object was twofold. The House
will recollect the circumstances under which that was done.
First of all, the hon. gentleman and bis colleagues supposed,
at one time, that by all this extraordinary extravagance
they could induce the House to condone the fault they had
committed, and in the next place, though I do not charge
the hon. gentleman with it, I fear his colleagues intended
that if they did fall they would leave behind such a precious
legacy to their successors that no skill, on their part, would
enable them to cope with it successfully. And
what is the policy of the hon. gentleman now ?
First of all, he imposes excessive taxation, he
stimulates inflation in every conceivable way. The
second result of lis policy bas been that the hon, gentle-
man offered extraordinary inducements to many men to
rush into manufactures, extraordinary inducements to put
capital into those enterprises to which he alluded ; and
he no doubt succeeded for a time in blowing the bubble.
He bas immensely increased our debt. He bas enor-
mously increased our expenditure, and he bas further
needlessly incurred monstrous liabilities. Now, Sir,
what was our policy with respect to manufacturers ?
The hon. gentleman has alluded to that. Our policy was
briefly this, to keep taxation as low as possible, and for
this reason : That the lower we kept the taxation the less
cost the manufacturers would be at in producing articles.
They would have a better chance of competing abroad with
other competitors; they would have more and better home
customers, and what is quite as important, as they have
since discovered, they would have les indiscreet competi-
tion at home than they were formerly subjected to. The
hon. gentleman bas adopted a precisely opposite policy, and
here we see the fruits of it. He has given us very high
taxation. He bas increased to all manufaeturers the cost
of production, and he bas therefore exposed thom to a con-
siderable extent more than before to foreign competition,
because in a good many cases among the manufacturers
the report which reaches me is this : That owing to the
increased cost of production underhis tariff they suffer more
from foreign competition than they would have had to suffer
under a moderate revenue tariff. Now, Sir, the hon. gen.
tleman, bas seriously interfered, as is quite clear, with their
chances of exporting. I showed just now that although
we ought to have increased our absolute exports of
domestic manufactures, there had been a decrease of one-
half million; and the hon. gentleman behind me tells me
that in several branches of trade in which we were doing well
before, our progress bas been exceedingly slow since 1878.
There are other things of importance to which the hon.
gentleman should have alluded to-night. The hon.gentleman
knows the position of the Maritime Provinces; he knows
that in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick and, I fear, in
Prince Edward Island, many industries are languishing;
that the people are not profiting in the slightest degree by
bis tariff, but are earnestly looking forward to see whether
the hon. gentlemen are taking any steps whatever to en-
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sure them reciprocity with the United States. Not a word,
not a syllable, did the hon. gentleman say upon that ques-
tion, or as to oijr fisheries, although he knows that, within a
few months, our treaty with the United States will expire,
although ho knows that, within a few months, a large por-
tion of the most valuable market of the Provinces with which
he is specially connected may be taken away from them.
He bas nothing to tell us on all those important questions;
ho preserves an ominous silence, and perhaps he is right,
because, unhappily, his policy bas placed us ln a
far worse position to negotiate a reciprocity treaty
than we were in before. One significant thing occurred in
the recess, to which no allusion was made, but to which it
is well that we should allude, because it shows, in a very
marked degree, the extraordinarily desperate position Io
which the public mind haq corne with respect to the posi-
tion of the country, especially in the Maritime Provinces.
I allude to that rather remarkable proposition to annex
Jamaica to the Dominion of Canada. Now, it is quite clear
that the stops taken in that matter were not taken without
some concert with some person high up in the councils of
the Dominion, and it is remarkable that when that matter
was first alluded to in the press, we found that the paid sub-
sidised Ministerial organs, from one end of the country to the
other, took up that project, and pointed out what an ex-
tremely desirable thing it would be for Canada to annex an
island 2,000 miles off in the Carribean Sea; and what an
extremely desirable thing it would be for the hon. gentle-
man to have 25 or 30 additional supporters, in order
that he might be prepared for the worst emergencies.
Now, the hon. gentleman did not deal -and I do not know
that we can blame him too much for that-he did not deal
much in forecasting the immediate future. I fear, Sir,
from old experience, the hon. gentleman bas suppressed a
good deal. We know perfectly well-and there are gentlemen
in this House who have not hesitated to tell us, although the
hon. gentleman bas preserved a discreet silence-the position
in which the Canadian Pacific Railway Company are placed.
The bon. gentleman did not say one word as to the policy of
the Government on that head; he gave us very little indica-
tion as to what we might expect. Now, Sir, I shall not
stop at present to analyse the various remarkable statements
made to us on the subject of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
although I did notice that the hon. gentlemen told us
that the expenditure ho had incurred was likely
to give us railway facilities quite unequalled in the
world; and if the statement I have seen as to the grades and
curvatures on the Canadian Pacific Railway be correct, I
am bound to say that we are likely to have a railway in
that respect quite unequalled in the world. I could very
well believe that the original cart road proposed to be laid
in British Columbia would not have had a bit steeper grades
than those which appear by the returns to be pormitted by
the Government. The hon. gentleman cannot tell, and Ido
not know, what the future of the production of grain will be.
I do not believe that the prices will, for a long period, continue
to rule as low as they are at present; but when next the hon.
gentleman is making a statement of our prospects, ho would
do well to remember that we may ho confronted with low
prices in various directions. The hon. gentleman knows that
there bas been a large diminution in the production of lum.
ber. The hon. gentleman does not, I suppose, anticipate any
such difficulties as we had to contend with in 1877 and
1878. I do not anticipate them, and I hope, for his sake,
and for the sake of the country, that ho will not have to face
any such a disastrous period. But it is quite passible that
the value of imports will continue to fall, and that on bcc >unt
of the cessation of the enormous expenditure going on on the
Canadian Pacific .Railway, there may be a very serious
collapse; that there may be a heavy reduction in the total
volume of our imports, and consequently of the revenue of
the hon. gentleman. Ie recognises that contingency, but ho
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does not profess to make any preparation on that account; prevented many thousands of most excellent settlers from
and I say nothing of other contingencies that may occur, going in there. I say nothing of their land policy, which
or claims that may be made upon the Government. But will come up for discussion further on ; but if these hon.
these are things that cannot be omitted, if we desire to gentlemen had the slightest understanding of the wants of
make an accurate forecast of the future ; and I think it that country, they would sooner have cut off their right
would be well that the hon. gentleman, when reviewing the hands than have flung away, as they did last year,
situation of the country, should have given us some little $30,000,000 of the people's money. I say no greater blunder
more idea than he did, as to how he proposes to deal with was ever committed than the throwing away of that amount
the serious contingencies that may arise, or in the event of of money to carry a railway around the rocky coast of
any one-I do not say any two or three-of these things to Lake Superior or through the gorges of British Columbia,
which I have called attention, taking place. Now, Sir, I when one-tenth of that sum, judiciously expended,would have
have once or twice pointed out, though not in this place, secured for that North-West country 200,000 settlers within
the political issues which have been involved by the the space of two years. I tell the hon. gentlemen that they
conduct of the hon. gentleman. The hon. gentleman and have not yet realised the extent of their folly with respect to
bis colleagues, when they came into power in 1867, ought that country. lad they left it alone and not interfered with
to have proposed, I think, these three things above all its natural development, it would have been in a much more
others. They ought to have endeavored to see that our advanced position to-day. Those years which have been
Provinces should rely upon themselves. I have never thrown away are true seed years; they are years that
denied that there were difficulties to be overcome in carrying cannot return; long time must elapse before we shall find
on our Confederation. It required much mutual forbearance ourselves in half as favorable a position as we were before the
and concession on the part of all the Provinces who brought bon. gentleman chose to interfere on behalf of the Canadian
it about. But it is plain to every man acquainted with the Pacifie Railway. Not only have we to begin at the beginning,
debates which took place, or acquainted with the history but we have to conquer the Lad reputation the hon. gentle-
of the United SLates, that you can do no greater injury to men have established for themselves. Hon. gentlemen
Confederation than to encourage all these Provinces into should remember that it is only too true at this moment
believing that when they get into difficulty they have a that there are about a million of native-born Canadians in the

,right to have recourse to the general Exchequer. I say the United States, a large portion of whom would have been in
hon. gentleman and bis colleagues, by their conduct in that Manitoba but for the maladministration of hon. gentlemen
respect, have done a great injury to their own cause. They opposite, and that these people will continue to attract a
have placed as at a great disadvantage in a comparison very large number of their fellow-countrymen who, under
with the United States, and they have not pursued the more favorable circumstances, would have been only too
third object that should have been put before them, that is, happy to have settled under the British flag. Now, I have
the speedy development of the North-West. I want to spoken of the adverse comparison which our policy compels
call attention to the effect of the course pursued with respect everybody to make between it and that of the United States.
to these various Provinces. Unfortunately, in both Ontario I have pointed out, in addition, the effect of our fiscal policy
and Quebec, for different reasons, grave difficulties exist. We on our trade with Great Britain; in fact, we have been
know that Quebec has been making demands and is con- treating Great Britain worse than a foreign country. The
tinuing to make demands on the Dominion Treasury which hon. gentleman opposite me (Sir John A. Macdonald) bas
it may be difficult to grant and difficult to refuse; and thrown out vague and lofty promises as to bis desire to co-
Ontario, in like manner, has been, through the mouths of her operate in some scheme of Confederation, a subject as to
responsible Ministers, calling attention to the fact that which, however, it bas noV been convenient for him tc give
Ontario bas claims which cannot be overlooked, and rights us any indication bere; but I point out to him none of thoso
which must be respected, and that Ontario must insist when things can be done without large contributions from our
grants are made to the other Provinces that like grants are Exchequer, and the louse knows now only too well how
made to her who, to say the least, pays her full proportion difficult, how almost impossible it is for us to contributo
of the revenue which the bon. gentleman disburses. When practically or effectually to anything of the kind. I do not
I come to the Maritime Provinces, whatdo I find? Theirs, I pretend to say that all the mischief [ have pointed out lias
must admit, is a hard case. They were brought into this been due to protection. If it has been due to
Confederation by distinct promises on the part of the -bon. protection indirectly, it has been more due to the
gentleman and bis colleagues, which have been ruthlessly extravagance of the present Government, to their
violated. It was at least a tacit understanding that no such mistake in over-taxing the people and thus acquiring great
tariff as that we now labor under should be imposed upon surpluses, the possession of whieh always tempts a Govern-
them. They appear to be injured at all points. They are ment to gross extravagance, as it has tompted the prosent
largely an importing people, a maritime and fishing people, Government. But I do not pretend to say that with us, any
and it is absurd to say that such a taritf as the hon. gentle- more than with the United States, protection in itself would
man has imposed can be otherwise than injurious to those have have been anything more than an impediment. What
Provinces. 'l heir trade bas been taken away at both ends. is really damaging our position is not the effect of the
We need not say anything of the city of St. John, as the hon. protective system so much as the effect of the enormous
gentleman admits it is in a distressed condition ; but I may extravagance of the Administration. I desire to call your
point to the fact that some of the bon. gentleman's own attention briefly to the position at which we have now
friends have been advocating annexation as the only pos. arrived, the position to which gentlemen opposite have
sible means of escape from the distressed position in which brought us. Practically speaking, the federal taxation
they are placed; and the other day resolutions were laid on alone will involve, according to my calculation, very nearly
the Table of the Nova Scotia Assembly, proposing that the one-sixth of the income of our people. Practically speaking
Union with the rest of Canada should be dissolved, and that -I do not take the extravagant estimates of the Finance
that Province should resume its old station under the Minister, but my own much more moderate estimate of the
Crown. Then, turning to the North-West, I do not think real taxation-practically speaking, the taxes which we are
the hon. gentleman can say that its condition is one that he levying from our people would suffice to maintain about
can look on with satisfaction. There, too, primary rights 130,000 families in comfort, or very nearly the sixth part of
have been trampled on. Without excuse, and in defiance of our whole population. The efforts of the Government to

1their own interests, the hon. gentlemen have interfered bring people into this country, their enormons expenditure,
with the development of that country and have probably the so-called National Policy, have resulted in this, that



COMMONS DEBATES. MARCH 3,

according to our own returns and statisties there is, as I
have said just now, only too great reason to fear that out of
every n ative-born Canadian now in existence, one man in four
is to be found in the United States, and out of the immigrants
that we pay for and bring to this country, three out of four,
if not nine out of ten, exclusive of those who go to Manitoba,
find their way to the United States also, as is most con-
clusively sbown by the census returns recently laid on the
table. As I have said, the population in our chief Provinces
is noarly at a standstill, the outlying Provinces are clamor-
ing for annexation as a remedy, and what have these hon.
gentlemen done ? They have failed to get reciprocity;
they have failed-and failed utterly-to make com-
mercial treaties; they have failed in colonising the North-
West; they have failed entirely to restore the balance of
trade or equilibrium between exporte and importe, to which
the hon. gentleman attached so much importance ; so that,
instead of having an equilibrium, the imports have been
$20,O00,000 or $30,000,000 more than the total volume of
exporte. They have failed entirely to keep their promises
in the matter of keeping up the prices of agricultural pro-
ducts ; they have failed to satisfy the Provinces, for every
single Province in the Dominion is knocking at our doors
for more ; tbey have failed to keep the advantage they
had over the United States ; they have failed entirely to
keep our people in the country, and they have failed in
obtaining the enormous amount of revenue which they
alleged they were to have extracted from our Dominion
lands. Why, the amount of revenue extracted from those
lands will not pay the expense of surveying them, an
expense which they charged to capital account;
but their course has not been an entire failure; no doubt
they have succeeded in some things. They succeeded in
producing an inflation in business; they have succeeded in
turning what might have been honest piosperity into a sort
of South Sea Bubble -or North-West Bubble, if you choose
to call it so; they have sueceeded in creating huge mono-
polies, and they have succeeded, to a very great extent, by
means of subsidies to the press and by other similar means,
in degrading the moral sentiment of the country. If the
question be asked, cen we repair this? I say frankly and
candidly that the eltects of such evils as these are likely to
be very lasting. I do not believe, for my part, they will be
very easily removed. I fear that the taint has gone deep.
One of the worst rosults of the extravagance of the Govern-
ment is this, that, to a very great extent, and for a very
long time to come, it will tend to make any honest govern-
ment impossible, and so the people of Canada are discover-
ing to their cost. A very sharp surgery will be needed. In
these six years our position has -altered very materially for
the worse, and not only materially, but morally. Our case
js much like that of the man in the parable. We did
succeed in casting out the evil spirit of 1873, but in 1878 he
returned again, and if the evil spirit did not quite fulfil the
direction of the parable and bring seven other spirits
worse than himeelf with him, probably it was because,
having searched diligently, he could not find them.
I say that we have wasted great opportunities; I say that
we have greatly impaired resources which, wisely used,
might have given us in the North-West a more prosperous
Province than any we now possess; I say, moreover, as I
pointed out, that we have incurred great liabilities to which
the Finance Minister made no allusion, but which will un-
doubtedly have to be met. I admit frankly that the way out
of this is not going to be easy, that it will be painful, tedious
and difficult. It is true, we are not without good pointe; it
is quite true that all over Canada at present food is cheap
and abundant, and is likely, for many years to come, to be
cheap and abundant; it is true, we have great resources in our
fertile lands which, year by year and day by day, will become
more valuable, because a very large proportion of equally
good country in the United States is likely to be used for
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other purposes than wheat growing. I know that there are
great potential resources in the country, and that in time we
might regain the vantage ground we have lost. Moreover,
it is quite true that, in spite of these difficulties, there
is, and always will be in, a country like this, a considerable
growth, even though it be in a one-sided direction, but no
man can consider the facts I have laid before this House
and say that the increase in our population, that our pro-
gress, that our position, are at all such as we had a right to
expect they would be when we first entered Confederation
some seventeen years ago. I am aware that in stating all
the facts, I have been obliged to state some very unpalat-
able truths, and I am quite prepared, hon. gentlemen
opposite and their press and friends should attack me in any
way they please; they will find it much easier to attack
me than to refute the arguments I have used. These gen-
tlemen are fond of declaring that my speeches are mis-
chievous; an hon. gentleman opposite was good enough to
say that I had done mischief by my speeches, not only in
Canada but all over the world. It is not my speeches, Sir,
that are mischievous, but the acts that call them forth. It
is those acts and not my speeches that have done injury
here and elsewhere. Now,I say it is for us to face the facts.
We challenge investigation. This is the third time at least
that we have taken issue with these hon. gentlemen. We
took issue with them in 1871 and in 1872 and in 1873, and,
had our advice been listened to then, Canada would have
been the richer to-day by hundreds of millions than it is.
We took issue with them in 1878, when they entered on this
foolish mis-called National Policy, of which they will in a
very short time be reaping the unpleasant results. We
took issue with tl1 em in 1880 and in 1881, when thoy chose
to deliver over the most valuable portion of this continent
in posse, if not in esse, to a monopoly, the like of which
never before existed in any country under the sun.
Again we take issue with them, and we say that, if
they persist in their recklessness and go on piling up debt
and piling up expenditure as they have been doing, for a
year or two more, the end is near. We tell them
that there is less real union among our people
than there was twelve years ago, and that it
is their maladministration that has been the cause of
it. Where is there a Province that has not got some separate
grievance of its own, that bas not got some separate
demand ? We have some Provinces alienated from us by
our unjust tariff. We find that, while our population
remains stationary, our debt keeps increasing in an enor-
mo;îs ratio, the like of which has never been known or seen
in Canada before; and all this is the result of a most un-
usual combination of favorable circumstances. No men
could have had better fortune; no men could have had
greater luck ; and the result of all these favorable circum-
stances is, that they have dragged us a great deal deeper
into debt, that they have enormously added to our expendi-
tuie, and that they have driven away an enormous
mass of our population. I say in conclusion, and I say
it, not as a matter of rhetorical statement, but as a simple
matter of fact, capable of mathematical demonstration, that
I believe to-day, if we sat down and counted the cost, we
would find that this country has lost more in six years of
evil Government relatively to its population and its resources
than tha people of the United States did in the four years of
desperate civil war which immediately preceded the for-
mation of our Confederation.

Mr. WHITE (Cardweil). I desire to move the adjourn-
ment of the debate.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose that the House
should go into committee now in reference to the resolu-
tions affecting cigars, and should take the report of the
committe before adjourning.
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Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into Com-
mittee of Ways and Means.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. BL IKE. There may be some enquiry needed after

wards, and I suppose we shall have the same privilege as il
we were in committee ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Just the same.

Resolutions in reference to the duty on cigars (p. 333)
agreed to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that it is expedient
that these resolutions should take effect from and after the
4th day of March inst.

Motion agreed to; and resolutions to be reported.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjouroment of
the House.

Motion agreed to, and flouse adjourned at 12:55 a.m.,
Wednesdiay.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 4th March, 18-5.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 80) to incorporate the Fort McLeod Ranche
Telegraph Company.-(Mr. Ives.)

Bill (No. 81) respecting the Canada Co-operative Supply
Association (Limited).-(Mr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 82) to incorporate the Winnipeg and Prince
Albert Railway Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)

Bill (No. 83) to incorporate the Kootenay Railway Com-
pany of British Columbia.-(Mir. Small.)

AMIIERSI AND PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND RAIL-
WAY.

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved for leave to introduce a Bill
to incorporate the Amhert and Prince Edward Island
Railway Company.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). Before that motion is car-
ried I would like to enquire whether the rules concerning
the introduction of Bills* have been complied with in
reference to this Bill. I may say that in connection with
this Bill I was present several times before the Standing
Orders Committee, and I there found that the necessary
notices had not been given, and I was informed by the
chairmain of the committee that it would be impossible to
introduce that Bill this Session. As this Bill would affect
the constituency in which I am interested, and no notice
has been given of it in that constituency, I think it is un-
fair that it should be rushed through contrary to the rules.

Mr. SPEAKER. The Committee on Standing Orders
to-day have reported that among the petitions which they
examined and found correct, was one of Moffatt and others,
of Amherst County, praying for an Act incorporating the
Amherst and Prince Edward Island Rail way Company.

Mr. WOOD. Is that sufficient?
Mr. BLAKE. I supppose that the report is tLe usual

report of the Committee op Standing Orders, that the

notices have been complied with. We are left to infer that
the proper notices have been given.

Mr. BEATY. The matter stands in this shape: The
hon. member did appear before the committee on a former
ocoasion, but the time was enlarged so that notices might
be proved. Since then, evidence of publication has been
produced, and the committee decided to report favorably on
the Bill. We regret that the hon. member was not present,
but the clerk stated he had notice of the meeting; and as
the notice has been proved, the committee saw no reason
why the Bill should not be reported.

Mr. WOOD (Westmorcland). No notice was given to me,
and I am bound to oppose the Bill at the present stage, as
it will affect my county.

Mr. BLA.KE. I understand that the rule with respect
to the action of the Standing Orders Committee, is this :
When the committee corne to the conclusion that the notice
was such as to actually comply with the rales, they simply
report the fact. But when they come to the conclusion that
the notice was not sufficient they state the fact and cali the
attention of theI louse to it, so that the House has the
opportunity of dealing with the particular question upon its
merits. The committee appears to have deviated from the
course. It seems the notice was not sufficient at the timo,
according to the strict rules.

Mr. BEATY. The committee thought there was not
sutlicient reason to make any special remarks about the
matter.

Mr. BLAKE. We ought to know on each occasion upon
which the Standing Orders Committee bas come to the con-
clusion that the notice is not sufficient on the day on which
they act, and a recommendation should be made to the House.
Such committee bas heretofore recommended that the notice
be deemed adequate and the Bill allowed to proceed. Then
the House has an opportunity of considering the matter;
but until the statement was made by the hon. member for
Westmoreland (Mr. Wood), we had reasons to suppose that
the rules had been complied with, because the terms of the
report are such as have hitherto been confined to that class
of cases. The proper course for the hon. member for West-
moreland (Mr. Wood) to adopt is, to move that such portion
of the report as refers to the Bill in question be referred
back to the Standing Orders Committee.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In this case you find that one
of the members interested in this matter, because his county
is inteirested in it, says he had no notice, and that tho com-
mittee's report as presented to the House does not cover
the ground ; it only states that the committee considers the
notice sufficient. We have another member of the com-
mittee who goes further and says that the time fixed by the
regulations of Parliament have not been complied with ;
but inasmuch as the time fixed in those regulations would
expire before the Bill could reach the Railway Committee,
the committee decided under those circumstances they
would report that the Bill was satisfactory. An hon. mem-
ber (Mr. Wood) who is interested in the project claims
there should be more time allowed. It would be proper for
the motion for leave to introduce the Bi'il to be withdrawn,
as suggested by the leader of the Opposition, and that such
portion of the report as refers to this matter be referred
back to the committee to give them time to rep>rt accord-
ing to the rule.

Motion withdrawn.
Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland) moved that so much of the

report as refers to the Bill to incorporate the Amherst and
Prince Edward Island Railway Company be referred back
to the Committee on Standing Orders.

Motion agreed to.
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GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY.

Mr. MITCHELL. As I see the right hon. Premier in
his place, I would like to ask him, with the permission of
the House, whether ho is prepared to bring down the list
of Grand Trunk stockholders, which was ordered by the
House last Session.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am not prepared to.
bring it down bacause I have not got it to bring down. As
I understand, my hon. friend moved for this return by an
Order of the House. The Order was granted and was sent
in the ordinary way to the Secretary of State, and his
Department sent it to the Railway Department, seeing that
it was a railway matter. They however did not communi-
cate it to the Grand Trunk.

Mr. MITCHELL. It got buried there, I suppose.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They have, however, sent

it to the Grand Trunk, and they have forwarded it to Eng-
land in order to get the list.

Mr. MITCHELL. That ls all right ; we will get it some
time or other. I would also ask the Premier at what time
ho will send us down the agreement between the Govern-
ment and the Grand Trunk about the million pounds ster-
ling.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALID. I am glad the hon. gentle-
man has reminded me of it; I will hunt it up and bring it
down.

TEMPORARY LOANS TO GOVERNMENT BY BANKS

Mr. CHARLTON asked. What is the total amount of
temporary loans made by the Government from banks up
to February 25th, the date and amount of each loan and
from what bank made, and the terms of each loan as to
time-whether upon a call or otherwise ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There was a loan to the
Government by the Merchants' Bank on the 7th of Novem-
ber, 1884, of $500,000 for six months; by the Imperial
Bank, on the 17th December, 1884, of $250,000 for six
months; by the City and District Savings Bank, on the 9th
of January, 1885, $250,000 for eight months and 8250,000
for twelve months; and on the 18th of February, $250,000,
for six months; by the Bank of Montreal, on the set of
February, 1885, $2,000,000 for eight months; total in
Canada, $3,500,000. In England-the London and West-
minster Bank, on the Ist of January, 1885, £1,300,000
sterling for six months; from Baring Bros. & Co., at
varions dates, and Glynn, Mills & Co., for Baring, Mills &
Co, £233,986 12s. 91, due in September, 1885; from Glynu,
Mills, Curry & Co., £267,500, due in September, 1885;
total in England, £1,801,4S6 12s. 9d., in all about $12,-
500,000.

SHORT LINE SURVEY FROM ST. CHARLES
STATION.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny) asked, Whether the Govern-1
ment have issued ordprs for an instrumental survey of the'
lino beginning at St. Charles Station, on the Intercolonial
Railway, passing by the second range of the Township of
Montmagny near River Du Sud, and thence towards Seveu
Islands ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There has been no appli-
cation for this survey in the Department of Railways and
Canais.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY RELIEF..

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to propose any measure for the relief of the

Sir HlEcToa LANGEVIN.

Canadian Pacifie Railway Company from its embarrass-
monts ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There has been no appli-
cation from the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to pro-
pose a measure of relief from its embarrassments.

INTEREST OF LOANS TO THE CANADIAN PACIFIC
RAILWAY COMPANY.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way Company bas paid to the Government any, and if so,
what amounts for interest on the loans of last Session; and
at what dates? If not, bas any, and if so, what arrangement
bas been made as to such interest?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. All the interest due on the
loans made to the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company up to
the present day have been paid, and the following are the
amounts: $147,136.87, on the 17thAugust, 1884; 8273,750.78
on the 12th of September, 1884, and 0147,769.24 on the 17th
February, 1885.

APPRAISER OF CUSTOMS AT SUMMERSIDE.

Mr. YEO asked, Why was the office of appraiser of Cus-
toms at Summerside abolished, and who at present is acting,
and what is his pay?

Mr. BOWELL. The office of appraiser at Port Sum-
merside was abolished on the 1st of September, 1879, the
service of the officer not being required. The collector is,
by virtue of his office, the appraiser, and his salary is $900
per annum.

SUPERANNUATION OF J. B. SCHURMAN.

Mr. YEO asked, Why was the locker, Mr. J. B. Schur-
man, superannuated, and who at present fills his place, and
at what salary?

Mr. BOWELL. Mr. Schurman was superannuated on
account of age, and his services were no longer required.
There being nothing for him to do no successor was
appointed, and consequently no salary was paid.

COLLECTOR OF INLAND REVENUE AT SUMMER-
SIDE.

Mr. YEO asked, Why was the collector of Inland
Revenue at Summerside discharged, and who is at present
filling his office, and at what salary ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The services of the collector of Inland
Revenue at Summerside were dispensed with on the
repeated reports of our inspector that ho was entirely unfit
to discharge the duties of his office, that ho made not even
a pretence of keeping accounts, and that he was so infirm
as to be unable to attend to the office. No successor was
appointed, the work bas been done by the staff, and there
is no salary paid for the office.

ETCHEMIN RIVER LINE.

Mr. LESAGE asked, Whether the Government have
come to a decision as to an instrumental survey of the lino
by the valley of the river Etchemin, of which a baro-
metrical survey bas already been made by Messrs. Light
and Wicksteed ? If so, when will the survey be commenced ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A barometrical survey
has been made, and the Government are now considering
the question of an instrumental survey.

IMMIGRANT SHEDS AT MEDICINE HAT.
Mr. WATSON asked, Did the Government call for

tenders for the construction of the immigrant sheds at
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Medicine Hat, or was the contract let without tenders being refuse the papers; on the contrary, they will be brought
asked for ? down as soon as the motion is made.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Tenders were called for the
construction of the immigrant sheds at Medicine Hat in
the papers of Winnipeg, Emerson, Minnedosa, Morris,
Regina, McLeod, St. Boniface and Selkirk.

STAGE LINES TO AND FROJI FORT MoLEOD.

Mr. WATSON asked, Have the Government subsidised
a stage lino between Medicine Hat and Fort McLeod, as
well as a stage line between Calgary and Fort McLeod ? If
so, who are the contractors and by what route are the
mails to and from Fort McLeod carried ?

Mr. CARLING. There is no subsidised stage lino be-
tween Medicine Hat and Fort McLeod. There is a contract
for carrying the mails between Calgary and Fort McLeod.
The contractor is Mr, J. Stewart. 'he route is direct from
Calgary to Fort MeLood.

MOUNTED POLICE BARRACKS.

Mr. WATSON asked, Were tenders advertised for by
the Government for the erection of mounted police bar-
racks at several points in the North-West Territories before
the contracts were lot ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It bas not been the prac-
tice heretofore to advertise for tenders for the erection or
repair of mounted police barracks. The services of the
men being largoly utilised for that purpose.

GRANT FOR WHARVES ON PRINCE EDWARD
ISLAND.

Mr. DAVIES asked, Whether the sum of $53,222.19
voted last Session to the Government of Prince Edward
Island for the construction and maintenance of certain
wharves on said Island has been paid to that Government?
If so, at what date? Was that Government required to
sign a receipt in full of all claims on the Dominion Govern-
ment in relation to those wharves as provided for in the
Minute of Council agreeing to the payment of the money ?
If not, was any other, and what agreement come to with
reference to the claim of the Island Government, and is it
intended to pay the latter Government any further and what
amount on account of said wharf claims ?

Sir HECTOR LINGEVIN.
see that it would be much more,
que. tion in an order for papers.
be brought down immediaiely.

The hon. gentleman will
convenient to embody this

It ho does so they will

Mr. DAVIES. But I do not know that anything has
been done.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The fact that I suggest
that to the hon, gentleman shows that something has been
doie.

Mr. DA VIES. Will the hon. gentleman allow me to
transform this into a notice of motion ? If he does, I will
move for a return.

Sir HE(7OR LANGEVIN. It will come at the proper
place.

Mr. DAVIES. Does the hon. gentleman give me an
answer or decline ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I said that if the hon. gentle-
man made the motion, it would be granted and we would
bring down the papers. But he must see that this is beyond
an ordinary question; I cannot come down and read all
these papera; it is really one of those questions that should
be embodied in a notice of motion. We do not intend to

THE GOVERNMENT GOLD RESERVE.

Sir RICHARD 0ART WRIGHT moved for:
Copies of all correspondence since 1st January, 1884, between the

Minister of Pinance and any of the banks of the Dominion in reference
to withdrawals of gold from the Government, together with a state-
ment of all sumo of.gold imported by Government fron the 1st January,
1884.

He said: In moving for this return I desire to say that at
the present moment the amount of our gold reserve in pro.
portion to our total liabilities appears to me to be exceed-
ingly small. Iwill require to go back a little in order to
explain to the House why I entertain that opinion. The
elder members ofthis House no doubt recollect that almost
immediately before the formation of the Confederation the
Government being then in great straits for want of money,
practically seized upon one-half of the gold reserve thereto-
fore held by the banks, and substituted for that reserve
their own legal tender notes. Now, I do not want to die-
cuss that original measure further than tosay that Iopposed
it at the time, believing that it would perilously reduce the
total amount of gold held in the Dominion, which
1 thought was quite as small as a country in our posi-
tion ought to hold. After I became Finance Minister,
I took steps at once to increase the amount of our
reserve of gold; I altered the law in such fashion that
after we issued $9,000,000 worth of notes, we were com-
pelled to hold up to $12,000,000 at least, 50 per cent. in
gold. After $12,000,000 were issued, we held dollar for
dollar. I may also state that that step was taken not only
for the purpose of giving greater security to our .note-
holders, but also because it was found that the amount
borrowed at call from the people through the medium of
the savings banks was increasing. Later on this measure
was repealed, and the present measure substituted, which
reduces the total amount of gold held by the Governmont to
15 per cent. of the total note issue without any referenco to
the amount of that note issue; and it provides that 10
p r cent. are to be held in notes gnaranteed by the
Imperial Government. I desire to call the special
attention of the House to this. In 1866 the
position of the banks of Canada was as follows :
On the lst of January, 1866, the various banks held
87,594,000 in gold against a total liability of $43,000,000.
A little after that date, as I have said, the Government took
possession of a large portion of the gold. In 1878, the
position of the Government gold reserve was as follows:
We had on the lat of July, in gold, 82,519,000, and our
total liabilities payable at call, whether they were in notes
or for savings bank deposits, amounted to $18,900,000, so that
against $18,900,000 we held an available reserve of gold of
$2,519,000. We had aiso at that moment a large amount of
guaranteed securities, although they were not specifically
pledged as security for our notes and savings bank deposits.
Now, by the return in the Gazette, I find that on the lst of
February last, we had $2,610,000 in gold, against a total
liability for notes and savings bank deposits of $47,750,000,
in round numbers; so that although we had added very
nearly $30,000,000 to our liabilities, payable at call, we had
not increased our gold reserve at all, or only to the extent of
a few thousand dollars. It is quite true there is the sum of
£600,000, not quite $3,000,000, guaranteed bonds, which
are, as I understand, by law specifically pledged for this
purpose. Nevertheless, I doubt very much whether it
is expedient for us to reduce our total holding of
gold to the sum I have named. Anbody who chooses
to compare our bank returns of to-day will soe that at this
moment, with total liability on the part of our banks of
$133,000,000, we only hold about as much gold as we did in
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1866 when our total liabilities were only $43,000,000, the
remainder of the cash reserves being made up of about
$11,000,000 of Dominion notes. The exact figures are as fol-
lows : On the lst of February, 1885, the gold held by the
various banks amounted to $7,620,000 and the Dominion
notes held by them to $11,923,000. Now the gold and also
the Dominion notes represent that amount of cash which
the banks hold to be an adequate reserve for their,
$133,000,000. It bears nearly the saine proportion, not
quite one-sixth, to their liabilities, which the gold they
held in 1866 did. It is quite clear that if the banks had been
left to their own devices, there would have been at present
at least $20,000,000 gold held by them as against any calls
that might be made upon them. At present they only
hold $7,600,000, and the Government hold $2,600,000, so
that in point of fact all the gold in Canada is just about one-
half of what it would have been, in the natural course of
things, had no interference been made. It is quite true
that it is not very likely that any very large amount either
of savings bank or post office deposits will be called upon,
at the same it is quite possible that circumstances may occur
which may produce a sharp withdrawal of them, and that is a
thing that should be carefully taken into our reckoning.
We are, at this moment, practically carrying on a very
large banking business. We have a bank note issue of
$16,660,000, we have also borrowed from the people at call
$3 1,000,000, so that we owe $48,000,000 in rcund numbers,
against which we hold in gold only $2,600,000. It is quite
true that we hold, or did hold, a considerable amount ot
guaranteed securities; no doubt those are a very valuable
class of securities, no doubt, when reasonable notice is given,
the Finance Minister can from time to time obtain gold for
them. But I submit that notwithstanding ail that, that so
largq liabilities as $47,000,000 would justify us, on ordinary
banking principles, in holding a very much more consider-
able reserve in gold than the very small sum of $2,600,000;
I submit further it is doubly desirable in this country that
the Government should be fortified with a large amount of
gold, because our position is considerably worse than those
of other countries where the circulation is dependent on a
gold basis. In the United States the Government have in
their possession an enormous amount of gold and silver bal-
lion. I think that at present they are the. largest gold
holders in the world, in any case, they hold an enormous
sum which would be available in case of any dis-
turbance in their markets. Then in England there
is a very large amount of gold in circulation, because
there the bank notes in use are of very much higher denom-
inations than our own. I doubt whether it would be safe
for us to hold bank deposits as a sufficient reserve against-
these large liabilities in Dominion notes and deposits on
call. I doubt this for the excellent reason that in a time of
stringency and contraction, by drawing on these bank de-
posits the Government would only aggravate the evil, and
the securities, whether they be our own or guaranteed
securities, are not by any means, a perfect equivalent for
gold. I do not know and I intend to ask the Finance Min.
ister to state what he las done with this £600,000 sterling.
He has imported a fair amount of gold, and I desire to
know whether, for the purpose of obtaining that gold, he
found it necessary to pledge or to dispose of any part of the
£600,000 guaranteed 4 per cents. But wholly apai t from
that, even if there had been no inconvenience in dealing
with this question of gold reserve and of the withdrawals of
gold on the part of the banks, it would be desirable on
general principles that a Government having such huge
liabilities should strengthen their hands and should
hold something more than the exceedingly small
amount of gold which they now hold. I am informed, and
it was freely stated in the public prints, thit al .through
last year, very considerable practical inconvenience resulted

Sir RicuD CARTWRIGHT.

from the small amount of gold held by the Government; I
am informed that demands were often made by the banks
to the Finance Department for gold, to which it was found
exceedingly inconvenient to accede; I bave been told that
in point of fact there was almost a feud between the Depart-
ment and the banks, the banks wanting the go'd and the
Department finding it exceedingly inconvenient to give it,
that remonstrances, written or verbal, were addressed by
the hon. Minister or his Deputy, on several o3casions, to
several banks which, in the natural course of business,
wished to withdraw gold for Government legal tenders. If
that be the case, I say it is very unfortunate, and I say it is
desirable the Government of Canada should be in a position
to retire at call all its own tenders which the banks may
require the Government to retire. I an quite aware the
hon. gentleman has incorporated a provision requiring the
banks to hold a large percentage of their cash reserves in
legal tenders, but the more stringent is the rule the more
the hon. Minister should see it is not worked to the detri-
ment of the public. If the banks see fit to reduce their cash
reserve and to send in a demand for gold, they should not
be told that the Governmont considered their proceeding a
very unfriendly one. Judging by the statement which the
hon, gentleman laid on the Table, it appears to me great
inconvenience might arise should a stringency unfortun.
ately occur in the money market in the great money centres.
Every day it is becoming more and more clear that, when
money stringencies occur, they are likely te occur very
nearly simultaneously ail the world over. It is very pro.
bable that stringencies might occur within a very short
space of time in New York and London and Paris and
other great centres. Then very likely there would be a
demand on the part of the Canadiau banks for gold, and,
with the very small reserve which the hon. gentleman
possesses and looking at the serious liabilities ho has in-
curred, very grave and very unfortunate results might
happen unless our reserves are strengthened. There is due
at call or on very short notice for the savings banks deposits
and notes an amount of $47,700,000. The hon. gentleman
has just told us that he has bor-owed some $12,500,000 at
short dates, all of which, I think, matures within four or
five months; also, that ho has given notice in London abso-
lutely and positively to repay $25,000,000 on the lst July,
and it is well known to this flouse that there are constant
expenditures going on on capital account which will
probably compel him between this and the lat Julf
te borrow other large sumas of money, possibly not less
than $10,000,000, or it may be $12,000,000. It appears
te me, in reference to all these facts, that, if circumstances
should arise under which the banks would require to draw
large sums of money from the Government, tg exchango
large amoints of these legal tenders for notes, very serious
mischief might accrue unless the gold reserve is strength-
ened. I do not want just at this moment to complicate the
discussion by offering any suggestions, but I desire to calI
the attention of the flouse and the attention of the country
to the fact that, in the actual working at this moment, as
evidenced by what took place last year, considerable prac-
tical inconvenience has accrued from our having so smal
an amount of gold considering our large liabilities; and to
press upon the Finance Minister the extreme desirability of
strengthening his hands and providing himself, under these
circumstances, by holding a larger amount of gold, if noce-
sary, than the law requires, for such demands as were made
before and may at any moment ho made again. With a
view of giving the hon. gentleman the opportunity of
stating his own views on the subject and also of giving us
such information as he has as to what he las done with the
£600,000 guaranteed by the Imperial Government-whether
that is still actually in his possession or whether he has
pledged it or disposed of it in any way for the purpose of
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obtaining gold-and also ascertaining if possible what cor-
respondence has passed between him and the various banks,
I beg to submit the motion of which I have given notice.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There can be no objection to
furnishing the returns asked for by the hon. member. I
might say to him, however, that there is no correspondence
between the Finance Minister and the banks since the date
named. There has been some official correspondence
between the Deputy Minister and some of the banks during
my absence last summer.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGEIT. Then we can amend
the motion, or will you bring that down without the amend-
ment ?

Sir LEONARD TILLE Y. Yes ; I will consider that it
includes the Deputy Minister. The hon. member has called
the attention of the House to the position in which the law
stands at present with reference to the security for the gold
that is required to be held and other securities for the
redemption of the Dominion notes, and he has also called the
attention of the House to the large amount that is due to
the savings bank. I think there is very little to be feared
with reference to the savings bank deposits. They are
separate and distinct from the note circulation. I think,
when I refer to the fact thut, during the five years from 1874
to 1879, during the depression that existed at that time,
there was an increase in the deposits in the bank amount-
ing to $1,900,000, that is an evidence that,
judging from the present condition-gloomily I have
no doubt considered by the hon. gentleman who
moves this resolution-there is very little chance of any
considerable sum being called for over and above the de-
posits that are made. I think we are perfectly safe in that
respect, especially when the temptations and inducements
are so great as the hon, gentleman pointed out yesterday
in the interest given to the 100,000 depositors in the sav-
ings banks of Canada. As to the change in the law since 1878
with reference to the gold that is to be held, ho bas stated
that in 1878 the Government were required to hold 25 per
cent. of gold up to $9,000,000, from $9,000,000, to $12,000,-
000 50 per cent. additional, or $1,500,000 for the additional
$3,000,000, and for all above 812,000,000, dollar for dollar.
That was practically providing that the circulation should
never go beyond $12,000,000, because the Government
would never put out a circulation for which they would
have to hold dollar for dollar in gold. There was no advan-
tage , in that at all. That was amended, and we were
authorised to issue $20,000,000 circulation, and 15 per cent.
of that was to be held in gold, and 10 per cent. in securities
guaranteed by the Imperial Government. There has been
little or no inconvenience resulting from that down to the
present time. The amounts withdrawn by the Government
from year to year, whenever they had to provide for the
demands of the ban ks, have not been exorbitant, and I think
it is unfortunate that the hon. gentleman should have stated
here that difficulties have arisen during the last year
when demands were made to which it was found difficult or
inconvenient to respond. That requires some little explana.
tion, and I may say that there was no difficulty whatever in
meeting the demands that were made, only that it required
to be done at the expense of the country in importing that
gold for the purpose of making the payments. Never was
there an application made that was not responded to, but I
state, as I have stated before, that the Government have, in
addition to the amount held in the banks, varions amounts
from 82,000,000 to $3,000,000 over the 15 per cent.
in gold required by law, and those are generally left in
the banks without interest. This has had this effect that,
if the Bank of Montreal or any other bank held, in the
moneys they received from customs and excise and poat
office, $300,000 or half a million not paying interest, it
was a question for them to consider whether they would ask
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for gold from the Government as the Government would
call upon them to pay up the money, or whether they would
refrain from asking for gold. The correspondonce will show
that, when some of the banks, in May or June last, wore
asking for considerable sums of money, they were informed
that, if they continued to draw the gold, the Government
would bo under the nocessity of drawing upon them
for the balance in thoir hands to provide that gold.
Sir, in June £200,000 of gold was imported by the Govern-
ment to meet the demands that were made. I do not at
the present moment know how much gold we have had to
import during the past year, but the return asked for will
show the amount exactly. At that time it was not noces-
sary to sell any portion of the 4 per cent. guaranteed
securities for the purpose of procuring that gold, and
about the month of January last, in order to moet the
advances that had been made by our agents in England,
£200,000 of the £600,000 was disposed of by our agents in
London-I am quite sure £150,000 were sold; I amr not
quite sure whether the other £50,000 was sold or not, but
I know they have authority to sell £200,000 when a favor-
able opportunity offers. Therefore, as the circulation under
the authority of law cannot exceed $20,000,000, it is only
necessary that we should hold, under the provisions of the
law, £400,000 or less of the guaranteed bonds of the Domin-
ion Governmont. At prosent, I think, the circulation is
something like $15,000,000 or $16,000,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. $16,000,000.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We reduced the circulation a

million about the lst of February, because we found the
amounts held by the banks were considerably in excess of
the 40 per cent. required to be hoeld as a portion of their
reserve. But the whole matter has changed since 1878,
because the amendment to the Banking Act required that
40 per cent. of their reserve should be hold in Dominion
notes, and so far as that amount goes we cannot very well
be called upon for it; and the one dollar, two dollar and
four dollar notes have gone up to something like $6,000,000
the last year or two. This is in the hands of the public,
and is not presonted for gold except in small sums. The
notes presented for gold are $100 and $1,000, for the con-
venience of transactions between the banks, and there has
been no difficulty in providing it. But it is just a question
now whether, instead of leaving in the banks the entire
sum of money that may be necessary to meet any demand
that may be made for gold, we ought to strengthen our
reserve and keep it in gold, or whother we ought to leave
it as we have been doing, and as the hon. member
did himself. But there is no fear whatever of any
diffieulty arising. The only question is as to what the
Government would lose in the importation of gold to meet
any demands that may be made; and with the view of
keeping that in hand, as I say, the Government have
reduced the circulation a million within the last month.
Therefore, I think the hon. member may rest perfectly
easy with reference to the character of these notes, and as
to the probability of their being redeemed in gold whon
they are presented. We consider that the provisions of the
law are ample, and that we have taken the precautions
necessary on that subject to strengthen our position by
keeping a very considerable reserve in the bank available
to purchase gold if necessary.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. member for South Huron (Sir
Richard Cartwright) bas thought it his duty to warn the
Goverument as to the prospecta in store for us by their not
having a sufficient amount of gold on hand. I think it is
unfortunate that ho should have endeavored in drawing
attention to that matter, to croate distrust in the minds of
the people of Canada. If there is any circulation that is
well established and well received by the public, and that
has the confidence of the public, it is the Government
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Dominion note issue. Now the various chartered banks of
Canada are required to keep 40 per cent. of their circula-
tion in Dominion notes. Well, what are the facts tc-day ?
The circulation of the chartered banks is $3 1,%5,93,3 and
they are holding, of Dominion notes, 817,620,000. Now, if
any gentleman will take the tr ouble to make the calcula-
tion, he will find that they are holding at present 50 per
cent., and consequently the Government cannot be in any
danger from that quarter at present. I rose chiefly for the
purpose of pointing out, as I have done on one or two
occasions before, that the great danger we will have to
meet in the future arises chiefly from the privilege
possessed by the chartered banks to-day of circulating
their own paper instead of circulating Government
notes; and I can easily see that it is possible for the banks
to grasp the whole of this issue of $16,000,000 in Dominion
notes, and that the balance they hold over and above that,
as required by their charter, may at any moment be pre-
sented to the Government for redemption in gold. That is
the only danger I sec .from that circulation, namely, that
the banks may accumulate that extra circulation and that
the Government may not have the advantage of circulating
the 820,000,000 which they took the power to circulate, and
which 1 feel the country ought to have the benefit of. Now,
if the hon. gentleman wanted to throw distrust upon the
institutions of the country, he might have drawn attention
to another fact which I think ought to be patent to all who
consider the circumstances of th e banks. He wiIl find that the
depositors in the various chartered banks to-day are creditors
to them to the amount cf $93,309,870 in deposits, partly on
cal! and partly on tine ; ind i[all these depositors feel that
they may go at any time and draw specie for that amount.
The chartered banks to-day hold $7,469,753 in specie. Will
that meet their nearly $32,000,000 of circulation ? WiIl it
meet the demand for $93,000,000 in deposits? Will the $7,000,-
000 cover the whole of that ? The hon. gentleman might
have pointed out that fact in saying that they have certain
reserves. Are they in specie ? Are they available ? Are
these reserves held in such a position that the banks of the
country cannot at once lay their hands upon them? Thon
why throw distrust upon the Government circulation,
which everybody ought to know is in the interest of the
whole country? This i3 a very wide question, indeed, and
I am not now trying to throw discredit or distrust upon the
banks of the country, or intimating that those institutions
are not perfectly solvent and able to meet any ordinary
emergency. But when the hon, gentleman, in presenting
the case to the Finance Minister, suggests that difficulties
may arise because lie bas not a sufficiently large specie
reserve, hoeis fixing bis attention altogether too much on
the dark side of the question, as ho is accustomed to do.
Mr. Speaker, I ha¶ve no hesitation in saying that the country
will accept that issue from the Governmont gladly in prefer-
once to any bank issue that was ever made. The Govern-
meut will have the means of redeeming that circulation;
they have now the means of redeeming it under all circum-
stances, because they have the power of taxing the people
and of collecting a revenue. The Governmont now hold
over $2,000,000 of the specie to meet this demand. From
what source eau that demand come ? It could not come
from the banks of Canada if they were restricted in their
circulation; and if it was entirely withdrawn thon they
would no longer have a Dominion note circulation to meet,
and they would be only too glad to see the circulation of the
837,000,000 now lying idle. Is it not a fact that there is
something like 818,000,000 lying in the bands of the banks
and not earning a dollar? Is it not also a fact that there are
millions lying idle, although first-class business mon may
offer the very best security ? Not because there is not
sufficient bank circulation, but because the chartered banks
control it. I hold that if the only note- circulation of the
country was in the hands of the Government the'dificulty

Mr. HMssoN,

would not arise, and the banks would be able to lend all the
money they possess without being afraid of not being able to
stand a run on the bank. No country professes to make a circu-
lation for people outside of their own boundaries. We are not
called upon to do that; but a circulation to pass fromb and
to hand to enable us to meet our liabilities and to pay our
debts is all that the people want. Such a circulation
established and endorsed by the Government and
paid by the people, will be the best source of
credit, and the hon. member for Huron (Sir Richard
Cartwright) should not attempt to throw distrust on
the Government's course in this matter. The Govern-
ment should, indeed, be encouraged to go forward in this
direction, and I trust several hon. memers will have the
courage to speak out. So many members are bound up by
boing stockholders in banks or by being embarrassed by
reference to this subject, that they are unwilling to express
their feelings; and I regret that the hon, gentleman (Sir
Richard Cartwright), who ought to know something about
the welfare of the country, should have attempted to throw
discredit and distrust on the Government's policy so far as
they have gone in this direction.

Mr. BLAKE. The ion. member for Perth (Mr. Hesson)
has stated that there are many members who are tied up
by being stockholders in banks or are embarrassed by being
debtors to banks so that they are unwilling to express their
opinions and vote according to their convictions. No doubt
the hon. gentleman made that statement after making due
enquiries.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman misunderstood me
if he thought I said vote. I said unwilling to speak their
sentiments.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose the hon. gentleman's accusa-
tion has reference to the way of voting as well as speak-
ing. I suppose the hon. gentleman made due enquiry
before he cast such aun aspersion on so large a proportion of
the members of this House. It is not exactly proper
when an ion. member sets up to act the role of
accuser of others that ho himsolf should be so care-
less on the subject of casting aspersions. The hon.
gentleman in the early part of his observations, when
contrasting the position of the Government with that
of the banks with respect to the specie reserve, spoke
only of the specie reserve, and adverted to the $7,000,000 as
the sum which the banks held to answer the large amount
ho mentioned as due to depositors. At that time, and indeed
for a eonsiderable portion of the speech the hon. gentleman
took no account whatever of the $11,000,000 or $12,000,000
legal tender which the banks aiso have-although he did in
a parenthesis subsequently mention the fact, but only in that
part of his speech in which he said they had nothing. The
banks have specie reserves and the legal tender as their
bases of credit. It is by means of having that cash, or what
is supposed to be equivalent to cash, that they are ableto
secure that measure of confidence which the popple, rightly
or wrongly, chooso to place in them. That is the propos-
tion which my hon. friend (Sir Richard Cartwright) seta
out. He does not propose, as does the hon. member for
Perth (Mr. lesson) any radical change. The hon. gentle-
man is dealing with the policy which bas been in existence
for a considerable period of time and through varions
Administrations-the policy of a note issue more or les
extended, guaranteed by, in fact the issue of the Govern-
ment of the country, and the principle of security in
respect of that issue. le las pointed out that this Govern-
ment in its former state of existence proposed that the
measures with respect to the security teobe given to the
public in respect of that issue, should be very much more
stringent than that which at this time obtain. le pointed
out that such as they were they had not met hi& view of
what was right, and when he had the opportunity of direct-
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ing, to some extent, the legislation of the country, he had
taken still greater precautions, and ho has pointed out that
the present condition of things is one which deserves, and
ought to attract, the attention of the House. So far from
those observations being unkindly, it appears from the
answer of the hon. Finance Minister that they were kindly
in the extreme, because the hon. Minister states that it
ought to be a fair question for consideration by the Govern-
ment whether a con siderable portion of the deposits in banks
at this time, without interest, should not be put into gold
and reserved expressly and specifically as a further security
against the outstanding obligations of the Government. So
it is very clear that when the Government itself acknow-
ledges that the question is one for consideration, as to
whether the gold reserve ought not to be strongthened, it
cannot be said to be unkindly when an hon. gentleman on
this side, who has filled the position of Finance Minister,
urges that greater security be afforded than now obtains
should point that out. I should like to know from the hon.
Finance Minister at what lime during January the guaran-
teed debentures were sold, the £200 000 to replace the mil-
lion.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It was in January.
Mr. BLAKE. But at that time, was it not necessary to

soel the guaranteed debentures ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; because we took the pro-

ceeds out of the loan.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has stated that it was

some time in January that he sold the guarant eed debentures.
About what date ?

Sir LEONA RD TILLEY. I forget; I cannot say.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman was correct in sup.

posing that January was the date, and he has told the hon.
member for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) this afternoon, as the
dates of the various loans indicate, that ho would not feel
disposed to retain those guaranteed debentures under those
circumstances. I call the hon. member's attention to the
fact that in the Gazette statement indicating the condition
of finance on 31st January, it is represented by the Govern-
ment that the whole of the £600,000 guaranteed debentures
was in hand. The hon. Minister shakes his head. I will
read him the statement:

Specie held by the several Assistant Receivers Gen-
eral on the 31st January, 1884......... ...... $2,550,473 14

Additional at Montreal ................. 60,000 00

$2,610,473 14
Guaranteed sterling debentures................ 2,920,000 0

$5,530,473 14

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I think that must be a mis-
take on the part of the clerk who prepared the statement.

Mr. BLAKE. I daro say it is a mistake; that is the
conclusion to which I came. When I heard the Finance
Minister state that during January he sold £?00,000 of the
£600,000 guarauteed debentures, and I found that on the
13th February the hon. gentleman represents to the public
that ho had that £200,000 of dehentures in hand as against
those notes, I was sure there wus a mistake somewhere.

Sir LEONAR D TILLEY. It is a matter of very little
importance, and the mistake was committed no doubt by
the clerk who made up the statement. Bat, under the
law, ail that was roquired was less than £400,000, to make
up 15 per cent. Therefore, as far as that is concerned1
there was no disadvantage arising from it and no violation1
of the provisions of the law. My attention had not been
called to it, and the attention of the clerk who pade up the
statement has not been called to the fact that the £200,OO0i
had been authorised to be sold..

Mr. BLAKE. Although it is a fact that the law requires
only a sum less than this sum, in the aggregate of specie
and guaranteed debentures, it is also a fact that the law
requires, for the security and information of the general
public, that the amount actually held should be monthly
returned and made public; and it is also a fact that tho
publie relies upon this statement of the amount in gold and
guaranteed debentures held as indicating the degree of pre-
paration that the Government has made at any one time to
meet possible demands, and it is a serious thing to be told
that there is a blunder of five or six millions in the state-
ment which the Goverinmeut preosented to the public of the
rosources it was holding specially against its issue. The
hon. gentleman says the clerk bas made the blunIer. I find
here the signature of Mr. Courtney, the Deputy Minister of
Finance, so I suppose as the clerk made a blunder the hon.
gentleman made a blunder; and of course he deals in mil-
lions-he deals in so many millions that hoetosses them
about as if they were playthings, and the habit bas got into
the office, and the clerk did not think it worth while to
knock off a million, and the Minister did not think it worth
while, and so the public is told that there exists-what ? An
excess of this enormous sum-an excess of specie and
guaranteed debentures of $1,364,423, that the excess is
nearly $1,400,000, when, in truth, the excess was only about
8400,000.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Pounds.

Mr. BLAKE. No; the aggregate excess of specie and
guaranteed debentures is stated at 81,363,000, and it was
less than that by something approaching a million of
dollars, and therefore the public was told that the Govern-
ment was doing far more than its duty; that while it was
bound to hold only so much it was holding nearly $1,400,-
000 more; it was not repeating the operations of June
when it ran the proportions away down; it was not repeat-
ing the operations of June when they had to warn those
calling on them for money that if they drew on them they
would have to draw in revenge. They had imported a
million, and they were going to keep on the safe aide. That
is the appearance which the thing prosented on paper, but
the paper does not represent the case in truth and in fact,
for as a matter of fact the amount held by the Government
was only one.third or one-fourth of the amount they repre-
sented. What security have we got for the gold ? Perhaps we
will be told when we come to enquire about the gold that
some other clerk bas made a mistake about it.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I do not think the hon. mem-
ber need have got so excited about a matter of this kind,
though, it is true, he las had small ground for fault finding
this Session so far, and I am not surprised that a little mis-
take of this kind in the preparation of the paper should be
made a great deal of. What is roquired is, that at the end
of every month there is so much gold held in reserve, and
that roserve must be over 15 per cent. of the amount of
notes in circulation. The amount of guaranteed bonds
required to be held for circulation would only be £300,000
te cover the provisions of the law. But we had £600,000
of unguaranteed securities when the law was passed, and,
therefore, feeling that we held them and that it was not
necessary to sell them, we retained them for the pur-
pose of meeting any demand that might come for the
redemption of notes. We held in the hands of our agents
in England £600,000 wben it was not required that
more than £300,000 should be held. Therefore, I say
that it uid net affect the case. All that was necessary was
that it should be shown that we held in reserve for the pur-
pose of meeting these notes £30J,000 or £280,000 as the
case might be. WelI, these securities have been deposited
in England for that express purpose. The clerk who has
been in the habit of making up that statement gets a state-
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ment of the gold reservos, and shows what they are, from
our representative in Montreal-the man in charge of the
matter has put this amount down at £600,000 and carried it
on in that way. But as for the public interest suffering, as
for any insecurity or any liability on the part of any man
holding a note of the Dominion of Canada, or his being
affected by the question of whether it was £600,000 or
£400,000 held for their redemption-he cannot be affected
by it in the lcast. The hon. gentleman has called my atten-
tion to it, and I wili make enquiry and ascertain exactly
where the matter rests. Of course as Minister of Finance
I am responsible for the mistakes, but my attention has not
been called to it nor had I noticed it till the hon. gentleman
referred to the figures.

Mr. CASGRAIN. When this change in the addition to the
borrowing power of the Minister was made by statute, I had
occasion to call the Minister's attention to the amount of gold
that was required in order to socure his paper money, and I
desire te repeat in a few words what I said to him at that
time. I said, and I maintain at the piesent moment, that
for the amount of gold he has to redeem, his notes are
entirely too extensive to make that security sufficient.
Whatever he may say I accept, in so far as that h believes
it, but he does not louve the impression on my mind that
the security is sufficient. I believe and assert, whatever
damage it may do the Minister, that the amount of
bullion is entirely inEufficient; and we need not go very
far back to know what the value of paper money is,
when we know what took place on the other side of the lino
some ycars back, or what I saw myself in Germany and
Italy when I bought Goverrnent securities for 50 or 60 or
80 per cent. discount. I suppose the same thing may hap-
pen at any moment in this country, for we may
have some difficulties on this side of the line too.
The present state of the Imperial Government is
not so sound as that we may not have some little
trouble on this side of the water; and I would like to
know whAt would become of the $18,000,000 of paper money
which is on the markets of our country to.day. It would
drop down like the paper money of other nations. That is
what I wanted to say, and that is the danger which may be
apprehended, and which may come upon us ut any moment.

Motion agreed to.

RELIEF OF MUNICIPALITIES FOR GRANTING
RAILWAY AID.

Mr. WILSON moved :
For copies of petitions from the County Council of the County of

Elgin, presented to the Governor General in Council or the Minister of
Railways and Canals, praying for a general measure of relief to muni-
cipalities of Ontario which have aided railways, declared to be for Do-
minion purposes by granting bonuses to themn, and of all correspondence
mn reference to such petitions.

He said : I think I will be able to convince the Govern-
ment and the House that the County Council of Elgin wasj
fully justified in présenting their claim to this House for
compensation, on account of aid granted to railways by that
county. My first reason for making this assertion is thatj
during last Session, when the railway resolutions were pre-1
sented to this Hlouse, the Minister of Railways on that occa-
sion declared as a reason for granting aid to the Quebec
Goverument that it was on account of aid granted to a rail.
way that was really in the interest of the Canadian Pacifig
Railway. He knows full well that the amount paid to
these various railways-to the road running from Quebec to
Ottawa was very large, and also that the Montreal, Ottawa
and Occidental received a large sum in the same way.t
Now, Sir, although I have been all along opposed to thet
system inaugurated in this Parliament of granting aid to
railroads in the manner in which it was granted during the1
last Session, yet I think that after this flouse, by an over-1

Sir LzoNARD TILLEY.

whelming majority, has declared that it is the policy of the
Government to grant aid to municipalities or to Govern.
ments on account of their having granted aid to railways,
the county I have the honor te represent is fully justified in
presenting its claim te this House. That is true, I think,
if I can show that the circumstances in connection with the
relief sought for by the County of Elgin are the same as
those other cases. Now, Sir, you are aware that during
the last Session of this House about $30,000,000 were granted
to the Canadian Pacifie Railway; that the greater portion
of that amount will be paid by the older Province of Onta-
rio; that the municipalities throughout that Province will
have te bear a large share of the burden of that vote; and
that the several counties ln the west have granted aid to
railways whieh are now boing used and operated by the
Canadian Pacific Railway. If that be the case those
municipalities which have thus granted aid are justified
in coming to this Parliament, and I cannot for the life of me
see how Parliament can resist their just claims. Further,
we know that during the last Session, the Government not
satisfied with granting aid to the Canadian Pacifie Railway
so far as that road was constructed in the North-West, went
further and granted a charter for the construction of a road
from some point near the Town of Ingersoll through to the
Detroit River. The application for that charter was made
by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, and it was very
evident that they intended to utilise that road in connection
with the Credit Valley and the Ontario and Quebec as one
of the principal lines for the traffc of the Canadian Pacific
Railway. That being the case, a considerable amount of
the money granted by the Governmont to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company is likely to be utilised for the con-
struction of branch lines through the older portions of
Canada; and in that event, of course, it would be no more
than reasonable that we should be refunded the money which
we have already given lu aid of the construction of roads
now operated by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company.
Some few years ago there was a road projected from Toronto
westward, which was to be a farmer's road. It was under-
stood, when the charter for that road was obtained from the
Local Legislature, that it was intended to enable the farmera
to have their freights conveyed cheaply from the west to
the principal city in the Province, Toronto; and cer-
tain agreements were entered into between the municipali-
ties and the company, securing to the municipalities, as far
as an agreement of that kind could secure, that privilege.
That road was first built as far west as Ingersoll. After
reaching that point, it was found that the road was not in a
paying condition, and its promoters folt it necessary to pro-
ject it further. They accordingly made application to tho
municipalities lying between Ingersoll and the City of St.
Thomas for aid. We in St. Thomas granted very liberal aid
indeed. Now, Sir, if the moneys granted by this Parlia-
ment be used 1or the construction of a branch line from
Ingersoll west to the Detroit River, it will very seriously
impair the usefulness of that road to those who granted so
large an amount towards its construction. It will be unrea-
sonable to expect us to give a large bonus for the purpose
of bringing freight and traffic to that locality., if a road is to
be built by means of public aid which will destroy to a
great extent the advantages we anticipated when we were
asked te grant the bonus. I will detain the House only for
a few moments in order to show the amount of aid granted
for the construction of this Credit Valley Railroad. We
find that the County of Oxford, along with the towns of
Ingersoll and Woodstock, granted $200,000; the County
of Wellington, $135,000; the County of Waterloo, $110,000;
the County of Peel, $75,000; the County of Ilalton, $70,000;
the City of Toronto, $350,000; the City of St. Thomas,
$50,000; the Town of Milton, $30,000; the Town of
Brampton, $%0,000; the Town of Ingersoll, $10,000; the
Town of Orangeville, 815,000; the Village of Streetsville,
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$20,000; the Village of Elora, $15,000; and the Village ol
Fergus, $15,000-; in all, there was granted by the munici-
palities between Toronto and Ingersoll, $1,165,000.
i remember very well that a depttation from the City of
Toronto came to St. Thomas and urged upon us the pro.
priety of granting aid to this road, and the representations
made by that deputation. Among the reasons they urged
why this road should be constructed, they said it would be
a direct connecting link between Ottawa and St. Thomas;
they urged and pressed upon us the propriety of granting
aid, and the amount I have mentioned was accordingly
granted. In addition to all this, the Ontario Government
granted aid to the amount of $457,500. We find therefore,
that the total amount of aid granted to the Credit Valley
Railway by the'municipalities between the City of Toronto
and the City of St. Thomas, and by the Ontario Govern-
ment, was $1,622,500. The people of the locality to which
I belong have granted aid to other roads. Prior to that
time, the County of Elgin granted $200,000 for tho con-
struction of the Canada Southern Railway, and the
City of St. Thomas granted $25,000, making in all
for the county and city 8225,000 granted to that road.
and the Government of Ontario also granted to the Canada
Southern $147,858.65. The Canada Southern, to a very
great extent, is a very important link in connection with
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and the various municipali-
ties granted a total amount of 8470,358 on account of its
construction; or making a total amount, if we take the total
amount granted by the municipalities and the Government,
of $2,0!2,858. If this large amount was granted for the
construction of this road which is being now, to a cerain
extent, either utilised or operated by the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and which is admitted to be an important road in
the interests of the Dominion, I say that the county which
granted so large an amount ought to be recouped for the aid
it has given. Mark you, I do not complain, nor am I offer-
ing here the excuse that because the Dominion Government
has assumed those roads as Dominion roads, I base this
claim on the Government. 1 say on the contrary, that as
the Dominion Government bas intimated that it is part and
parcel of its policy to recoup the Provinces and municipali-
ties which have rondercd assistance to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, that being a road in the interests of the Dominion
of Canada, these municipalities I have mentioned are
entitled to just as mach consideration as the municipalities
in other Provinces. It is truc that the representatives from
Ontauio, who are generally found supporting the Govern-
ment, are not so firm and determined on getting equal ad-
vantages and rights as thô representatives of some other
Province. It is true they gave their votes in favor and
in the interest of the Governmont, regardless of the
interests of their Province ; but when they come before
thoir electors, when they appeal to the country for re-
election, they will be aked why they gave by their votes
and encouragement aid to one Province, and when the ques-
tion was put them refused to hav'e the same rights, privilego
and justice granted to their own Province. It is no more
than reasonable, right and just, no more than what the
Governmetit ought to consider it their bounden duty to
carry into effect, to grant this aid to the municipalities now
praying for it. It is unfortunate that the time bas arrived
when the Provinces find that their only means of obtaining
redress is by insisting that what is granted to one Province
nust be granted to another, but as the Government have
inaugurated that policy, upon them be the responsibility,
and t Lope they will be found equal to the occasion and
come forward and grant the aid to the municipalities I have
mentioned.

Mr. LiSTER.
in the motion of1
son) must force

The importance of the subject involved
my hon. friend from East Elgin (Mr. Wil-
itself upon the attention of the Govern-

1885. 357
ment and this House. The other day, when a motion
somewhat similar was beforo the House, I took the oppor-
tunity to say a few words in favor of it, and I was thon sur-
prised to find that in this whole House there was not one
Conservative from the Province of Ontario who had the
courage to get up and advocate any aid to the munici-
palities and to the Government of Ontario for the moneys
they have expended in the construction of railways in that
Province. We know that large delegations have waited
upon tþe Government froin the various municipalities in
Ontario# urging the Government to do what in their opinion
is right and just, by repaying to them the whole or at least
a part of the money they expended in the construction of
those roads. We know also that reports have been
made for the purpose of turning away to a certain
extent those delegations, for the purpose of making
them believe that they have not an honest claim upon the
Government for the money which tbey seek to recover.
How far the delegations have been successful I am unable
to say, but I do say that any delegate who fails to urge
vigorously and honestly the payment of these moneys is
recreant to the trust the people have imposed upon him,
and I say any Conservative member who fails to urge upon
the Government this simple measure of justice is not doing
that duty which to my mind ho owes to his constituency.
It is said that it is the intention of the Goverument to
repeal this Act. I say that if the Government take that
stand, they take a cowardly position, but whether they
repoal the Act or not does not affect tho principle involved
here, namely the right of these inunicipalities and of tho
Provincial Government to be repaid, to a certain extent,
the moneys they have expended. It is the boast of
the Minister of Railways that this Government, during the
past few years, has expended large sums of money in the
construction of railways, that it has given, as it were, an
impetus to the building of railways, to the benefit of this
country. I would remind him that long before this Gov-
ernment got into power, the Ontario Government invested
millions of dollars in the construction of railways, and it is
wholly to that cause, if not wholly, at all events to a certain
extent, that Ontario owes ber prosperity. So long as the
Dominion Government were wiling to leave lhe Province
of Ontario in the position he occupied, so long that Pro-
vince could not demand one dollar from this Government,
but without a word of warning, the Government tbought
proper to change its policy under the pretence of the British
North Amorica At, because I say that the Act passed
last Session was a pretence, was passed under a miscon-
struction, a deliberate misconstruction, I believe, of the posi-
tion under which the Minister of Railways took this power.
They took away from the Province of Ontario the roads
which that Province had so much assisted to construct.
They took away from the Province of Ontario the roads
which the municipalities of that Province had so liberally
contributed towards. We find that the Province of Ontario
expended in railways from the Provincial Troasury no less a
sum than $6,630.000 and we find that the municipalities of
the Province of Ontario contributed 813,961,000, or between
the Government and the municipalitios upwards of $20,000,-
000. That moncy was expended under certain stated con-
di tions. These railways were chartered by the Provincial
Parliament. Those charters gave to the municipalities cer-
tain rights. The Provincial Parliament had the oversight
of those railways. Whenever they thought it necessary in
the interest of the people te nass Legislation preventing
amalgamation, fixing the tolls, and doing everything that
was necessary, thoy had their own Legislature, directly
under tho control of their own people, to appeal to for that
purpose. But this Goverument takes away from the Pro-
vince the railways, the right to legislate as to those rail-
ways; in a word, it alters the position that existed when this
money was expended. On that ground, if on no other, I
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contend that, if these railways are in the interest of
the Dominion, if they have been confiscated, as it
were, in the interest of all Canada, it is but fair
that Canada sbould pay to the Province the money ex-
pended. The ground is strong, the reasoning is powerfal,
so powerful that I believe this Government cannot resist it,
that they will bo forced to it. Lot the reprosentatives who
support then be false to thoir duty now, and I venture to
say that many of them will never come back to this House
again. Now, what was the policy of this Governnient du-
ring the last Session ? It was that Provincial Governments
onght not, had no right to aid and assist provincial rail-
ways, that provincial railways were for the benefit of the
Dominion, and in carrying out ihat policy certain resolutions
wero brought into this Huse. Theywere for the purpose of
giving aid to the Province of Quebec ; and they have a
right to get it, I do not find any fault with the reprosenta-
tives of Quebec if this Government is weak enough to yield
to thom ; lot thom get what they can. But the policy of
the Government, as announced, was to assist local railways.
What was the state of affairs thon ? We find that the Gov-
ornment of Quebec had constructed the North Shore Rail-
way. We know that that was a Government work. It was
paid for exclusively by the Provincial Government. We know
that that Government sold the railway out and out to a rail-
way company. At the time this resolution was brought be-
fore the House, they did not own one nail or one tie
in that railway. They had parted with every interest
they had in it, but, in the face of that, this Government,
urged, I suppose, by ion. gentlemen from the Lower
Pr<ovince who ropresonted their case as favorably as they
could, became convinced that they were entitled to take
from the Dominion Treasury a certain amount of money for
the construction of that road. The Government thon, in
pursuance of the policy they had announced, gave to the
Province of Quebec, which did not own one tie in that road,
$3,350,000. If Confederation is to be continued, the Gov-
ernment must act honestly, squarely and equitably with
every Province in this Dominion. It cannot give aid to
one Province in this way and deny it to another Province.
The Province of Quebec had no more i ight and ean show no
more equitable claim to this monoy than the Province of
Ontario and the municipalities therein can. If the Pro-
vince of Quebec had a right to get this money from the
Dominion Treasury, then, by parity of reasoning, the Pro-
vince of Ontario and the municipalities therein have the
same right to get aid from this Dominion Treasury. It is a
question which must inevitably force itself upon the atten-
tion of the Government. Delegations have come from all
parts of the country. Those supporting, as well as those
opposing, hon. gentlemen opposite have united upon this
question, and they must face it sooner or later. They can-
not face the difficulty by repealing the statutes which con-
fiscated our railways. They have annonoed a policy
-and, if they had not, they might have got out of
the difficulty in that way-and that policy is that it is the
duty of this Governmenb to aid railways, and, in carrying
out that policy, they gave between three and four millions
of dollars to the Provincial Government of Quebec for a road
which had entirely passed out of their hands. I repeat that
the recent action of hon. gentlemen opposite must hold
good, as far as the Province of Ontario is concerned. Isaid
a moment ago that I believed it was a misconstruction of
the British North America Act to take over these ronds at
alil. I believe that, under that Act, this Government had
no right to take thoin ever. I bolieve that, under the true
meaning and intent of that statute, they had no right to
take over those roads. The very wording of this Act shows
that there were to be two classes of roads, roads that would
be bonoficial to the whole Dominion, and other roads. We
will admit that every road in -every Province of the Domin-
ion is for the benefit and in the interest of the whole
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Dominion; -and, if it was not intended to except certain
ronds, the Act-would have said that the Government should
have-the rightto take over ail roads, but it says certain
roads in the interest of the Dominion. I taire it that that
statute means only interprovincial roads, and does not bear
the forced construction -put upon it by hon. gentlemen
opposite, that, if a road touches or crosses a through lino,
it must necessarily be a Dominion line. That is not
a proper construction to be put upon it, but that is
the construction which the Minister of Railways thought
fit to put upon it, and, under the authority of
this statute, ho took possession of these roads. I
can only express the hope that a number of bon. gentle-
men whom I sce before me, whose counties are deeply
interested in this question, will have the manliness to stand
up here and insist upon the Government doing what is
right in regard to them. If they do not, if they fail in dis-
charging that duty, I almost venture the prediction that
the men who were true to thein before will porhaps treat
them as they are treating their own counties and the
Province, and will forget them when they neod to be
remembered.

Mr. CASEY. My hon. friends who have preceded me,
the mover of this resolution (Mr. Wilson) and the hon.
memrber for Lambton (Mr. Lister), have gone over the
ground very thoroughly. Yet, as seconder of the resolution,
and representing the county which has sent down the
petition, I wish to say a few words on the question. It las
been assumed by too many who have discussed the subject
of eecouping municipalities which have given bonuses to
railways, that the only, or at least the chief, ground for ask-
ing such compensation is the assumption ofjarisdiction over
these railways by this Government. Now, in my opinion,
as in that of the gentlemen who have spoken, that
is not the only ground, nor even the strongest
ground, for tsking such compensation as the county
of Elgin and other counties are demanding. The
great basis of our demands, which we consider juast in sub-
stance and obvious to everyone who considers the ques-
tion without bias, is that the Government has established
and declared a well-defind policy of givitig general aid to rail-
ways thoughout the Dominion. The Canadian Government,
in the first place, began by building a railway of their own,
the Intercolonial Railway. Then we built a large porL'ion
of the Canadian Pacific Rhilway, and afterwards engaged a
company to build the rest of that road. Finally, within the
last two Sessions, a policy has been developed of aiding, not
only the feeders of that great transcontinental road, not only
the feeders of the Intercolonial Railway, not only the roads
touching the frontiers, and which might be regarded as
international in their character, and therefore properly
coming under the legislative authority of this House, but
local roads, purely and simply local roads, colonization
roads, in all parts of the Dominion. I might instance the
colonization rond known as the Quebec and Lake St. John ;
the Gatineau'Talley Railway; the Napanee and Tamwoi th ;
the Kingston and Pembroke, and various other railways in
Ontario, which are, in their essence, purely colonizntion
roads. I have named one or two in each Province toE show
that the principle of aiding local roads has not been confi ied
entirely to one Province, although the great bulk of the mo-
ney has gone to Quebec. We have adopted the principle of
aiding purely local roads throughout the Dominion, and t hat
policy has been d,)fended in each case on the ground
of the usefalness of the particular road in the
locality through which it passed. It has been argued in
favor of these roads that they would develop a large extent
of territory along their course, that there was a large
amoant ot timber somewhere that they would reach, and
that their construction would lead to the rapid settlement
of a large extent of new country. The argument was put
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forward by my hon. friend from Ottawa county (Mr. because I wish to draw certain cnelusions from the state-
Wright) that the population along the Gatineau Valley was ment I heard attributed to him, that the Government had
specially intelligent, and the large population on the line never adopted, and did not intend to adopt, the principle of
of that road have certainly shown their intelligence by granting aid to roads already built.
frequently sending him back to this House. Sir, I merely Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; I did not say that.
quote these instances to show that the grounds urged for
aiding these roads were not ut all that they were offDomin- Mr. CASEY. I am glad tho right hon. gentleman bas
ion interest, not at all that they were of Canadian interest, put me right on that point, because if he had said what is
in the sense of connecting one part of Canada with another, attributed to him he would have taken a f alse and unfounded
in the sense of opening up a new territory belonging to the position. I could refer him and the Minister of Railways
Dominion of Canada, but simply that they would be useful to one or two instances where aid had been granted in con-
to the localities in which they were to be built, useful in sideration of roads already built. And since that plea
oponing up provincial lands, useful in giving facilities to against compensation has been put forward and may arise
active, intelligent and energetic settlers in that particular again, I may as well refer to the roads now. I will refer to
locality. Now that the policy has been clearly established, the International Railway Company, which received a grant,
of aiding purely local roads for purely local reasons, I in 1883, for 49 miles of its roari, from Sherbrooke, in the
claim that that policy, or its equivalent, should be extended Province of Quebec, to the United States frontier, not
to all parts of Canada which can show equally exceeding $3,200 per mile, and not exceeding, in the
good reasons for receiving local aid of that kind. I whole, 8156,800. This part of the International Railway
claim that, in justice, the new local roads should be aided was then built and in operation. A further grant for a
in every locality whicb can show as good reasons for it as part of the road to be built through the State of Maine
the localities which have already received aid, or else that was aiso made. I may remark also that the principle of
the municipalities that have spent large sums for local giving aid in consideration of roads already built was
roads should be recouped for the money they have thus established by the grant to Quebec in consideration of the
spent. So much for the general question. I think my hon. Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental road, for which they
friend from Lambton (Mr. Lister) effectually disposed of received $954,000 in regard to the whole road, and
the contention that the responsibility of the Dominion Gov- $l,440,000 in regard to the part from Ottawa to Montreal.
ernment could bo got rid of by repealing the Act under Then, Sir, the principle of aid to local railways generally
which the Gx>vernment assumed jurisdiction over these has been established; the principle of recouping Provinces,
roads, He has shown clearly enough that, even if the repeal at ail events, wh,> have given aid to railways or built rail-
of the Act were possible-and I doubt whothor it is possible, ways of a saiiar charn 3 cr, has bon c tablished. Tie
without rendering illegal all the grants that the Govern- question is, Why has not this principle been appld mor-
ment have made under that Act-bu emif theGovern- exteasively in Outario ? M7 h >a. friend l rom Lalbton
ment wore inclined to try such a foolish triol; in order to has urged that the Conservative nicin lors from Ontario
get rid of their responsibility, it would not free them in the should do something towards securing the granting of that
least from their obligations to those parts of the country to aid-though he has not been able to sec why they have
which aid bas not been extended. The tax-payers in every not donc so. Well, Sir, I am able to say, to some extent,
part of the country have contributed to the grants made why they have not done so. My attention bas been called
to purely local roads elsewhere, and every part of the to the fact that some of these Conservative members, while
country bas a perfect right-and would have just as good they are opposing or, at all events, not supporting, the
right if that Bill were repealed-to ask that they should be claims of the municipalities generally to receive this coin-
compensated to some extent for their own expenditure upon pensation, have quictly succoode in obtaining Government
railways. Before coming to the particular claims of the grants for railways under construction in their own consti-
county of Elgin, I ihust refer to what I have just seen in tuencies. They have ued their influence, not for the benefit of
the large Railway Committee room. I have just had the Ontario municipalities generally, but for the benefit of
pleasure there of meeting with a large delegation, composed their own localities. We had grants made for this
of more than 60 reeves and deputy reeves from the Pro- and the other railway, a whole string of theni, last year,
vince of Ontario, representing 20 counties and cities, who and when proposing those grants the Ministar stated that
came there to demand from the Government what they lie had consulted Mré. so-and-so, in connection with the lino,
conceived to be justice in regard to this subject. I was not perhaps the member for the county or the promoter of the
able to wait and hear the reply made by the Ministers who line, and he had found out what amaourt would- be necessary
were present, the right hon. Premier and the Acting Min- to secure the construction of tho road, and that amount lie
ister of Railways, but I heard from the latter a hint in the had placed in the estimate. That was the explanation given
shape of a question, that gave me some idea of the line that ti me after time. It its not so much to eho wondered at that
might be taken by the Government. He said:- "Do you those hon, gentlemen who have beeen se fortunate as to
suppose, gentlemen, that the municipalities along the line secure g-ants for railways in their own constituencies
of the Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Railway, were should not be very eager for an extention of similar favors
recouped for the bonuses they had given to that road ?" I to other municipalities which have not the good fortune to
understood him to argue that as the Province only had been be represented in this House by Conservatives. Yet I
recouped in that case, the municipalities in Ontario had no believe there are some Conservative members who have not
claims in regard to railway bonuses in that Province. I secured such favors for their counties. There are some
cannot, for the life of me, see the distinction. If it is proper Conservative membetrs whose counties have given large
to recoup a Province for the money she has spent in build- bonuses to railways, which counties have not been recouped
ing a road, and which has since become a part of the Cana-' for those bonuses and which still have claims on the Goverment
dian Pacific Railway system, it is proper to recoup a munici- and I shall expect that at least those counties will add to the
pality which has aided a road that has become a part of the general outery raised by Ontario municipalities to have jus-
same system. I have since hoard,since the depatation ticdone theminthis connection. In regard, more particu-
withdrew, that the leader of the Government stated to larly, to theclaim ofthe c>unty of Elgin, I have to point out
them that the Government had never adopted the polioy that her case is exactly parallel to the ca"e of the Province
of granting money to a road already built. If that is not a of Quebee, except as to the amount of money paid towards
correct representation of what he said I hope the hon. the construction of the railway in question. The Province
gentleman will correct me-I 'see h is now preeent- of Quebeo built a road, to which I have referred once or
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twice already, from Quebec to Ottawa vid
p art of that road is now incorporated with
Pacifie Railway; the other part remains an
road, but is a very important feeder to1
Pacifie Railway. The reason given for the gra
to the whole road was, that it was an impor
the Canadian Pacific Railway, that it connec
dian Pacifie Railway system with the city of
therefore the Province of Quebec should
$054,000 on account of that part of the road.
given for our paying the full cost of the
Montreal to Ottawa was that it was already
into the Canadian Pacifie Railway and had 1
of their through system. Lot me show the par
that and the case of the coanty of Elgin. TI
1871, secured the construction of the Canada
giving a bonus of 8200,000. We were ass
promoters that if we did not give that bonus t]
not be built, and I have no reason to doubt 1
the fact; that the receipt of that amount of ai;
cular time .enabled the company to makei
for building the road which otherwise wou
been made. At a subsequent period St.1
a bonus of $50,000 to secure the extension
Valley from Ingersoll to St. Thomas. No
road would not have been so extended, at
that time, if this aid had not been granted.
bonuses secured the construction of the Can
and the extension of the Crodit Valley to t]
Thomas. The Credit Valley is in exactly the sai
the Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental road, betv
and Montreal. It is incorporated with the CaE
Railway and is part of that company's line.
Southern is in the same position as the North
between Montreal and Quebec. Although it iE
dent lino, still it is the only through western
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and it is in such i
tions with that railway, being its principal .o1
west, that it may almost be regarded as part o
It is as ihuch and, in fact, far more part of the Car
Railway than is the North Shore from Montre
because the latter is controlled at present b
Trunk, a rival of the Caiadian Pacifie Railw;
then, that the position of Elgin is so strong th
bc successfully attacked. I have not thought
to elaborate the case very much, for thut
I have given more attention to the claims of
palities. I believe that the uneommonly larg
of respectable and influential gentlemen of 1
parties which I saw in the Railway Com
this afternoon, is a sign of what is going t
Ontario. The tax-payers of the municipaliti
have been paying from year to year their shar
been paid to the Canad.an Pacifie Railway and t
in which they have no more interest than the
in a railway to the moon, and they are begi:
where it is going to stop, and when they are go
something in return. Upwards of 60 of the m
men of the respective municipalities were in
Committee room, asking that question to-d
afraid they got a very unsatisfactory answer.
gentlemen present of both political parties, and
and they were unanimous in the feeling that
corne when their municipalities should have
in the general distribution of the surplus of t
which has been going on during the last few y
they were tired of always paying without re
constituents and those of the hon. member foi
(Mr. Wilson), have special reason to be so
only have they taxed themselves to the exten
for the railways mentioned, but they have also
taking the average per capita share of the
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Montreal. A the Dominion, toithe* extent of at least haîf a million for
the Canadian aid givon to other railways in Canada. Ont of their pockets
independent at leaot 6775,000 have been taken, and they have not

the Canadian reeeived trom this Government a single dollar of recom-
ut of $354,000 pense. I am bound to point eut, in this conneetion, that the
tant feeder tojustice of tho prineiple of recouping municipalities which
ted the Cana- have bonused railways, was acknowledged by the Ontario

Quebec, and Governrent at the time the manicipid ban fund was
1 be allowed arranged and part of the thon existing surplus distributed.

The reason Lt was reeognisod by the Provincial Goverument as just that
railway from those municipalities which lad paid for railways for them-
*incorporated selvex should bcensidored when railways were being bult
bocome a part at the publie expense for the benefit of other municipalities
rallel between which had made no sud grants. To a certain limited exient,
hat county, in limited by the amount of money at the disposai of the Gov-

Southern by ernment, attention was paid ta the daims of those
ured by the constituencios.-Somaofthorn were given large and
he road would othors small sums. At al evants, the princîle was
that such was e4ablished, and it was ene of fairness and justice, whieh has
at that parti- doue very muclitostablish Mr. Mew4t, the leader cf the

arrangements Ontario Government, in the confidence of the people cf Iho
ald -not have Province, a confidence which he stili possesses to a degree
Thomas gave which is remarkably annaying, no doubt, to hon. gentlemen
of the Credit opposite. I must tell this Goverumeut that if they wish ta

doubt that retain the confidence of even their own friends in Ontario,
all events at they must imitate the fairness, justice, and eveu-handod

These two dealing of the Premier of the Local Government in can-
ada Southern nectian with this matter.
ho city of St. Some hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.
me position as Mr. CASEY. Soma hon, gentlemen who are howling
ween this cityI"hear, hear,» reprosont counties whidh received very con-
nadian Pacifie sidorable sum from the distribution of the Ontario Munici-
The Canada pal Loan Fnnd, -and yet they howl in derision when the
Shore road, name of their benefactor is mentioned in this flouse. This

s an indepen- is not a spirit which I would oxpeet to find iu the represen-
connection of tatives of tho respectable Çanservative population of
.ntimate rela- Ontario; it is nat the spirt of that poplation throughout
Lder frou the the Province. Canservatives as weli as Liborais, in Ontarjo,
f that system. are williug te recognize fair treatment when they got
nadian Pacifie it. They have gt it from Mr. Mowat in lis dealings
al to Quebee, with the railway question. If thoy do net get it from
y the Grand the leader of this Governmont they wilI sean lot tho First
ay. I claim, Minister and lis supporters understand that they know

aut it cannot when thoy get fair treatment and when they do fot get it.
it necessary I have ne doubt, Sir, that the agitation whieh.lias alroady
reason, and ebtained such striking proportions, as shown by the size of

other munici- the deputation to-day, will attain te stili mare striking
,e deputation proportions, and that it will extend taevory county in On-
both political tarie wbich las net reeeived Govornment aid for railways
imittee room iu which it is interosted; and I have no doubt, as my bon.
o happen in friend frem East Elgin (Mr. Wilson) said, that in the end
es interestel the Goverment will do as they always have done when
e of what has the agitation gets streng enaugl, they will yield te it; they
o other linos, will do as they did when the members from the Province of
y would have Quebec, whofor years had been urginglier daims te those
nning to ask maneys, on the greuuds of justice ând-fair play, and did nol
ing to receive get them. Last year they put their foot down-or rather I
ost influential should use tho plural, and say foot, thougl they put tlem
the Railway down as one foot-they put them dowu salidly and said: If

Lay, and I amyen do not give us justice wo will net vote for you. The hon.
There were gentleman admitted that constitutional pressure had been

of all classes, brought te bear an him by members-that is the only inter-
the time had p'etation that could be put on the circumstanoes. Now it

some share is timo that the Conservatives of Ontario set up a littie
his Dominion Maison Bleu of their own, for the representatives of On-
eoars. I said tarie, if tley intend te romain representatives of that Pro-
ceiving. My vince, wiIi have te put their foot dewn and say te the Gev-
r East Elgin erument, If you do not de justice to our Province, and ta

tired. Not our constituencies, we have as imuch spirit as any Bleu in
t of $275,000 the Province ofQuebee, and wo are prepared ta show it,
been taxed, and thon the Governmont will back down and give what

Stajation u of they oad refused them whle using argumnitaltone.
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Mr. WHITE (Hastings). This matter of aid tg railways
is one with respect to which we may as well have it under-
stood that the Government, under its present leader, has done
justice. not only to Ontario, but to Quebec, Nova Scotia
and New Brunswick. It is a known fact that at Confedera-
tion the proportionate debt which would have to be paid by
Ontario was $6,000,000. It is a known fact that the pro-
portionate debt by the Province of Quebec was $4,000,000.
The Government of John Sandfield Macdonald collected and
saved altogether $4,000,000 to pay the debt of Ontario the
ti meit was decided what the amount was which the Province
of Quebec would have to pay. This Government assumed
the $6,000,000 ofdebt, and therefore left $6,000,000 for Mr.
Mowat to expend in building railways in Ontario. He
spent $6,000,000 and Quebec spent $14,000,000, and the
little Province ofNew Brunswick spent $6,000,000. We
are told that if we do not do so and so, and insist on the
Government giving aid to the municipalities throughout the
length and breadth of Ontario, we need not expect ta
occupy seats in this House again. That is the threat, that
is the prophecy, but I do not believe it is correct. We are
told by hon, gentlemen opposite that tho Province of Quebec
got some $12,000 per mile for the distance from the city of
Quebec to the city of Ottawa. Does the hon. gentleman
forget that Ontario got, on the line between Pembroke and
Gravenhurst, $12,000 per mile; that the Province of
Ontario got, on the lino from Callander to Rat
Portage $12,500 per mile; and that $12,000 per mile was
given for the road from Gravenhurst to Callander in order
to connect Ontario with the Canadian Pacific Railway at
the latter station. We are propared, in the House and
out of the louse, in any constituency of the Province,
to contend, as representatives Irom the Province of
Ontario, that we have got as much monoy, as much fair
play, as much justice, as any other Province in the Dominion
of Canada. The hon. gentleman says that the Act of last
Session took away rights from the different municipalities
granting aid tothe various railways throughout the country.
I ask him have these railways been removed? Are they
not still in those counties which gave them aid, for all pur-
poses, for the use and benefit of the parties who granted the
bonuses? Is there any hon. gentleman who will deny that?
Now, I want to give the hon. gentleman a few little facts
concerning some railways of which I know something. The
city of Toronto gave a -large suem of money to build the
Nipissing Railway. The towns of Port Perry, Whitby and
Port Hope, the towns of Peterborough, Lindsay and others,
as well as the counties interested, gave large sums, includ-
ing the city of Belleville, the county of Hastings. The town-
ships of Rawdon and Madoc gave large sums to build a lino
of railway ·through the different counties. The county of
Hastings took $50,000 stock in this road, the Grand Junction,
and they had six directors on the board. This county, the city
of Belleville, the town of Port Hope, and the town of Lindsay
applied to Mr. Mowat, at the time the Grand Trunk got con-
trol of something like f00 miles belonging to the Middand
system, forjustice. What did Mr. Mowat do ? I ask any hon.
gentleman, either on the Conservative or Reform side, what
did ho do? He passed a law handing over that 500 miles of
railway to the Grand Trunk. They asked him to give them
a representative on the board-by the Bill handing over
the railway-to give thom justice according to the by-laws
of the different municipalitios, and the arrangements made
with the companies building thé road. Mr. Mowat said :
It is in the interest of your counties and towns and locali-
ties that these roads shoud4 be handed over to the Grand
Trunk, and they were handed over aecordingly. We have no
benefit-only the benefits that may be derived from the
Grand Trunk running a road through the different sections
of the country. As one who has to pay some taxes, and
who knows a little about the different municipahties-in
my own county, at loast.-I say it ls a benefit to that county
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and those sections of the country that the Grand Trunk
took the control and management and bought those rail-
ways. They are now, Sir, in a botter shape; they are
better served; freights are cheaper than under the old
system, when the charters were given to the differont
railways. Now, what is this motion for ? It is
brought up in order to encourage the delogates. who
are here from Ontario to look forward and expect
the Governmont to pay back to the different muni-
cipalities the amount of money they paid to help in the
construction of these railways. Well, wh erc is this going
to stop? Let us ask the question honestly and fairly. Will
not all the othor Provinces corne in and get a portion of
this monoy ? I ask how, in the name of common sense, can
the Governmont meet thoso demands? IL is utterly im-
possible. These delogations should be told honostly and
frankly and candidly that it cannot be done-that it is not
fair or right or roasonable. It has been said by the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) that the Bill passed
last Session is not legal and constitutional according to the
Act of Confederation. If it is not constitutional, what is
the use of saying that these parties have taken the
railways from the different counties ? I say it is the duty
of the Government to set that matter right and pass a bil
giving back-if they have taken it away-the power to the
Provinces and the municipalities, and any power which
they took from them. Let us settie this matter finally and
forever.

Some hon. ME XBERS. lear, hear.
Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Of course that meets the views

of the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), and I
am glad to see that it does, as there is so little that comes
from the representatives on this side of the House that
seoms to please him.

Mr. BLAKE. I like to hear a confession of error.
Mr. WITE (Hastings). Well, I am opon-hearted enough

if I do wrong to acknowledge it, but the hon. gentleman is
se wise and knows so much, and is so self-willed and
determined, that ho never acknowledges a wrong because ho
never thinks ho is wrong. Then I say that we should tell
the people throughout the length and breadth of this
country that this Dominion of Canada is not going to refund
any of the bonuses granted by the different municipalities ;
but lot us say to these people that if theraeis any authority
taken from thom, it shall be handod back, and I say
the sooner the botter. Would it not bo better for
us, as Reformers and Conservativos, to be honest with these
people ? Are they not coaxed to come ohre? Are
they not sent here by Mr. Mowat whenever they apply to
him for aid ? Are we not told by hon. gentlemen opposite
that we are plunging this country into debt that will not
be paid in this generation ? And yet they want us to re-
fand moneys to these municipalities. Why does not Mr.
Mowat do as an honest man, as the Province of Quebec,
the Province of New Brunswick, and the Province of Nova
Scotia have done-why does ho not take the $6,000,000 of
paper surplus which ho says ho has, and hand it back to
these municipalities? He cannot do it, bocause ho has not
got it. He says ho has $6,000,000 or 87,000,000 of surplus
on paper, in the shape of a debt due by the Dominion of
Canada. When ho comes to refund to this Dominion the
amount that ho owes it for wholesale licenses, decided by
the Supreme Court to belong to the Dominion, and other
debts, ho will find that the surplus claimed to be $6,000,000
will dwindle down te $1,000,000 or $2,000,000 or $3,000,000
below the amount left by the late Sandfield Macdonald.

Motion agreed to.
THE GOVERNfMENT GOLD RESERVE.

Sir IEONARD TILLEY. Before you leave the Chair,
Mr. Speaker, I wish te read a statement which I have
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received fron Mr. Courtney, in referonce to the question of
the leader of the Opposition in regard to the 4 per cent.
bonds. Hie says:

StWe wer certainly advised by cablegram that the guarateed 4 Per
cents. were to be sold for certain dates, but not until after the publication
of the return did we get the accounts from England. The transactions,
in fact, were not completed at the time when the return of the circulation,
was published in the Gazette."

Then, later on, he says:
"I wrote hurriedly, and I have since looked at the brokers' sale notes.

The bonds were sold in January, but delivery was not completedl until
the 9th of February. The last circulation statement published wasfor
January."

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

- After Recess.

FACTORY BILL.
Mr. BERGIN moved that the order for second reading of

Bill (No. 2) to regulate the employment of children and
young persons and women in the workshops, mills and
thetories of the Dominion of Canada, be discharged. lie
said: I may say, in explanation, that I ask this because I
have found that many clauses of the Bill conflict-so I am
advised by counsel--with the powers ofthe Local Legislatures.
I have caused the Bill to be remodelled, and I think it is
now in a shape which will entirely avoid any conflict
between the powers of the Local and Federal Legislatures.
It will be impossible for us to go on with this Bill without
very serious objections being made to it in its present form;
and if I were to propose to have it printed and submittcd to
the House as I desire to have it amended in committee, the
objections made might be so serious as to interfere with the
success of the Bill. I am very anxious that this Bill should
be passed this Session, and for that reason I hope the Hlouse
will not offer any opposition to the proposition I make. The
new BUll, as I propose to submit it to the House, is ready,
and there will be no delay, beyond the delay required for
the notice. I move therefore that this order be discharged.

Mr. BLAKE. I am afraid the result of this course will
be to render impossible the accomplishment of that which
the hon. gentleman desires, because if he proposes to give
notice of the introduction of a new Bill, the delay in getting
that Bill printed in English and French will be such that
by the time it comes up for its second roading and reference
Io the committee, the time for Private Bills will have
elapsed, and this, with other infants, will be slaughtered.

Mr. BERGIN. I would prefer to go on with the Bill
and have it amended in committee to save time, but advan-
tage might be taken of the rales of the House to prevent
my going on with it, and I think there is still plenty of
time.

Motion agreed to, and order discharged.

REPRESENTATION OF THE TERRITORIES.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved the second reading of Bill
(No. 45) respecting the representation of the Territories in
the louse of Commons.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is scarcely worth
while that the hon. gentleman should make a speech on a
subject of this importance to such a thin louse. I will
take care that he will have every opportunity of discussing
the Bill.

Mr. CAMRON (Huron). I will have to be absent from
Parliament after next week, for a couple of weeks, i nd if I
allow the Bill to stand to-night, I will not be able to reach
iL du ring the week, and it will be too late, after 1 return,
to reach it during the Session. If the hon, gentleman would
consent to have it put on the Order Paper, so that it will

Sir LEONARD TILLEY.

come up thà first thing on Wednesday next, I will have no
objection to let it stand.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I see no objection to that.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I move that this Bill be the

first order of the day amongst Public Bills and Orders.
Motion agreed to; and order for second reading discharged.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment

of the Flouse.
Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 8:25 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
TUEmuDAY, 5th March, 1885

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'elock.

PEAYERs.
PIRST IREADINGS.

Bill (No. 85) respecting factories.-(Mr. Bergin.)
Bill (No. 87) to amend the Act 40 Victoria, chapter 36,

intituled: An Act to provide for the employment, without
the walls of common gaols, of prisoners sentenced to impri-
sonment therein.-(Mr. Sutherland, Oxford.)

Bill (No. 88) further to amend the Canada Temperance
Act, 1878.-(Mlr. Townshend.)

Bill (Na. 89) further to amend the Patent Act of 1872.
-(Mr. Ilay.)

SALE OF RAILWAY PASSENGEIR TICKETS.

Mr. McCARTHY moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
86) to amend the Act respecting the sale of *railway pas-
senger tickets. He said: The Bill is a short one, and its
purpose is to compel railway companies to post a notice in
stations where their tickets are to be redeemed. The law,
at present, requires them to redeem tickets, but in practice
that provision is of very little use, as the companies insist
on the tickets being delivered or sent to the head office,
which is, of course, quite contrary to the intention of the
Legislature, and almost useless to the traveller.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the firet time.

LIEUT.-GOVERNORSHIP OF NEW BRUNSWICK.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether any understanding has been
reached between the Government and the Lieut.-Governor
of New Brunswick as to his continuing to fill the office for
any, and if so, for what time ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No understanding has
been reached on that subject.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-AMENDED PLANS
AND PROFILES.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Government has received
the amended plans and profiles of that part of the Canadian
Pacifia eailway in British Columbia of which the plans and
profiles were returned for amendment ? If so, when ?
Whether the location shown by such amended plans and
profiles has been appoved ? If so, when ? Whether the
road is being constructed in this part ? Whether further
papers will be laid on the Table ?

Mr. POPE. These returns were received on the 7th of
January, 1885, and approved by Order in Council, dated
the 16th of January, 1885. The work is in progress there.
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It is not the intention of the Government to lay any further
papers on the Table.

CATHOLIC POPULATION OF THE PROVINCE OF
QUEBEC.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, Whether it is the
intention of the Government to request the Catholic clergy
of the Province of Quebec to supply Government with such
information as they possess, in detail, showing the number
of the actual resident Catholic population of the Province of
Quebec, in the yeàrs 1883 and 1884, respectively, for the
purpose of testing the accuracy of the statements made to
this flouse and elsewhere touching the large emigration
from the Province of Quebec in recent years?

Mr. POPE. It is not the intention of the Government.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT, 1878.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne) asked, Is it the intention
of the Government to introduce a Bill amending the Canada
Temperance Act of 1878, in the direction asked for by the
delegation of temperance men that waited upon the Premier
recently ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government as yet
has come to no conclusion on that subject.

ENQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like to enquire
whether the statement required by Statute to be laid on the
Table touching the affairs of the late Bank of Upper Canada
hai yet been prepared.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I asked the Deputy Minister
to have it prepared some days ago. I do not know whether
it is ready yet; I will send at once and see.

Mr. CASGRAIN. May I enquire if there is any prospect
of soon seeing the plans and reports concerning the Short
Line Railway?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think the hon. gentleman
has already given notice of that question, and it will come
up to-morrow or on Monday.

EXCHANGE BANK-GOVERNMENT ADVANCES.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed resolu
tions (p. 295) of Sir Richard Cartwright on the subject o,
advances made by the Government to the Exchange Bank

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is to be regretted, i
think, Sir, that the papers in connection with this question,
which were brought down in answer to a motion of mine
last year, have not been printed. They are of some
importance; they involve questions of importance; and as
they have been the subject of two motions in this House I
trust that the members of the Printing Committee will see
their way clear to order them to be printed even at this
somewhat late period. As they have not been printed the
necessity will devolve on me of reciting the facts which
have been already established from those papers for the
information of those hon. members who either were not
present when this subject was under discussion before, or
who may not entirely recollect the fact. Now, Sir,
the fact with respect to these advances to the Exchange
Bank are briefly as follows : First of all, about two years
ago, on the 12th or 14th of April, I think, $200,00 was
advanced by the Minister of Finance to be placed on deposit
in the Exchange Bank. It is shown by these papers that
that advance was made for the purpose of strengthening the
bank-not in the ordinary course of business, but for the
special purpose of enabling the bank to keep its doors open f

a little while longer. It further appears that another
advance, amounting to $100,000, was made a month after-
wards under peculiar circumstances. It was made on the
personal guarantee of a member of the other branch of the
Legislature, Mr. Senator Ogilvie; and as the document bas
not yet been printed, I will read his letter on the strength
of which the advance of $100,000 was made. The letter is
addressed to Mr. Courtney in his capacity as Deputy
Minister of Finance, and is as follows:-

"OTTAWA llth May, 1883.
"My DEAn 8m,-I begthat the Governmentwill place a further sum of

$100,000 at deposit with the Exchange Bank on the same terms as the
former deposit of $200,000, and on the Government agreeing to comply
with the request I hereby undertake to hold myself personally respon-
sible for lhe furtber deposit of $100,000.

"Yours very truly,
"A. W. OGILVIE."

It also appears from these documents that this advance was
made without any enquiry being mado as to the solvency
of the bank, or any procautions apparently being takon to
ascertain what would bo the result of refusing the advance.
Now, Sir, I do not want the Houso to judo of the circum-
stances under which advances of this kind should be made
by the Finance Minister to banks in this Dominion entirely
on my ipse dixit. I happen fortunately to have found a very
excellent résumé of the conditions under which alone ad-
vances of this kind ought to be made by the Government of
the Dominion; and as it las been very rare Qf late years
for me to be able to do myself the pleasure of eroncurring
with the hon. First Minister, I take especial pleasure in
calling the attention of the House to the very excellent
résumé of those conditions very recently given by the First
Minister. Speaking on this subject, he declares:

" It has been, in my experience, looking back, found requisite or
expedient by several Goveraments, in times of great depression, to
prevent universal ruin, universal panic, to come to the help of some of
the banking institutions. Those hon. gentlemen who have lived as long
as I have, will, if they look back, find that Governments have, on occa-
sion, prevented universal panic by acting in concert with strong bank-
ing institutions, in helping to sustain banks which were not quite so
strong. That has happened and will happen everywhere."
Now, Sir, on the whole I think that is a very admirable
statement, made by a gentleman eminently well qualified to
make it, of the conditions under which in times of great
difficulty, to prevent universal panic, Governments may, in
concert with strong banking institutions, come to the rescue
of some of the weaker banks. As the First Minister las
lately developed a taste for Shakespeare, I may observe
that it occurs to me that this is an excellent illustration of
the well known passage in Shakespeare which says it is
much easier to teach twenty men what to do than to be one
of the twenty to follow one's own showing. Perhaps, Sir, I
may bc pardoed for saying that I conld quoe. other
instances in which te hon. Firs tMinister as laid down in
admirable fashion the conditions under which Governments
should act in dealing with questions relating to the rights
of the Local Legislatures-for instance, in a very admirable
speech of his on the New Brunswick School Act, in which
he pointed out that if the Acts of the Local Legislatures
were disallowed, there was practically an end to this Con-
federation. Now, I turn to the defence made of this transac-
tion by the hon. Minister of Finance. That hon. gentleman
fleaded in the following fashion. First of all, following a
ittle in the track of the Finance Minister, he stated that it

was a case of extreme urgency in which this advance of the
12th of April, 1883, was made; and this is what he said :

"1 think, however, that the House and the country will ustain the
Government when, under such extreme circumstances and for the pur-
pose of preventing a run on the bank, we took this step; because we all
know, by looking at the returns, that if to-day two-thirds of the banks
in the Dominion were suddenly called upon to redeem their circulation,
where those banks wonld b. and where the business of the country
would be. Under the circumstances we feel that we were perfectly
justified-and feeling at the same time that we were safe in doing so-
in endeavoring to save the country from the consequences which would
follow from the breaking down, it might be, of two, or three, or four, or
five of the banks."
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On that, at present, I will only say that if these remarks
hhd been made by any unpatriotie gentleman on this side,
many and many a day would have elapsed before we had
heard the last of such an attempt to cry down the credit of
the banks of the Dominion. But the hon. gentleman, besides
extreme urgency, pleaded also previous practice; he pleaded
that ho had been in the habit of interfering for the protec-
tion of banks in the Dominion. And for the third plea, he
stated that there would be no loss. Now I desire to examine
these several pleas suceessively and in detail. First of all,
lot us take up the plea of extreme urgency; I want to call
the attention of the House to the fact that the hon. gentle-
man's advances to this bank were made on the 14th of
April, 1883. Fourteen days before that, on Friday, the
80th March, 1883, the Finance Minister dolivered his Budget
speech. Now the Budget speech is a very important
speech indeed. We publish it at the public expense; we
circulate it far and wide; it stands almost on the same
footing as a State paper. Every word contained in the
Budget speech is expected to be carefully weighed, all the
information which his office can give him is at the disposal
of the Finance Minister, and the Budget speech is looked to
as being a particularly accurate statement of the thon con-
dition of the country. Now I flnd that on the 30th March,
1883, the hon. gentleman, the Finance Minister, spoke as
follows:-

I believe, from the fact that we are spending ainually a large
amount of money in opening up and developing the great North-Wet
country,fromthefactthatthepopulation coming into the country at
the pent time are bna ng ln ag large amount of money for invest-
ment, from the fact that, ast year, we had of the value of imports over
$1,000,00 of settlers' effects, and which will be increasing, and which
of course, does not create an difficulty financially, I hold that the

dferred, and th e have se yeare et orosperity before the country."

Now, not only in the passage I have quoted, but all through
this speech, the Finance Minister, speaking with full know-
ledge and speaing under these peculiar circumstances,
pointed ont to us that the poliey which he had inaugurated,
besides producing temporary prosperity, had laid the
foundation of a general, a universal prosperity so firmly es-
tablished oneuch stable ground that the greatest law known
as yet to us, the law of gravitation, was suspended in favor
of the National Policy, and that the pendulum was going
to ceuse its oscillations and return, not for a paitry week or
fortnight, but for seven long years. You will observe we
have here the definition of the First Minister as to the cir-
cumstances under which alone the Government is justified
in coming to the rescue of the banks; wehave here astate-
ment made a fortnight before these events took place'
by the Minister of Finance showing that this country
was in an unprecedented condition of prosperity and'
stability. Now, putting these two things together, the
alternatives which present themselves to my mind are'
three in number, EBiher, when the Finance Minister
pointed out to us that we were in such a stable condi-
tion of prosperity, he know botter, and for political1
exigencies he was not accuratLely representing the condition
of the country; of course, I cannot suppose that was theî
ease, but that is a possible alternative. There is a secondi
alternative and that is this, that the Finance Minister, in
declaring that the country was in a condition of stability
and prosperity, was utterly and completely in error, and
that, I regret to say, he fot only deceived himself but he
also deceived us, and that a fortnight latter ho woke up toe
the conviction that the country was in a condition such as
would warrant him in taking the very extreme measure
which the riglit hon. gentleman the First Minister, so well
deseibed in thepassage I have just read. Well, there is a
third alternative, namely, that the country was really in a,
condition of stability and prosperity, in which case thef
Finance MiLnister will see that his conduct in interfering for1
the preservation of a trumpery bank like the Exchange1

Sir Rial" ocAlarwameur,

Bank waq, as held, and correctly held, by the First Minister,
utterly and entirely unwarranted. Which of these three
alternatives the hon. gentleman will choose, I will leave
entirely to his discretion. Then we come to his eccond
plea, the plea of previous practice. The hon. gentleman
the Finance Minister, tells us this was not the first nor the
second, nor apparently the third, nor the fourth
time that ho had come to the rescue of banks in
difficulties, and ho says that up to the present time
no harm bal arisen. If that be so, all that I can say is
that the hon. gentleman had indulged in a very bad practice.
It is not possible for him or any man in his position
to do those things in a corner; other banks soon get to know
that the Government have assisted banks in difficulties; and
when they get into difficulty it is but natural and reasonable
on their part that they should come to the same beneficent
power which had helped their comrades out of difficulty and
danger, and sooner or later, just as happened in this case,
these little difficulties occur. The worst possible-thing the
Finance Minister, or any other Finance Minister can do,
in the interest of the banks, is to load them to believe that
they have only to get into a scrape in order to come to the
Government and to obtain an advance of ý, §, or per-
haps ¾ of their whole paid up capital. That does not
consort in the loast with the admirable definition laid down
by the First Minister, who lays down the rule, the Finance
Minister will observe, that these things, although they may
be done, are to be done with great cre and only in times of
extreme depression, for the purpose of averting great
national injury leading to universal panic. 1 have quoted
the Finance Minister and may perhaps be pardoned for
quoting myself. I recollect a good many years ago, as far
back as 1873, under circumstances closely analagous to
those which now exist, I had occasion to discuss the poicy
thon pursued by the hon. gentleman, and I take the
opportunity of reading to the louse what I thon said. I
said my chief objections to that policy are these:

"(1) That it le, an error on the part cf the Quvernment ini a countr
like this which wantsail its available capital for ita own internai need,
to borrow in the home market at all except under very peculiar circum
stances, or from absolute necessity.

"(2) That it is a further error to borrow any censiderable sums repay-
able at eaml at short notice which is just what my hon. friends are doimg;
and lastly that the practical working of this system is such as to ri8k
intermixing the publie credit with that of various trading and banking
corporations to the great injury of both. In connection with this last
çhexge I may remark tliat the polioy of the Goverument has a direct
tendency to aggrave any inflation on the one band and every turn of
depression on the other, and though I wili not say that the present
utringency results solely from the action of the Government,.I do

,ssert that it bas ontributed direct and powerfully towards bringing it
about, and that it will be a fortunate day fer the Dominion when the
Finance Minister discovers, as I believe he very Boon will, that it is no
part of bis proper duty to charge himself with the iask of carrying on
the banking buainese of the conatry or any part of it.

Now the hon. gentleman's third plea is, I observe, that there
would be no oss. Well, that is possible, if possile at all,
only I am sorry to say, on one condition, and that ls that
the Governrment should use or should abuse their legal
power by sweeping away the last crumbs which the extra-
vagance and mismanagement of their directors have left
the unfortunate shareholders or rather the unfortunate de-
positors in the Exchange Bank. Since the hon- gentleman
made that statement, many new and very startling facts
have been disclosed. In ail my experience-and I include
in that not only my experience as to affairs in Canada, but
I ineltide likeitvse the evidence I have perused as to the
dealing with banks and bank estates in England and Seot-
land-I do not remember ·to have read or heard of such
shameful malversation or such shameful disregard of thoir
dities on the part of any body of directors as has been shown
to have existed in the directorate of the Exchange Bank.
Some of them no doubt were innocent of guilty intention;
but all of them have been guilty evidently of the greatest
laches and of neglect of the duties which they were appoint.
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ed to discharge. If the Gevernment rank, as, for reasons
I shall give later on, I think they ought to rank, as ordin-
ary creditors, there is scarcely any possibility but that a
very serious loss indeed must be endured by the Govern-
ment, and then the hon. gentleman's third plea falls entirely
and wholly to the ground, unless on the condition that
the Government choose to take an extreme view of their
legal right and to sweep away all that romains for the
unfortunate depositors in the Exchange Bank. I am advised
that an enormous sum has been lost by this bank after this
advance was made. I am advised that on a single account
something like $170,000 was lost by the bank after the
advance was made. I am advised that the accont of the
president, or chief manager, or whatever ho was, shows
that, on an overdrawn account of the chief officer of that
bank, one-third or thereabouts of the whole paid-up capital
of the bank was advanced. I am not of my own knowledge
acquainted with those facts, but I believe thero are gentle-
men in this House who are prepared to testify to them. It
must have been known to the Finance Minister that, when
you interfere with the affairs of an insolvent institution,
there is always great reason to expect that the managers,
from the dosire to play double or quits, or from some more
guilty motive, are very apt to plunge into more extrava-
gant or adventurous transactions; and precisely that, as I
am informed, has been the case in this bank. There were
spocial grounds why the hon. the Minister should have been
careful in this case. It was not a bank of unatained repu-
tation. It had prior to the advrane once euspended
specie payments and reduced its eapital, and the sum
which was asked for should have oalld -the alttention
of the Government to its very dagew condition..
We have been so accustomed to deal with hundreds:Of mil-
lions of dollars that an advance of $300,000 may appear
to be a more bagatelle, but that was three fifths cf the
-whole of the paid-up capital of the Exchange Bank,
and was just as great in proportion as if 87,000,000
had been advanced to the Bank of Montreal with its
paid up capital of $12,000,000. The hon. gentleman
krows, and in fact ho makes it an excuse for his proceed-
ing, that the board of the Exchange Bank had upon it a
number of men of great wealth. The House will not have
forgotten, nor will my hon. friend from Chateauguay (Mr.
Holton) have forgotten, the contemptuous manner in which
the suggestion was met last Session, that before an amount
of 8100,000 was advanced on the guarantee of Senator
Ogilvie, ho should have made himsolf acquainted with that
gentleman's position. But the hon. gentleman thought it an
insult. He knew that the members of the board of directors
were wealthy mon. Did it occur to him that, dealing with a
board of directors of such wealth and standing, ho should
have said to them : You want $300,000 to save a bank in
which yon are interested; pledge your security to other
banks, and do not come craving aid from the Government.
That is the lino which sheuld have been adopted. That is
the lino which common sense would have suggested. Mr.
Buntin and Mr. Ogilvie and others of them had no right to
come to the Government of Canada for $100,000, but they
should have gone to the Bank of Montreal and pledged their
credit, and I venture to say that they would have
got the money without the slightest objection. Another
gross impropriety to which I have tocall attention is the
action of the hon. the Minister with regard to Senator Ogil.
vie. What is the use of an Act of Independence of Parlia-
ment if Ministers can allow members of this Chamber
or the other Chamber to take suoh advantages as this ? We
eau all see the mischievous results; we are confronted with
the diffliculty arising from mixing up dealings with political
supporters and with bank directors. It is true that the Gov-
ernment may prefer the claim which I understand they
have already advanced, that, because they are the Govern-
ment of Canada, they are entitled to claim everything which
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the bank possesses in discharge of their debt. But, if the
action of the Government did, as I am informed it did, a
great damage and no good to the shareholders and deposi-
tors in the Exchange Bank, what an inequitable thing it
is for Government to avail itsclf of this claim, not se much
for the purpose of recovering public monoy as for the pur-
pose of avoiding enforcing the letter of guarantee given by
Senator Ogilvie which I have just read. Although I speak
under correction in regard to this, I am informed that they
have a distinct legal remedy against Senator Ogilvie,
and that, under that, they could have recovered
this amount from him, but they refused to do so, and
they enforcod, or tried to enforce, their inequitable remedy
against the unfortanate shareholders of the Exchange Bank.
As regards Senator Ogilvie, no doubt ho is entitled to the
bonefit of the law, but let the. Government and the House
know this important fact as between the directors and the
country. Senator Ogilvie may be comparativoly an inno-
cent man, he may be, or he may net be. 1 do not know
suffleiently the way in which the affairs of the bank were
conducted te pronounce an opinion, but, regarding the
great bulk of his own sharehoiders, and, still more, the
great balk of his own depositors in that bank, he bas no
right. e was uone of those directors. It was largely due
to his laches and te his ignorance that this misfortune came
about, and the Government should nover have shown any
preference whatever to a man who, having been a
director of the Exchange Bank, had acted in this way.
Sir, the whole of this business, I must say, reflects serious
discredit on the administration of the Department. There
may ho occult roasons for it. No doubt, under certain cir-
cumstances, these banks are very useful iustitutions. I
arm informed, Sir, that among the assets of this bank there
is one sum of soveral thousands of dollars which
was advanced on the security of a member of this louse,
whom I am sorry not to see in his place-the member for
Montreal West (Mr. Gault)-and that this represents a part
of the cost of his election, and bas never been paid-for
what reason I do not know. Now, Sir, if that ho the case I
am very sorry for it. When that hon. gentleman returns
it will ho for him, I think, to explain to the House, if there
bo any explanation possible, how it comes that ho, a former
presidentof the Exchange Bank, drow, or caused to bedrawn,
several thousands of dollars from the bank for the purpose
of defraying his election exponses. Now, I hope the hon.
Minister of Finance did not know of that transaction-I
think it probable ho did not know of it, I am bound to say.
But I must point out to him that this sort of thing is
really very awkward, and his position, in some re-
spects-as I recollect explaining to him some half
dozen years ago at the City of St. John-is one
rather peculiar. Sir, it is possibIe tiat very charitable per-
sons like myself, very charitable minded persons, who know
the hon. Minister well, may take a very lenient view of this
matter. When the hon. gentleman made this speech of his
on the 30th March, 1883, and when he declared as I have
pointed out, that se firm and stable were the foundations on
which ho had laid the prosperity of this country that the
greatest of all natural laws was going te be suspended for
seven years in his interest; Sir, we may ho willing te admit,
for the sake of argument, that the hon. gentleman on that
occasion really did not know what ho was talking about,
and, Sir, in like manner when, on the 12th and 14th of
April, he chose te make an advance which ho ought only
te have made for the purpose, the First Minister says
of averting a universal panic, and in time of extreme de-
pression-then, Sir, we may also charitably beliove that the
Finance Minister really did not know what ho was doing. But,
Mr. Speaker, however charitable the view we may wfrh to
take, I want to point out te the Finan o Minister that every-
body will not ho se charitable. This is a consorious world
as he knows, People will look at facts. They will say:
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Here is an old experienced parliamentarian and administra-
tor, an hon. gentleman who bas been Finance Minister for
many years, and a financial colossus at that; we find that
he neglects the commonest precautions; ho walks
straight blindfolded into the snare; ho violates
ail kinds of parliamentary rule and etiquette in
dealing with Senator Ogilvie, and ho puts $300,000 of the
publie money in a bank which turns out to be the rottenest
of ail rotten eggs. Now, Sir, they may require an explana-
tion. For myself, I know that the hon. gentleman, proba-
bly erred from over good nature. I know that the hon.
gentleman has made great sacrifices for his party. The
hon. gentleman is, if he will pardon me for saying so, a
good Pharisce, ard a man who makes broad his phylacteries
occasionally, and yet the hon. gentleman, in view of party
exigencies, and inb is zeal for the public service, has not
consented to be a consort with, but actually a colleague of
publicans and sinners for this many a day. Now, Sir, it will
be a very sad thing indeed if the Mini8ter of Finance's
usefulness should be gone. It would be presumptuous
on my part to advise the First Minister what he ought to
do in such circumstances, and I am very sure that he would
not take my advice if I gave it. Moreover, Mr. Speaker,
I am quite well aware that the same causes do not always
produce the same results with different persons. I know
as well as anybody that sauce for the Grit goose is not
always sauce for the Tory gander.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh! oh 1

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Dies the hon. gentle-
man dispute the proposition ? There are too many proofs
that I could bring. We know very weli what, in a some-
what similar case, the First Minister did. - We ail recollect
when the usefulness of my lamented friend, Mr. Letellier,
was gone, and what followed ? Mr. Letellier lost bis
Lieutenant-Governorship. Now it would not surprise me,
in case the Finance Minister's usefuiness should be gone,
that a directly opposite result would happen, and that ho
would get a Lieutenant-Governorship, and as the thing
soems to be in fashion, perhaps a testimonial also. Or, Sir,
we might follow the precedont set in your case, and appoint
a Deputy or Assistant Finance Minister specially charged to
look after banks, and pay them out of the surplus which
the hon. gentleman expects to get but which I fear ho will
not get. Now, Sir, to speak of the matter more seriously,
lot me recapitulate the facts as they appear. First of ail I
call attention to this: That in 18-3 when this advance was
made, the Minister of Finance was perfectly well aware that
the bank was in difficulties; ho was perfectly well aware why
this advance was sought; it was not disguised or concealed
for the purpose of enabling this bank to keepits doors open.
Now, Sir, if ho had perfect knowledge that that bank had
been in difficulties ho ought tohave taken extra precaa-
tions. But he took no precautions; ho did not consuit
these experienced bank managers whom ho might have
consulted; ho did not consult them, either, as to thej
real position of the Exchange Bank, or as to the resuitsj
which would follow if it was obliged to close. Ho must havei
taken an ex parte statement from two or three gen tlemen who1
had the strongest imaginable personal interests for keeping1
the bank's doors open for a short time longer. The result,1
as I have said, has been that an enormous osas bas accrued1
to its depositors; the result has been that a further unfor-1
tunate loss has taken place, and that the public at large
are likely to say that the Finance Minister and the
Government favored Senator Ogilvie at the expense ofc
several hundreds of unfortunate people whom they them-i
selves had misled, whom they thomeelves had deluded intoÎ
leaving their money in this bank, and in whose case great à
injury had arisen from the action of the hon. gentleman.,
Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman has not merely committed, I 
think, a grave error of judgment, ho has not merely neglec.-
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ted ordinary precautions, but ho has committed a very
serious fault indeed in refusing to proceed against Sonator
Ogilvie, againet whom ho ouglit to have proceeded-
or, if it is not the hon. gentleman's perronal affair, I
say the Government ought to have taken every legal
remedy against Senator Ogilvie and ought not to have
advanced the inequitable and, I think, unreason.
able claim against those unfortanate poople that are
concerned as depositors in the Exchange Bank. Sir, in my
judgment the whole business shows what indescribable mis-
chief results from his having departed from sound and well
established custom. Flore we have Ministers acting as if the
public money was their own, or rather as if the public money
was nobody's. Now, Sir, it is very easy, no doubt, to grow
popular by being generous with other people's money, the
hon. gentleman understands that too. I recollect very well, a
similar transaction which occured in 1879 when the Financo
Minister, sitting in that place, confessed, in answer to a
question of mine,that he-and hois the only Finance Minister
who ever did it, that I have heard of-had aided and abetted
the banks to advance money to the merchants of Canada
to enable them to anticipate the effects of his own tariff
whereby, as I explained to him ho was practically in the
position of a gentleman who was assisting to rob his own
till,-in this case the public till; and whereby many
hundreds of thousands of dollars were distributed among
a certain class of mon at the expense of the whole com-
munity. Now, Sir, this is a case somewhat similar.
The hon, gentleman has been very good to two or three
persons; he bas been very good to a number of gentlemen
who came and asked for assistance, but he did not suffici-
ently recognise the consequences which would result from
his action to many innocent persona, who I am quite sure
he never doired1 to hurt, but whom ho, in fact, desired to
aid and assist. The true position of the Finance Minister
on this as on other matters is very clear: hoeis in the
highest degree, by right of his office, the official guardian
of the public chest. lie is bound, as far as he can, to check
the lavishness of his colleagues, if by any extraordinary
accident they should be lavish in their expenditure of the
public money. . Hoeis bound to foresee danger; hoeis bound
to warn us and the Government as to future contingencies,
and hois especially bound to guard against the establishment
of dangerous precedonts from which much mischief, as in this
case, might flow. I am very sorry this should have occurred
-very sorry. The present oase is perhaps a comparatively
insignificant sample of the reeults which flow from this
lavish dealing with the public money. And yet mischief
enough las been done. I am told there are probably nearly
one thousand depositors of small amounts of money with
the Exchange Bank who, if the hon. gentleman and the
Governmont persist in their course, will lose all except a
most insignificant dividend on-their deposits. And thething
has been made much worse by the obstinacy of the Finance
Minister. If ho had only manifested a quarter as firm
resolution not to advance money as he has displayed
in insisting on and pressing the Government claim,
it would have been botter for the depositors, botter for
himself, botter for the Government and better for all of
us. I cannot truthfully say that I have any great hope
that this motion will carry. I am tolerably well aware of
the tenacity and strength of the ties which bind hon. gen-
tlemen on the other aide of the House to the present GUov-
ernment. And it is my present impression that if an angel
decended from heaven aud appeared visibly before us with
conclusive proof that the hon. gentleman opposite bas
violated every law of the Decalogue and every law on the
Statute-book, those hon. gentlemen would only see in it
another opportunity of doing as the First Minister says ho
wishes his eupporters always to do, vote for the Govern-
ment once when they are right and twice when they are
wrong,--and this is the second time; unless, peradventure,
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the angel hailed from No. 8, in which cae there is no say-
ing what the result would be. But I say that a very
considerable public benefit will, in all probability, result
f rom our action. I feel tolerably certain of thii, that this
most vicions and mischievous practice which the corres-
pondence shows to have been creeping into the management
of the banks all through this eountry, that when they
get into scrapes they come to the Finance Minister to ho
assisted, is likely to be oonsiderably checked by the two
debates which have taken place on this subject. I think in
future both the banks and the Finance Minister will taire
to heart the wise remarks of the First Minister, and
say that assistance from Governments to banks is only to be
given, as the First Minister justly said, for the purpose of
averting a universal panie in times of extreme depression ;
and then, as ho also wisely said, in concert with other and
larger banking institutions which have unusual facilities for
ascertaining the real condition of the chartered banks. I
bog to move the resolution.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I desire to say a few words in
reply to the speech made by the hon. gentleman who has
just taken bis seat. But before doing so I would state to
this Hlouse that during the eleven or twelve Sessions I have
had the honor of a seat in Parliament I have received dur-
ing that period every respect and consideration Irom all
hon. members on both sides of the House, except the hon.
gentleman who has just taken lis seat. I might call atten-
tion to two or three occasions on which, as on the present
occasion, ho las used language perhaps less parliamentary
than that which ho bas used on this occasion. On the pre-
sont occasion, in a satirical manner, ho bas been dis-
posed rather to reflect upon my honor and integrity, and
upon the honor and integrity of the gentlemen with whom
I am associated in the Government. He as on more than
one occasion, in, I think, an unparliamentary manner, I may
say in an ungentlemanly manner, referred to the construc.
tion of my sentences as being ungrammatical; and ho has
sat in his place as a critic upon the moral character and the
educational standing of members of this House. I am re-
minded by bis conduct and statements of a circumstance
that took place not long since in the south of England at a
meeting held for the purpose of discussing and considering
some important question with respect to the locality. There
were present on that occasion a country gentleman, whose
organ of self-esteem was very large indeed, and whose
organ of benevolence was as small as the other organ was
large, and who imagined that ho knew everything and that
few other people knew anything at all. At that meeting a
humble farmer was also present, and ho had the audacity to
differ in opinion with the country squire. The squire took
him to task for it, saying: You are an illiterate man, but I
have been educated in two universities. He did not say
whether ho had ever taken -a degree or not. The
farmer, looking at the coantry squire, replied: What
of that ? I had once a calf that sucked the milk
of two cows, and the more milk it sucked the greater
the calf grew. That is the spirit in which the hon. gentle-
man who has just taken bis seat treats members on this
side of the louse, whether they are educated or uneducated.
It is true 1 had not the advantage of a university educa-
tion; but I trust I have had sufficient education to enable
me to make my statements to the House in such a manner
that members eau understand thom, and I trust with
such elearnes that they are prepared to believe them.
The hon. gentleman has intimated that in the action of the

-Government, or, if he will, in the action of the Finance
Minister-though it was not the action of the Finance
Minister alone-there were party or political conaiderations
with reference to it. He says I amvery kind and consider-
ate and generous to these banking institutions, that for
political considerations I am auxious to give them certain

advantages. Sir, if he will find a parallel, during all the
time I have been Finance Minister, to the consideration
which ho himself gave when ho was Finance Minister to the
only political bank in the Dominion of Canada, I will retire
from my office. In that bank they mesmerized people by
the score; and collections were taken in it to carry the elec-
tions and help gentlemen who now sit on that side of the
House. Yes, Sir, I repeat, that if he can point to a parallel
in my career as Finance Minister, if ho can find a case equal
to that in the way of advantages given and advances made to
banks, I will retire from my position. When that very bank
came to ns three or four years ago, along with the Consoli-
dated Bank, and said : There is a feeling of distrust in the
country, in the minds of certain people who are depositors
in the bank and people who hold its paper, which is leading
and has led to a demand for gold for our notes. They said : we
are sound; we have ample assets to puy our liabilities, but if
this drain on us continues, if this demand continues, we will
have to shut our doors and there will be considerable loss to
the country; our stockholders will suffer, the business of
the country will suffer, everybody will suffer, if this run is
allowed to continue and the bank is allowed to go down.
The banks I refer to are the Consolidated and the
Ontario, and the gentleman who came from the Ontario
Bank was Sir William Howland. Now, if we had been in-
fiuenced by political considerations we might have turned to
them and said: No, we know your bank, and wo know its
political influence; we know that its political influence was
used to defeat our candidates in years past. But we did not
do that; we felt that it was in the intorests ofthe whole bank-
ing institutions of the country that we sbould at that time
prevent a run on these banks-prevent them from closing
their doors. Every man will understand the effect of a dis-
aster of that kind. The moment there is distrust with ref-
erence to one or two banks, no matter how strong they may
be, there is a general fear on the part of those having de-
posits or holding notes, and they go to the bankis and say: I
want our money. The effect of this would bo that the mana-
gers and directors would say in a day or two afterwards to
their customers : You will have to pay up in fulL They may
offer to renew for 50 per cent., but the answer will be: No,
the drain is going on; a demand for specie is made, and you
must pay. The result would have boen disastrous, and a
loss to the public generally apart from the loss sustained by
the holders of notes or stock.

Mr. CASGRAIN. And the National Policy, too.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes, the National Policy, and
that is to protect the masses of the people. There was no
political consideration in making the advance. If that bank
and its stockholders and managers had been as warm sup-
porters of the present Government as they were of hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, I have no doubt that we would have heard
of that advance when it was made, and we would have been
censured for making it on the ground that the manager and
stockholders wero political friends. The Governmont cou-
sidered the proposai; they folt it was safe, and they mado
advances of $300,000, 1 think, to each bank, and the result
was that it was soon known that the Government had given
them sufficient money to pay their demande, and the drain
was stopped. The Consolidated Bank, it is true, subse-
quently closed its business, but they paid us our moncy in
full and 5 per cent. interest, and the Ontario Bank is, 1 am
happy to say, alive and doing a good business, whereas it
would have been closed, or at loast suspended for a time,
if the Government had not stepped in to their relief,
not alone in the interests of the bank, but in the
public interest. But we heard no complainte thon; there
was no motion made by the hon. gentleman censuring
as now; no question by the hon. gentleman who has
moved in this matter to know why we did so. There
was no violation of the law ;.no violation of duty on
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our part; we were not censured in the least at that time.
Well, Sir, what happened ? Two years later the Bxchange
Bank found from circumstances that transpired-some little
distrust or something of the kind, I suppose-that there was
a pressure on them and a demand, and the people were
withdrawing their deposits and asking specie for them.
The directors came to Ottawa; I happened to be at the
time confined to my house. I said to them: This is a seri-
ous and important matter, and I cannot take the responsi-
bility on mysolf. In the first place, I will confer with my
Deputy Minister,who has the returns from the banks, and has
a more thorough knowledge of the state of the bankring insti-
tutions frorn the fact that all those returns and documents
come to his hands. I sent for him and told him exactly
the nature of the application, and asked him what he thought
about it-whether the Government could advance the money
with sufficient safety. Ie gave me his view-s on the subject.
As I was net able to leave my house, I said to him: Confer
with the leader of the Government and my colleagnes. It,
was, I think, in April, before navigation opened-before the
produce of the country was going forward ithe banks were
not in a position to draw exchange and wore unable te meet
extra demands of this kind. It strikos me that it is one of
the cases like that of the Ontario Bank, and the Con-
solidaLed Bank, in which the pnblic interest may require
somiething tho b done. If the publie interests would war-
rant us in doing it, it would be better to come te the holp of
these banks rather tha have other banks involved; because
everybody knows that when one bank comes te grief, it
creates distrust with reference to the strongest banks
in the country. I said, therefore, that if it was found to be
perfectly safo, it was desirable te avoid any such calamity
as that. I may say that my Deputy did communicate with
a person in Montreat with whom ho had the utmost confi-
dence, and the answer was that it was perfectly safe te do i t.
I may add that the communication was confidential, but I
say that if I was to give the name to the hon.. gentleman,
or to any hon. member on the other sido of the House,
he would say that ho was in a position, and should be in a
position, te be a good judge. Accordingly an arrangement
was made for :400,000-half of that sunm t first, and ano-
ther $100,000 if it was found absolutely neesiry to estry
them through. Well $100,000 was advanced, and siubse-
quently a report was made that additional claims had come
in, and another $100,000 was necessary. Subsequently
Senator Ogilvie and Mr. Buntin, I think, came here, and
put themselves in communication with myself and other
members of the Government, and in addition to the assur-
ances we had already recoived they said they were so
certain as te the position of the bank that they were
willing to give their security. They said we know all
the affairs of the bank-though it turned ont they
did not know them, because there were some won-
derfui developmnents afterwards-developments which I
think were porhaps unprecedented in Canada. But thesoe
facts were not known to the public, they had not
transpired when these communications were made by the
party in Montreal, and the result was that this stop was
taken. These parties were so satisfied that they
said: We are willing to give for this $100,000 our
personal security. The money was advanced on that un-
derstanding, but they were distinctly told that not another
dollar would be advanced beyond that. Now, it may be
that the Government were wrong. It may be possible that
there will be some loss, although I think there is not any
roason for anticipating that. But I will say this: It may
be an error of judgment ; but, I say, even if there had been
some little risk at that time in preventing what the Govern-j
ment felt would have been a disaster among the business men
of the countiy, by mon engaged in business having thoir
operations in the banks limited, it was a justi-
fication on the part of the Government oven to run a little
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risk, and save them if it were possible to do it. I quite
agraethat these things shild be done cautiously ; and I may
say heue that at that very time we had a large surplus, and
perhaps time hon. gentleman will say that it is one of the
faults, of having a great surplus that we had
money to deposit with the Exchange Bank. The
surplus was large, and the hon. gentleman opposite
would have been the first member in this House to attack
the Government if those portions of the surplus had not
been drawing interest. And what arrangement did we make
with the different banks at that time-? I will give a state-
ment of the deposita at 4 per cent. interest: Bank of Mon-
tral, $1,500,000; Coimerce, $600,000; Imporial Bank,
8i20,00; Mehants', $300,000 ; Molsons, 8140,000; Na-
tionale, 8140,000; Ontario, *200,000; Quebec, $200,000;
Union, $200,000; Standard, 50,000; St. John, $15,000;
Vile Marie, 8$26OQ0; and Nova Scotia, $100,000. These
sums, amounting te over 83,500,000, were deposited at the
time, bearing interest of 4 per cent., instead of boing left
without interest. Therefore, there would be some responsi-
bility aemmed in making these arrangements, and it was
onsidered safe when they were made. With regard to poli-
tical considerations, I seo that the leader of the Opposition
has said something about $300,000 for election purposes. I
aam glad to say that in this transaction thora were no poli-
ticaoesideaien wvhatever, and the fact of these gentle-
men supporting the Government had nothing whatever
to do with the matter. It was purely and solely done in the
public interest. The hon. gentleman might have liked to
see at that time a suspension of the banks all over the
country; perbaps ho might; it would have suited his pur-
pose probably. But thon we had *3,600,000 on deposit,
and we had not to borrow money to put into this bank. It
was just a question whether we would add to the deposit in
the Bank of Montreal without interest $200,000 or $300,000,
or deposit it at à per cent.,interest in the Bxchang. When
thoy came asking for the money, we asked 5 per cent.,
as in the case of the Consolidated Bank and the Bank of
Upper Canada. Whatever may be the result, I do not
anticipate any loss in the matter. It was done by the
Government with the best intentions, feeling our responsi-
bility, and feeling that what we did was safe, and was in
the interest of the country. This is the second time that
this question has been brought up as a vote of want of con-
fidence, but I bolieve thie lHouse has sufficient confidence
in the honesty and integrity and good intentions of this
Government to vote down a proposition which has been
brought against them as a direct vote of want of confidence.

Mr. ROLTON. I desire te add a few words to the dis-
cussion upon the resolutions now under the consideration of
this flouse. I have listened with attention to the exp'ana-
tions of the hon. Minister of Finance and I must say th t in
my humble opinion that hon. gentleman has utterly failad to
answer or teomeet satisfatorily the charges laid at his door
by the hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cart-
wright). Those charges I do not propose new repeating at
longth; but from my personal knowledge of the affai rs of
this unfortunate Exchange Bank, and upon my responsiLility
as a member of this House, I assert emphatically, that the
facts as alleged by my lon. friend from South Huron are
absolutely correct in overy particular. We on this sile of
the fouse complain of the extraordinary action of
the Minister of Finance in.advancing enormous sums from
the public treasury to an institution, which, at the time this
loan was sought, and upon the voluntary admission and state-
ments of those seeking assistance, was uin a condition of
serious diffioulty and embarrassment. We moreover com-
plain that the hon. gentleman should have done this with-
out taking the most ordinary procautions to asoertain the
extent of the risk ho was assuming, or the nature of the
investment ho proposed making on behalf of the people of
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Canada. Had ho taken such precaution, ho would, upon the
very threshold of hie enquiry, have been made aware of
many fact bearing upon the gross mismanagement-I imay~
saytrutfNllythe criminal and fraudalent mismanagement-
of this bank, which must certainly have deterred him from
plaDg any portion of the public funde in such serious
peril. He would, for example, have been informed that but
a few days before the demand was made on the Government
for these loans, his friend and supporter in this House, the
hon. Menmber for Montreal West (Mr. Gauft), had disposed
of a large lot of his shares in the stock of the concern to
the manager and cashier of the bank, who paid for those
sharfes by a draft upVn his prsonal aceodnt in the baËk,
alredy overdrawn tô an anoiunt largely in excess of
$100,4M. It would dobtilese have been hinted to him that
this same eshier and manager was living in princely
fashien, in a mansion recently erected and lnruriously
furnished at a cost to the bank of $50,000 and upwards.
Hle would have asertained that a block of 1,000 or 1,200
shares of the bank, ont of a total of 5,000 shares, had been
and was being manipulated by the manager and cashier of
the bank with some of his co-directors, very largely with
the fueds of the bank, in such a manner that an enormous
ss has àeorued te the bank, and it has since been found

well nigh impossible to establish the ownership of these
shares. He would, upon enqniry of almost any bootblack
or newsboy in the city of Montreal, have been informed
that the bank was at the time regarded with extreme suspi
cion by the commercial community of the city; and that
with the management of this precious concern the surest
passport to unlimited credit and favor that a proposing cus-
tomer could proent, was that he had neither credit nor
reputation elsewhere. And if the hon. gentleman had but
prosecuted his enquiry a little further, ho would, in al i
probability, and without incurring the risk of being con-
sidered too inquisitive, or curions, have been informed of the
fact that two accounts, standing in the names of the West
End Qommittee and the Montreal Conservative Association
respectively, were, as they now are, indebted to the bank in
the sum of $3,400 for advances made im September, 1878, to
Thomas Craig, then election agent and manager for the pre-
sent member for Montreal West (Mr. Gault), at that time
president of the bank and Conservative candidate for Mon-
treal West, for the purposes of whose election these advances
were made. In fine, he woild have discovered that, as the
result of snch fraudulent and criminal practices, as those to
which I have alladed, the bank was, at the time the loan
was made, hopelessly and irretrievably bankrupt. These
are but a few of the tacts, the corroboration of which is to
be found among the records in the Superior Court in Montreal,
which would have met the enquiry of the Finance Minister
had he but thought it wise and prudent in the interests of
the people, whose trustee ho unfortunately is, to investigate
matters a little. I mention them merely to show the
hon. gentleman the utter rottenness of the institution which
he so eagerly entrusted with large sums of public money.
There ie, however, another and in some senses perhaps a
more serious consideration, which ought to have mach weight
with members of this House, as it certainly will have with
the eountry. It was bad enough to place a large sum of
the public money in the serions peril tin which it now is;
bat, worse than that, the result of the action of the Govern-
ment in this matter has proved disastrous to all interested in
the bank and absolutely rainous to many. My statement
in this respect i fully borne out by the numerous facts
which have been brought to light during the process of the
liquidation of the banit now going on, and I have no hesita-
tion in deolaring, and I do now declare most emphatically,
that had the bank closed its doors in April, 1883) as it muest
certainly have done had the Government not come to its
reu e at that time, the creditors and shareholders
would be to-dy many times botter off than they
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now are. The former would, beyond question, have
been paid their claims in full, while the share-
holders would have saved the' amount of their double
liability, at least, and possibly have received somethig on
account of their shares. The effect of the action of the Gov-
ernment however wasto re-establish the coneYrn in the pub-
lic confidence, in a measure at lest; in the course of
the four and a-half months which intervened between the
granting of these loans and the final suspension of the
bank, large additional amounts were received on deposit,
large amounts were borrowed wherever they could
be had, and at any cost; these sums, with the ad-
vances so kindly provided by the Government, were
squandered in the wIldést and most ertravagant masnner
and many of the accounts which ultimately proved so
disastrous to the bank were fearfully augmented un
the wrong side. To-day, 'therefore, as the direct conse-
quence and immediate result of the Finance Minislr's
stupendous blund'er in bolstering up this rotten iiàttu-
tion, as and when ho did, the shareholder lose every-
thing, and will have in addition to pay to the fhll aihoýiüt
their double liability, while the creditors may consider
themselves exceedingly fôrtanate if they redeifve 50 cents
on the dollar on the amount of their claims. For these
losses, amounting to at least $1,500,000, and for alt tké un-
happy circumstances attending this unfortunate loan to the
Eachange Bank, the Finance Minister and the Gavérnment
muet and will be held responsible by the people of this
country, and they certainly ought to be condemned by this
House. I shall support the resolution of my hon. friend.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I arn veryglad to have the approval of
my hon. friend from the Province o? Quebec whenever I take
any part in the de bates of this House. They remind me of
the geese in the capitol who gave warning of the approach
of the enemy, and as they are very often rather mute when
the interosts of their Province are concerned, perhaps they
will make their voice heard in the proper time. After this
short digression 1 will come to the point. The point s this:
I understand that the Finance Minister said last Session
that no action would be taken against Mr. Ogilvie for the
reimbursement of the loan.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I did not say we would not.
The question was asked if any action had been taken. I
said no.

Mr. CASGRAIN. The question was whether action
would be taken or not, and the Finance Minister's answer
was that, in the meantime, while proceedings were going
on in the courts, no action would be taken. I desire to caul
the attention of the Government to this fact, that a judg-
ment has been rendered in the court of Montreal bywhich
the pretended privilege claimed by the Government as a
depositor is declared not to be a privileged claim, and the
Government to-day are appealing from that decision to a
higher tribunal. The consequence is that whethe• this judg-
ment be right or wrong, the public are the sufferers by this
delay on the part of the Government. The more efibet of the
appeal s that while it is going on the assets of the bank
are being eaten up ; moreover, the distribution ofithe smal
portion, about 20 per cent, which is to be distributed to the
poor depositors, wll be delayed. Mr. Ogilvie ought to be
put in the position he occupies; ho ought to be made to

ay up, and the consequence of his payiug up would be that
Mr. Ogilvie, presenting himself before the bank, would not
be regarded there as a privileged creditor in using the
name of the Crown, and ho would not be saved,
as ho is by the action of this Government to-dy,
from the debt. Ie owes the money and should be forced
to pay it. If Mr. Ogilvie be made to pay, it will
be so much money into the general fand la order
to secure some dividend to the poor sharehol4ers. On the
contrary, while this appal is going on, all the coste are
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taken from the assets of the bank to the detriment of the
depositors, and to this fact I desire to call the attention of
the House and the Governient. The hon. gentleman may
say he has great confidence in the leader of the Govern-
ment. I am not bound to share his confidence. Though
I heard the Prime Minister when he said, speaking of his
own hands: "These hands are clean," I am not of that
opinion. Ie may believe it, but he cannot force me to
believe it, because I know too much about bis antecedente.
I will say this on the floor of the House and through the
country, for I am not ashamed to say it. The hon. gentle-
man sitting on my right (Sir Richard Cartwright) bas
quoted Shakespeare. I would, if my memory serves me
right, apply another quotation from Macbeth:

" Al great Neptune's ocean will not wash this spot clean from my
hand.">1

Mr. MULOCK. It frequently happons that we have
some difflculty in getting at the fact on which we are to
pronounce. In this case, however, everything appears to
be admitted. I will not take the liberty of saying that.in
either the speech of my hon. friend the member for Huron
(Sir Richard Cartwright) or that of the Finance Minister,
matters irrelevant to the subject under debate were intro-
duced, although it did appear tome that they travelled some-
what out of the record. I take the matter as I find the facts
to justify iL. I take the question in its relation to the publie
interest, and I try to find whether the act that is com-
plained of was one which, under the circumstances, it was
in the public interest that the Govern ment should have
taken the responsibility of. Now, it will not do for the Gov-
ernment, or for the Finance Minister on this occasion to take
shelter behind any alleged ignorance of the fact, because the
Minister could have informed'himselfof both the law and the
circumstances under which this misfortune occurred, and of
the cireumstances which have been subsequently revealed, if
he had chosen to do so. The Minister of Finance resented
with some degree of warmth the accusation that the advances
were made by the Government to the Exchange Bank for
political purposes. He denied that statement, and stated
that they were made in the public interest after ho and his
colleagues had come to the conclusion that it was a safe in-
vestment to make. I accept that position. I take him on
ground on which he places himself. He, as the Finance
Minister, of all others most responsible for the financial
position of this country to-day, declares that he came to
the conclusion, from a knowledge of all the facts, that this
was an investment in the public interest and was safe. He
stated so a year ago, as well as to-day, so that I need not
cite evidence to prove the position which le takes. But he
must see that the facts with which he was familar would
not have justified a prudent man in coming to the conclusion
which he came to. This bank was incorporated by the
Parliament of Canada in 1872. When it came actively into
operation I do not know, but the next fact in order of time
is that, in 1880, the bank suspended payment. It had
an original capital of $1,000,000. In 1880, it failed.
In 1881, the bank appeared before a committee of this
House, when the Finance Minister was in his present
position, two years before the advance in question was made,
and ho, as a member of the. Committee on Banking and
Commerce in 1881, investigated the affairs of this bank.
An Act of Parliament was thon passed, reducing the
capital of the bank to 8500,000. The Finance Minister
in 1881 knew the whole affair. He knew the assets,
the liabilities, the system of management which prevailed,
and, if he did his duty as a member of the committee at that
time in advising the House to recognise the statements
presented as true statements, what did ho find out? fHe
found out all these accounts which have been complained
of. Re found out that money had been withdrawn from the;
coffers of the bank for political purposes, for the return of a
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member of his own party. He found out that the cashier
of this bank was a man absolutely unacquainted with the
banking business. Mr. Craig, I am told, was not a banker;
he had no banking experience whatever, and ho succeeded
in 1880, or thereabouts, the former cashier who had ab-
sconded. The hon. gentleman found out that the Banking
Act had been violated; that Mr. Craig, in addition to his
position as cashier, had been placed upon the board of this
bank. As a framer of Bank Acte and of the Acts amending
those Statutes, he knew that Mr. Craig was acting in an
illegal position as master and servant, and that, as managing
director, ho was set to watch himself. The president, on
the ove of this application for aid, as was stated by my hon.
friend from Chateauguay (Mr. ilolton), had seen fit to wash
his hands of the concern, had seen fit, after being president
for ton years, to withdraw from the management, to slip
out of the concern; and who was installed in bis place but
the managing director, the lat man in the world who should
have been placed there, not only from want of qualification,
but by reason of the fact that there was an Act on tho
Statute Book which Lis altogether opposed to such dual
offices. I think the country must hold the hon. gentleman
responsible as knowing the true position of affairs when ho
made the advance in question. ie must also have known-
ho says he knew-the financial position of this bank.
He says that these gentlemen came to him in April, 1883, and
applied for a loan. Why did they apply for a loan ? They
told him they were in difficulties. IIad he not therefore
notice at once that there was trouble ? Thcy told him they
feared a run, that the depositors had been withdrawing large
sums of money, but they said they were solvent. The
interested parties came befor, him and askod him to loau
not his own money but the money of the country, and he,
instead of making enquiry, took the statement of the bor-
rowers as conclusive. If he had chosen to make enquiry-he
says he did-he would have found the true state of the ban k,
he would have found that, on lst March, 1883, the lia-
bilities of the bank to the public amounted to $2,980,000-of
course liabilities amount to nothing if there are plenty of
assets to meet them-but on the asset side he would have
found that the gross amount of specie and legal tenders
immediately available to meet the liabilities was
$78,052.58. So that, if creditors to the amount of
$78,052.58 had applied for payment in gold, they would, if
they were paid, have withdrawn from the coffers of the
bank every dollar available for payment of debts of the
bank, and would have left the bank without a dollar to meet
the amount of $2,912,947.42 'due to the public. The
Finance Minister may say that I have given all the
liabilities of the bank to the public. I have. Well, I
will give him the benefit of the classification, and take the
overdue liabilities, for which the creditors could at any
moment have demanded payment. The gross liabilities

on theI st March, 1883, amounted to $2,980,000. Now,
if we take its gross liability on the 31st of March the
bank 'only had at that time, with which to meet its liability,
a sum equal to a little less than 3 cents on the dollar; or if
we give the benefit of the classification and say that the
bank could not have been called upon to pay on demand
more than 81,700,000, then I say that the available assets
at that moment would only have paid 5 cents on the whole
amount of debts immediately payable. That was a trans-
action which the Minister of Finance investigated. He saw
these bank returns, he examined every one of them before
he made this loan. He took that bank return and analysed
it thoroughly. Ho is reported in Ransard to have said
that he had the bank returns before him. Mr. Courtney
brought them to him. Ho knew ail about it, and he exam-
ined thoroughly into the affaire of the bank and pronounoed
it a safe transaction. Well, if it was a safe transaction let
me mention some of the liabilities. Amongst those liabili-
ties immediately payable was that under the head of
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circulation, $441,529, or a fraction less than half a
million dollars. There were creditors of this bank
to the extent of nearly half a million dollars who
were the firet mortgagees of every asset of the
bank. Under the Banking Act introduced by the hon.
Minister himself, the provisions of which were, no doubt,
present to his mind at that time, ho knew that this bank
had thon in circulation this sum of $441,529 which was a
first mortgage on overything the bank owned-and
yet, Mr. Speaker, ho thought the bank was in a
sound condition. Why, there was not a banker in Canada,
with the exception of the hon. Finance Minister, who be-
lieved it in a sound condition. A bank which hoesought to
prop up -nominally in the intereste of the public as ho, I
believe, honestly thought ho was doing-the bank, instead
of being one that ought to be maintained in the interests
of the public, was one that ought to have been crushed
ont in the intereets of the solvent banks of Canada. And
when ho decided that it was in the interest of Canada that
this advance should be made, what was the course open to a
prudent man under the circumstance? Should ho not have
inves'gated the condition, and not have taken the more
statements of those interested ? Yes, Mr. Speaker, hoeshould.
Why did ho not firet of all say to these gentlemen, who
appeared asking for aid : There are many of your sister in-
stitutions in Montreal who have plenty of money; I have
the bank returns before me for the 31st of March, and they
show that these banks have millions of money in their
coffers at this moment. Why not go to them, if you have so
much available security? If you have got two or three mil-
lion dollars of bills under discount, take them to the banks in
Montreal and they will give yon any amount you re-
quire, if the security is good. It is thoir business and
their interest alike to aid yon on this occasion, if you have
got the security which you say you have; and if you have
not got that security, thon yon should not come to this Gov-
ernment and ask for aid. Woll, Mr. Speaker, did ho take
that precaution ? He does not appear to have taken that
precaution. He took no precaution whatever at that stage,
that I can see, to secure the country in respect to this mat-
ter. Now, if the Finance Minister had candidly told us what
strikes me is the real fact, that ho was deceived under the
circunstances arAd that ho had made a mistake, I believe-
I will not say for the good ho has done ei the past-but I
believe from a sonse of generosity, the public of Canada
would say no more about it. But when ho pledges his
financial credit in support of that transaction I think that
his action is properly open to criticism. Well, he made the
first loan of $200,OOO, part one day and part another, and ho
was assured when ho made that loan that it was going to
restore credit and that everything would be smooth. I am
not discussing the morality of that transaction, I am not
discussing the effects on third parties, the disasters that have
fallen upon others; I am looking at the transaction simply
as one between the people of Ganada and the Govern.
ment of Canada. Well, a few days elapsed and the promise
they made to him was found to be fallacious. He
was told that this advance of $200,000 was going to put the
bank in a sound position and restore confidence, and that no
more would be wanted. In a short time, however, another
demand was made. And hore, Mr. Speaker, let me say that
I have not yet been able to observe from the Finance Min-
ister's own statement any satisfactory explanation with
reference to the security, and I would now directly draw hie
attention to this point, for i believe that it is due to the
people of Canada that ho should explain it to us. He was
offered as security for that third loan of $100,000 two per-
sons as sureties, the Hon. Mr. Ogilvie and Mr. Buntin, of
Montreal. H telle us himseolf in Parliament that thes. two
gentlemen came forward and volunteered to become securi-
ty. Now, as a trusted Minister of this country, when ho
was offered the security of the endorsement of two men for a

3711885.
loan which ho had decided to make, and which ho oontem.
plated recommending, I say, Mr. Speaker, ho had no right
to refuse to take all the personal security that was offered
to him. It has never yet been explained why the second
surety was not accepted, and I think it in due to the people
and to this House, which represents them, that we should
have that point cleared up. Well, that was the way the
security was taken. First of all, this rotten concera was
aided in this way; secondly, the country is not put in
the best position that the hon. Finance Minister coula have
put it in. Well, a fow months rolled by. The 17th of8Bop-
tember-I believe that is the date-arrives, the bank closes,
and goes down with ignominy and disgrace, a wretched
sham, alike disastrous to private and public interests. That
is the culmination of the interference of the Government in
this transaction. Now, the Minister of Finance telle us
that he did this in the public interest. Whom did he con-
sult as to the course ho should take? He himeolf had his
misgivings as to the wisdom and propriety of this course,
because when he called in the Deputy Minister of Finance
to consult with him as to whether ho should make the loan,
what question did ho put to the Deputy? He asked him:
Is this proposed aid a proper policy ? The Finance Minister
shakos his head.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I asked, is it safe ?
Mr. MULOCK. I will read from the Kansard, page 154,

7th February, 1884, what the hon. Minister said :
"I sent at once to the Depuy Minister and conferred with him upon

the subject. I asked him, is this a proper policy Y Is.it quite safe?
At least, is there any doubt about this money being repaid ?

Now, I see that the relations botween the Minister; of
Finance and hie Deputy are most extraordinary. It is the
first time, I think, we have had it publicly plaoed on reeord
that the policy of a Government in dealing with public
money should be decided by an irresponsible mani not
occupying a seat on the floor of this Honse.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That is an error. It was not
with respect to the policy, but with respect to the
security.

Mr. MULOCK. I will not press the argument further.
I will not press it because the Minister of Finance intimates
that ho bas been incorrectiy reported.

Sir LEONA.RD TILLEY. Yes, I think I was not
reported correctly. I know I did not ask him as to the
question of policy, and therefore it was not likely I would
make that statement, because the policy had been settled on
a previons occasion and it was a question of security.

Mr. MULOOK. The hon. gentleman will admit that I
am reading correctly from the Debates.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I do not doubt that.
Mr. MULOCK. The Minister of Finance did not thon,

ho alleges, take into the Government the Deputy Minister of
Finance, nor did ho ask that question. But he made the loan,
having decided that it was safe; and having made the loan,
and the bank having failed, I will ask, what was the duty of
the Minister as trustee of the public money in respect to that
transaction ? It was an overdue debt. He had collateral
security ; ho had the security of one man at least. Prom
the time of the loan to the present moment we do not hear
of any effort having been made to call on the surety to make
good his bond. Why has that apparent negligence been
permitted ? If an unwise transaction were entered upon,
that did not justify negligence afterwards in trying as far
as possible to correct the error, to restore to the public
money which has been unwisely taken from them. Prom
the beginning to the end, therefore, it appears to me that
this transaction has been characterised on the part of the
hon. gentleman by errors of judgment, mistakes and, lastof
all, by negligence. The Minister of Finance, however,
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defends his course on public grounds. His argument amounts
to this, although ho does not use so many words : Perhaps
1 have imperilled a large sum of public money. But even
if not a cent comes back to the treasury, the good
result which was achieved in averting danger is full com-
pensation to tie public for the risk or loss, as the case may
be. Let us see whether his prophecies as to the consequence
of the failure of such an institution were sound ones. He
says that when he made the loan in the month of April,
1883, ho was told by those gentlemen who came to him :
unless you make this advance there may be universal rmin,
And the Minister of Finance 'intimated that nothing would
have been more pleasant and acceptable to the hon. member
for Huron (Sir Kichard Cartwright) than universal ruin, and
in fact lhe makes out that he and his friends are no botter
than the conspirators of Catalina as regards their country.
But we do net hear so much in regard to patriotism just now;
I suppose an instalment of that will come up later. But the
Finance Minister says he ws carried away with the argu-
ments of those gentlemen, that a bank panic would take
place, that a business calamity would be the outcome unless
this advance was made. The advance was made then for two
resona. The hon. gentleman says the difficulty occurred in
April, when navigation was not open, and it was difficult for
the banks to dispose of the produce of the country and draw
bills of exchange against it. Does ho mean to say that he
deliberately postponed the evil day, knowing that it must
come sooner or later; that ho transferred it from April to
September ? Does ho claim prescience, and was he able to
foresee that it would happen in three or four months ;
or did ho do it to prevent the evil extending beyond
one banking institution; does ho say that it was
any more difficult in April for the banks to take
care of themselves than it was in September ? Does
he put it that way ? If ho does, I will not venture to place
my opinion as an authority against his opinion under those
circumstances. But, whatever it may be worth, I will ven-
ture the opinion that of all months in the year the middle
of April or May, when he saya ho concluded his arrange-
ments, is the time when the banks are strongest. That is
the time when business is closed up and the new spring
trade has not begun. The wool trade has not begun, the
produce of the former year has been marketed, the money
is back in the country and is 1ying idle in the banks. I
have not made a comparison, but I am satisfied that the
publio returns will show if yon examine them, that the
ameont of cash and of legal tenders in the country and in
the banks during the spring of the year, taking any average
year, is far larger than at any other period. Imay be wrong
ink regard to that mattr: the Finance Minister, of course,
knows exactly how that is. The only argument left to
him is, that it was desirable to lot this bank down easy.
That by this process of financing and keeping its doors open
for , certain time, and by having a gradual process of liqui-
dation going on when the end arrived the banks would be so
rpdnced that praatioaliy there would be no croditors to make
demands, and practically, therefbre, no persons to croate
akrm, trot ble and ruin. The Finance Minister asys that when
he deoidsd to go into that transaction ho felt that unless ho
did so there would be trouble not only in the bank itself
but outside of it. From what source would the trouble
come ? From the volume of creditors, from the persons
likely to be prejudiced by the suspension of the bank. What
was the state of the bank at the time? I have already
neentioned that at the time of the advance the bank owed
to Oreditors 2,980,324.24. If at that time, the Finance
Mipister tells us in se many words, the bank had been
alow.d to clQas is doors owing that sum, nothing ahort of
a WMflcial oriais would have taken place; but claims
wsr tided over until the process of liquidation hs gone on
s30 fr t whmn the b»ak's doors were elosed there were
P?'eatAlly0 creditors What w4as the change that occur
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red in the gross amount of the liabilities at the time
of the advance and at the time of the final failure respec-
tively? I flnd by the bank returns that the bank owed
when it failed on the 17th September, 1883, the sum of
$2,E68,884.64, or only $111,439.60 less than the sum it
owed at the time of the advance. The condition of the
bank was practioally the same at the time of the failure
in September, as it was at the time the advance was made
in April or May. Did the failure in September produce a
bank panic? Did it produce a single ripple except among
the unfortunate creditors ? Did it affect the stock markets ?
If theF inance Minister will examine the reports of bank
stocks as they are to be found in the Library, he will find
that the failure of the Exchange Bank in September, did not
depress the market one iota. I have examined the quotations
appearing in leading monetaryjournals published in iMontreal
and there I find that the bank stocks, the -Most sensitive of
all stocks, did not recede in the slightest degree in the city
of Montroal where this institution was best known, ut the
Lime the bank closed and immediately following it. What
therefore becomes of the prophecy about the suspension of
this bank producing trouble with other banks ? HoW is it
that the facts did not verify that prophecy? I fear that the
people of Canada will come to the conclusion that their
prophet is a false prophet, one who is good at prophesying,
but one unfortunately whose predictions are not sustained
by the logic of after events. For ail these resns I think I
am justified in saying that I concur in the conclusions ar-
rived at by theb hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard
Cartwright), as set forth in bis resolution. I listened to bis
arguments and considered the facts presenteJ by the hon.
mem ber for Chateauguay (Mr. Holton), and they lead me to
but one conclusion, and that is, that a great mistake was
made, that the transaction was not justifiable, that it was not
entered into with proper skill, that it was a breach of trust
of the public moneys, that when the advance was once made
efforts were not made to recover it, as they should have been
made-in fact, that the people's interests in this case have
not been, as they should have been, properly considered by
this Goverument and by the Finance Minister, a member of
that Government.

Mr. IVES. It is not often that the members of the
House have the opportunity and the honor of sitting in
judgment on such a distinguished body of men as the
present Administration. Our friends who oit on this aide
of the flouse have not often had the temerity to arraign
the Administration and all on the ouse to pass upon their
executive and other acts. But on the present occasion the
Administration have been arraigned, and, as we might have
expected, the arraignment has been drawn and presented
by that hon. member whom we would naturally expect to
be the boldest in making charges of this description, or any
other description. In this mnatter I address those hon.
members with whom I generally act, and as we are to sit
in judgment on the Administration, it strikes me thre
are three questions which we must consider; and I
think it wili not take us very long to consider them
and to arrive at a fair conclusion with reference to
the matter. The first question is, as to whether the Gov.
ernment, in mnaking these advanees to the Exchange Bank,
took rossonable precautions before making them; scondly,
whether they were in good faith in making the advances-
whether their intentions were laudable in so doing;
thirdly, whether they have pursued all the remedies
they ought to have pursued in the matter since -the
failure of the bank took place. Itl ie very easy to be wise
after the fact in this as in many other matters. It is not
everybody tht can look long years shead and predict a
storm, but there is a Wiggins who can do so,
and possibly there may be some one on the Opposition
side who could look through the bank returns, look into
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futurity, and know that the Exchange Bank returns were entirely blameless and are entitled to the support of this
not trustworthy, that their assets did not exist, that the House. But I will venture a prophecy, and that is, that
liabilities were understated, and that the internal manage- every Conservative member in this House will support the
ment of the bank was rotten from beginning to end. Government, and every Liberal nomber in this loume wil
Possibly there may h some hon. gentleman with that pre- vote for the resolutien;and 1 will tell you why. Lt will be
science on this side of the louse, but I undertake to say perfectly consistent with our policy te vote againet tue reso-
that the business community of Montreal, and through the lution, and 1V wili bc perfectly consistent with their polioy
townships-and I know something of their views in my for hon. gentlemen on the opposite Bide of the Bouse Vo
Province-had not lost confidence in a great degree in the support the reolution. Why? Because the policv of hn.
Exchange Bank ast the tirme the advance was made by the gentlemen oppoitei Vo do nothing; their motto is,
Government of the country. I do not. mean to say that it do nothing though the heavens fait. They believe, as Oies
was considered to be the safest bank in the Province of on the wheel, that nothing eau be doue; if a bank is in
Quebeo;I do net mean to say that business mon considered dificulty, if ther y i libely Voembe iaun on it, if there is
that its management wav the safest management in thotikely to eo a public calamity ilr the want of something
world.t had the reputation of beipg a speculative bank- bectg doe by tho Goverumont, they bolivo the at thing
of deiring to mako large dividends, but whiue I admit that, to hoidonc i for the Goverment o allviato thedifpculty
I dlaim the advantage of the btatemett I make in fivor of and preventa atastrophe. Thatwasthe policyofthe Hon.
the. Government, that the general publie thougst at that gentlemen from tirsto W ast; it i their policy, r ot only
tiwe, it was solvent and worthy of credit. That wi g the with reference oibtis, but evory other matter; but our
general impression, and 1 have no doubt that if it had net theory is, that it i possible, by exocutive as well as parkia-
beautte general impression the gentleman in Monreal d to mentary action, te easist the country and develop the
whom. application was made by the Finance Minister wouid resources of tha country. The Government have ben
have given him, on that occasion, a very different answerendeavoring in this case, by a doeposit in the Exchan eBank,
from the one ho did rtur. But itturns out that to teady the confidence of the public in the resource8 of
the affaire of the hank were considerably worse than that bank. They were carrying eut thoir legitimat. policy,
anybody expected, and as my hon. friand who last took h- and I hope their action wili resuit in ne ]os. But oven if
sat asstatedthe crash came, and the publiclknew allabout it shoud, the country lalroady many timos deolared in
it. The hongentleman toes the truth Ixactly-I presume their favor, and it will not now pronooufce agaiat tliem for
unintentionamy-when, ih e says, wen ite crathugca thatcndeavoring Vo avorta ualamity.
publie kn w ail about it. The Goverament knew ne more
about this bank tha what the returns showed; the public Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has said thtt hois
knew ail the Government knew about it. The publie were quite sure that the Conservative members wil sustain th
trusting this bank every day; they were making advancer Government and that the Liberal memhors wiil vote againse
to it, and t h diredtorsidf tht bank were s satistied that it them, and ho is quite sure of that hauso tut course it
was solvent that twe or three of hem came up her on an quito consistent with the policy f the two parties respeo-
express train Vo say that they were s confident of the safty tively. Hoe says we are the do-nothing party, whereas they
of the bank that thoy would become respousibbo for tho bast are te active party. Sir, is theor amani this fRouselto-
8100,COO advanced, On the first point, as te whether the day who, if hocf&IL himsolf quite free to nct, would net say
Government usod reasonable care in reavrd te this matter, 1 that ho was sorry on this occasion that the Goveromont
think thie Government ouglit te o excused, and that we, the had noV doue nothing?s b thore a man in this bouse t-
jury sitting on titis case, are bound te find themntt guilty on day who, if ho feit froe te, bat prcisoly as ho belloves, would
the flrst ouant. Om the second, the question of good faith, net say that hodid, asshis resolution asks us ail to do,
there eauho no question that the intention of the Crovern- regret whst the GovermenthGd done? Des the bon.
ment in making Vhisndvance was a good intention, gentleman himsell, who spo e jastneow, reJoice that they did
Some effort has beon made by the hon. member for Huron what ey did Of course thore piasense in whch ho
(Sir Richard Cartwright) te show or tet insinuate that it rejoices, because as a Conservative and a supporter of the
was imule for political reasons or on account of friendîbuess Administration, ho says hon. genlemen opposite are going
te Mr. Ogilvie. That matter has been entirely and satis- Vo vote for the Administration, and thorefore that is oneo f
factorily diasposedofby the Finance Ministr, and 1 do net the thing about which they have o make a hurrah. They
believ that there o ing aman in the rouse or eutl-Ipt who sup- have nor merely to affirm the goodcondu t and the
poses that alything bt the interest the country, gene- widom of the Govermen t, but also teglorify ", transe-
rally, actuated the Goveri nt in making ths advance. tion. The on. gentleman says the Govorument would have
And thereis eane point on which the hon. member who las been wro g if hey had don anyother hing than what
spoke thinke hovbasentreay got the Government-the they did on this occasion-that they did wbat wai just
point that thy did net use proper diligence. me ake, why right. eidoes net say what the Finanee Minister himself
have te Government sought rpaymnt of tho aean rather says, thatdo might have made a mistake. Ne; ha did not
than suen th t osurties? The hon. member for North York make a mistake; ho did the right thing, says he hon.
(Mr.e ulock) must know, as a lawyer, that if the Govert- member, whose, I won't say srbeerviency or serviity, but
ment had instituted proceeding againt thei bon. Mr. whose unswerving support in this matter ould fortify
Og ie for the rcovery of tois beau, for which ha was the caim oie nmaking for a place in ite tcouncils Hofte
uorely a surety, until they ad obtained ail tey could country. I hope ths vote andt his speech wil net be for-

get ot of a discussion df the assets of te akithey gotten when he question cores up aso who is to ho
would have been taking an entirety useleas course. 1 M inister cf Raiiways, or wito is Vo fil ite vacant shees if a
undertako eo say that under the contract of suretyship member of the proesent Cdbinet becomes Minister f oail-
Mr. Ogilvie was entitledaogte exception of discussion, ways. Wll, athogh the hon, gentlemen iay ft that it
and thet h. could net have been made to py trs amount is imprtant always te act I tink the sobersecond thougiht
under the fobligation trt was made, ntilte assetsief tise and =mnimon s sense f the people wil agree tatit is im-
bank had beediacussd. I do net prenpose to oveupy the portant sometmes Vo abstain,from action-that there are
time of the ouse any further. H t is quite apparent, occasions on which it would howiso noVo act, and that
upon thi three points wtich have bete raisGovednt-s matter uon al occasions action thf V hs description, action incur-
by tht tho. mover of tio ureolution and the otlerigentce- ring such a grave responibiity withreferen ce O Our Public
hen who are supporting it, theaytet Goverament are fsna, tf whiciht haGoverment are thO cuBtodiaa,
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not to lend them upon risky securities, not to
invest them in speculative bankp, but simply
to hold them safe and account for them to us-
action, I say, of so grave a character, should be preceded
by careful and full enquiry and investigation. It is not
simply because,as it now turns out, this money has been placed
in jeopardy, that this motion is made. It is not simply be-
cause, a few months after the third of these advances, this
bank closed its doors, that this motion is made. But it is
made because the whole circunstances of the case demon-
strate that the transaction was entered into and carried ont
by the Administration without due care and caution, with.
out a duo sense of their responsibility to the public and to
Parliament, without a proper enquiry, and without the
existence of those conditions which alone could render it
proper for them to take the responsibility they did, which
alone would justify them in asking Parliament to approve
of their action, and which conditions were stated only a few
days ago, as my hon. friend from Huron (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) pointed out, by the First Minister himself, with
reference to this very transaction. On that occasion lie
(Sir Richard Cartwright) cbarged the Finance Minister with
having donc wrong in connection with tis matter, and, as
my hon. friend from Huron said, the First Minister stated
the circumstances under which a transaction of this kind
might b entored into by a Government :

" It hae been in my experience," he says, looking back, "found requi-
site or expedient by several Governments, in times of great de-
pression-"

The first condition-
"to prevent universal rin, universal panic, to come to the help of
some of the banking institutions."

Now, let us pause. Was tis or was it not a time of great
depression ? Was the month of April, 1883, and the month
of May, 1883, a time of great depression ? Is even the hon.
member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) prepared to
aver that ? Will his fidelity to his friends and leaders
enable him to agree that that fist condition stated by the
Firsit Minister existed-that that was a period of great
depression? Will ho tell us, in the second place, that
this was doue to prevent, and that therefore ihe conse-
quence of not doing it would have been to produce,
"universal ruin, universal panie?" What! A little
bank, which the hon. gentleman himself has de-
scribed as a speculative bank, which had a few years
ago a capital of $ 1,000,000, which had lost half that capital,
which had been obhlged to come to Parliament to ask
that its capital should be reduced by 50 per cent., and which,
since that time, had been. doing business speculatively-as
the hon. gentleman tells us, and I thank him for the state-
ment-doing business on speculative principles, with its
diminished capital of half a million;-even if the condition
of tis country was not one of great depression, to use the
hon. gentleman's words, was its condition such that even if
tis speculative bank, which was so handled that it had lost
half a million dollars, lad suspended, its suspension would
have produced "universal ruin, universal panic ?" Will
my hon. friend's loyalty to bis friends and leaders induce
him to aver of the condition of things at that time,
and with reference to this bank, that its suspension in the
month of April or the month of May would ave produced
" universal rain, universal panic ?" If that be so, I want to
know if at a time of year when, as myhon. friend from North
York (Mr. Malock) has pointed ont, the business of the
country is such that the banks contract their advances
when they are necessarily relatively stronger-I do not
speak of their condition ut this particular time, because I
have not looked at it, but in the general course of business
they aie relatively stronger then than in the fall of the year,
when the cirops begin to move, and their circulation is large
and there is a general expansion-if at the time of the year

Mr, BLAMa.

when the banks are so relatively stronger, the suspenuion
of this little, speculative, and disoredited bank, with its
half million dollars capital, would have produced serious
panie and ruin, I want to know why, when it did suspend
on the 17th September, it did not croate even a ripple of
alarm in financial circles ? But it did produoe a sensation,
and the sensation was a sensation of relief. For it was well
known to tho banking community, if not to the Minister of
Finance, that the operations of that bank, for months and
months before, had been operations of an unsound, a specu-
lative, an unbusiness-like character. Now we will go on a
little more; we will deal a little more with the speeches of
the hon. gentleman. We have got the condition of things,
and he repeats it again :

" Those hon. gentlemen who have lived as long as T have will, if they
look back, fiQd that Governments have, on occasion, prevented universal
panie.''
The hon. gentleman felt that that condition of things,
which was to be avoided, had been so aptly expressed by
himself that he repeated the phrase a moment afterwards.
" prevented a universal panie." How? In what method?

" By acting in concert with strong banking institutions, in helping to
sustamn banks which were not quite so strong."
There is the second condition. Eow is it that universal
panic and universal rain, or, not to adopt these strong ex-
pressions, serious difficulty and disaster and embarrass-
ment, may ensue under certain circumstances from a bank
failure? And what institutions are first and most likely to
be affected ? The Finance Minister has answered that this
afternoon. We all know the answer. It is by the loss of
credit and the general effect, even upon soundand safe
banks, of one banking concern, from mismanagement or
misfortune, going down. That is the difflulty; the
Finance Minister pointed out. The First Minister, on the
occasion to which I referred, recognised it, for -ho said :

"In concert with leading banks, to help banks tbat are not so strong.'
Who, then, have the chiefest and most immediate interest
in preventing the suspension of any bank which is solvent,
wbich possesses as yet the elements of vitality andstability ?
The banking institutions, its brothers. The other banking
institutions of the country are those who, by the admission
of both hon. gentlemen, will suffer most, and it is from the
action and reaction upon them that the difficulty is to come,
and therefore it was that the First Minister was perfectly
correct when ho stated the second condition, the condition
of helping a corporation to be, that the Government would
act in concert with the leading banks.

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

After Recess.
Mr. BLAKE. I was calling your attention to the con.

ditions the First Minister had laid down. One of these
conditions was the action of the Government shoald be
action in concert, with strong banking institutions, to help
the bank which might not be quite so atrong. I had
pointed out the fact that the banks were, of all the institu-
tions and persons in the country, those most iiterested and
most likely to be immediately affected. That was the con-
dition which the hon. gentleman stated as what was not
only natural and reasonable, but also likely; and that con-
dition being stated, I want to apply it. Which is the
bank-which are the banks-with whomi the Government
were concerting measures to assist .the Exchange Bank on
this occasion ? Where are the banking inititutions with
which the First Minister and his colleagues consulted, and
which they found anxions to assist the Government in thoir
policy as to the Exchange Bank ? Where are the other
institutions in whose name, in whose interest, ho said le
was acting, and who felt it was the common interest of the
Governmont, and themselves, that action should be taken,
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and who showed their faith by their works? What were the
relations of the Exchange Bank to the other banking institu-
tions oftthe country at this time ? I asked an hon. friend to
look at the Gazette returns of this epoch, and from them
it appears that at the time of the loan the Exchange
Bank was actually a creditor of the other baiks to the
extent of $10,000. That was the extent to which the banks
on their operation, thoir ordinary cash operations, I pre-
sume, had allowed the Exchange Bank to take their paper,
and se far from there being assistance rendered at that time
or assistance proposed, so far as we know-we have heard
something more to-day than wo heard last year from the
Finance Minister-but even to-day, with the amplified
statement ho has given us, we have no suggestion whatevor
that the condition, the reasonable, proper, and just condition
which the First Minister announoed, namely, that of acting
in concert with leading banking institutions, was applied or
attempted to be applied on this occasion. "By acting in
concert with the other banks," the First Minister says, but
the other banks would not and did not assist, they did not or
would not act in concert with the Government, because they
thought the methods of the Exchange Bank were unsound
and that the bank itself was rotten. Compare the case
of the Federal Bank with that of the bank 'which is
before us just now. Look at what was done in the
case of the Federal Bank. You find that they called
the other banks into council; you find that they asked
representatives of other banks to form a committee; you
find that the latter did so, that they took up the a&"irs of
the Federal Bank, and investigated them, and made arrange-
ments whereby they might, acting in concert and upon
proper terms, advance certain sums to assist the bank. That
was the course taken thon, and that is the course that as
been taken, more or less formally, on other occasions. But
on this occasion we did not hear of it. Of what bank did
the Government make any enquiry? Did they ask of Mr.
Greene? of Mr. Ogilvie? of Mr. Buntin? Didthey say
to them, which of your sister ban ks are helping ? what
are your relations with the Bank of Montreal, with which
you keep your cash account? what are your relations with
the other banks ? have you askod them for assistance ? have
they refused you assistance ? and, if they have refused you
assistance, why ? And if you did not ask them, why did
you not ask them? These are the first questions that would
be put, that ought to be put, that must have been put by
the Government, if they did their duty, before they made a
loan of this description and this amount to a bank with this
amount of capital. Yet, upon that subject, we find nothing.
We hear for the first time of some confidential enquiry hav-
ing been made from some other unnamed individual in
Miontreal, to whom the Finance Minister gives a repu-
tation which, I dare say, he deserves, but of which we
have no means of judging. But these are the
enquiries and these are the sources, the quarters
of enquiry which ought to have been resorted to.
Why, Sir, this is, ne doubt, as the First Minister put it, a
very grave affair. It is, as the Minister of Finance put it, a
very grave affair. I do the Minister of Finance no injustice
whatever when I say that Ministers more able, more power-
fui, more experienced than himself, have leftAdministrations
before now because they found the Cabinet would not agree
with them in transactions of this kind. Sir Alexander Galt,
the Finance Minister in the first Cabinet of Confederation,
left the Government because his views in regard to a loan to
the Commercial Bank were not shared by his colleagues,
and he would not agree in the views of his colleagues, and
they declined, and I believe rightly declined, to advance
money to the Commercial Bank. So that bank was per-
mitted to go under, and in consequence the Finance Minister
was lost to the day. Nor is that
the only case in which applications have been refused.
What about the Ville Marie Bank, a few years ago ?

What about the Jacques Cartier Bank, a few years
ago ? What happened to them ? What applications
were made? What answer did they receive? I am
not blaming the Government, for I have not the ma-
teriais for praise or blame in reference to these applications,
but I have reason to boliove they wero approached, and
that those approaches were not favorably received. I think
I have shown you that the second set of conditions that the
First Minister has declared to be essential have not been
complied with, that this was not an act of the Government,
after consultation and in concert with the leading banks of
tho country, upon a common course of poliey agreed to 1y
them in a risk and in a course of action in which they were
making common cause and taking a common part. After
stating t bat condition, the First Minister returned to the
occasion, ho returnod to the gravity of the case, andlwent
on to say:

'-That," that is to say, "that Governments have, on occauioni,1.re-
vented universal panic by acting in concert with strong bankiug insti-
tutions, in helping to sustain banks which were not quite as strong."
" That has happened and will happen everywhere. It has happened in
England, where Governments have come to the rescue of the Bank of
England, in times of panie, to prevent a run on the bank."

We all know how the Government have assisted the
Bank of England, not by depositing their money there, for
all their money is there already, but by allowing the bank
to issue notes in excoss of their chartered power, with
reference to the specie held by them:

"IEvery Government must, of course, act on its own responsibility to
the best of its judgment, in coming promptly to the protection of the
commercial and financial world, and the people generally. If they make
mistakes, they are liable to animadversion."

I call the attention of the hon. gentleman, the member
for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) to this point-" If they
make mistakes, they are liable to animadversion." But ho
says they are not liable to animadversion.

Mr. IVES. I say they did not make a mistake.
Mr. BLAKE. I was going on to say that, as they were

not liable to animadversion, they could not, according to
the hon. gentleman's view, have made a mistake. I say
they have made a mistake, and I think the hon. gentleman
is the only member in this House, who does not in his
heart think they made a mistake on this occasion.

" If they make mistakes they are liable to animadversion, but ne Gov-
ernment ought to deprive itself of the power of asiuming that position
in times."'

And hero we recur to the state of the circumstances. In
what kind of times ? In that kind of times which we have
eajjoyed since hon. gentlemen opposite resumed power in
1878 ? No-

" lu times of great depression, great commercial distress and panic."

And there the hon. gentleman leaves the subject, and thore
for the time I leave him. If you read his statement from
the beginning to the end, yon will see that ho lays down
the conditions that it is "to prevent universal rain, univer-
sal panic," that it is to be "by acting in concert with strong
banking institutions" and in conclusion, that the power must
be reserved to the Governmont to act in times of great de-
pression, great commercial distress and panic." You find a
condition of things described which, according to the descrip-
tion which we daily and nightly receive from those benches,
could not have existed in April, 1883, or in May, 1883, or even
in November, 1883. This description of the condition of
affaira, and, thereforo, of the consequences of the failure of
the Exchange Bank at the time of this loan, was not the
statement only of the Firat Minister-it was, probably, not
rashly made-it was the statement of the Finance Minister,
last Session, when dealing with the question. In the first
place, he gave us the account of the intending borrower.
Mr. Greene, one of the directors of the bank, called on him
on the 10th or 11ith of April, and saw him at his house,
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and the hon. gentleman acceptod the statement of Mr.
Greene, apparently in good faith, apparently as if thero could
not be any doubt about Mr. Greene's judgment, apparently
as if it was conclusive as to the general situation and not
merely as to the situation of the bank. What did he say ?

"He stated," said the Finance Minister, ""lthat, owing to one or two
circunistances that had taken place in Montreal, there was some dis-
trust on the part of the depositors and noteholders,with reference to the
condition of the bank; that it was expected there would be a run made
upon the bank that day, and probably the next day, and he came up
here to see if some arrangement could not be made with the Govern-
ment by which their position would be strengthened, and by which the
run would be prevented."

So much with reference te Mr. Greene's statement about his
own bank and his own conduct. Now, he goes on, and
enlightens the Finance Minister as to the consequences
generally:

" He alseo stated that the run might reach half a dozen institutions of
the same kind in the city of M yntreal and in the Dominion of Canada,
by which the public interests would be imperilled, by which the free
trade, commerce and business of the country would be imperilled."

Mr. Greene, the director of this small bank, who had
so mismanaged ils affairs that he had to come to the Govern-
ment and ask for relief, in order to provent a run and to
prevent the closing of its doorse; Mr. Greene, who had tailed
to conduct successfully the bank, informs the Finance
Minister, instructs, enlightens the Finance Minister of the
Dominion of Canada, as to the probable consequences of that
bank's doors being closed. He tells the Minister, and the
Minister seems to have swallowed it as if' it were gospel,
"that the run might reach half a dozen other institutions o
the same kind in the city of Montreal and in the Dominion
of Canada," and that by that, "the public interests would
be imperilled, and the trade, commerce and business
of the country wonld he imperilled 1" If I bad been
asked to say whether Mr. Greene, the well-known failure as
a banker, whose experience as the director of a bank had
been with the Exchange Bank, or the Finance Minister of
the Dominion of Canada, who had undertaken the some-
what onerous task of regulating the trade and commerce
and manufactures of this country, who had undertaken
the somewhat onerous task of making all things pros-
perous by legislation-which of the two should instruet
or enlighten the other upon the consequences of the
Exchange Bank closing its doors, I should have thought
that tho Finance Ministor would say to Mr. Greene:
"I am a better judge of that than you are; I have
had a wider experience of the effects of runs on banks
than you can possibly have had; it is my business to act
upon the information 1 may receive ; it is your business to
inform me as to the condition of your bank; that is your
affair, but I beg you not to inform me, seeing the way in
which you have conducted your business, seeing that there
is a crisis impending in regard to your bank, whether
or not this run will affect other institutions. You
have managed to get your own nest fouled, do not foui
the nests of others; I keep my eyes open and I know some-
thing about the position of other banks." No, Mr. Speaker,
he seeme not only to have received the statement of Mr.
Greene as to his own bank, but aliso his statement as to other
banks. I wish we knew what they were. I wish we
knew which were the six other banks which were to close
their doors if the Exchange Bank closed its doors. However,
the Minister thought it was true. "Well," he says, "I
muet leave it to the Government." Then he despatched his
Deputy to his oolleagnes, and of course I hold that,while in
this transaction the hon. gentleman, as Minister of Finance,
ha a somewhat special responsibility, under the exceptional
circumstances and in his condition at the time, it would be
unfair, unjust and ungenerous to hold that he has any very
special responsibility, because he happened to be iii. lie
afirmed a general opinion, and had to hand over the details
to the Government generally, his colleagues i that is the
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position as he states it, he sends his deputy to hie colleogues,
and what is the message he sends ?

" And you may say to the leader of the Government, and to my col-
leagues, that if they think it is in the interests of the banks of the
country, in the public interest, and in the interest of the commerce and
trade of the country, that this assistance should be given, they have My
support with reference to it."

There is his message. Well, now, would it not have been a
good thing to find out from the banks what they thought
about it ? Would it not have been a good thing, if it was
to be in the interest of the other banks, to find eut whether
they were lending a hand ? But the Government had
determined this without having acquired that knowledge.
Once again he says:

" When thia advance was made to the Exchange Bank1 it was feit, on
the part of the Government, thatit worId sustain the institution and
carry it through and prevent a crisis, and relieve the pressure on other
banks in the Dominion; for we all know how sensitive public opiion is."

Then, Sir, he goes further, and he makes a statement of a
very grave character. You find him, in the passage I have
just referred to, declaring that it was to prevent a crisis, to
carry the institution through, and to relieve the pressure
on other banks-and once again, without having consulted
the other banks at all. A little lower down he says:

" But [ say that when you touch one of these -banks, we know how
sensitive all the other banks in matters of this kind are. I think, how-
ever, that the House and the country will sustain the Government
when, under such extreme circumstances, and for the purpose of pre-
venting a run on the bank, we took this step; because we allknow, by
looking at the returus, that if to-day two-thirds of the banks in the
Dominion were suddenly called upon to redeem their circulation, where
those banks would be, and where the bausiness of the country would
be. Under these circumstance, we feit that we were perfectly justified
-feeling, at the sarne time, that we were safe in doing so- in endeavoring
to save the country from the consequences which would follow the
breaking down, it might be of two, or three, or four, or five, of the
banks."

Now, Sir, this is a statement, the gravity of which can.
not be over-estimated. You find a statement of the Finance
Minister, that the breaking down of a small bank like the
Exchange Bank would have resulted in a general panic,
and in the breaking down of two, or threo, or four, or five, of
the banks, and you find him suggesting as a practical question
" that we know if, two-thirds of the banks were suddenly
called on to redeem their circulation, where those banks
would be." I suppose the hon, gentleman was
making a mere technical statement of what the effect would
be if every dollar of circulation came suddenly in on the
banks; but if he was, he ought to have said so. He was not
speaking, we know, with reference to banks in a fair con-
dition, but he was making a practical statement as to the
practical results. In saying what he did, he was inflicting
a much greater blow upon the stability of the banking
institutions of this country than the failure of the Exchaxige
Bank could do. He was euggesting what the consequences
would be of a call upon two-thirds of the banks of the country
for the redemption of all their circulation, and pointing out
that they would have to close their doors. That was the
practical statement of the hon. gentleman. Now, Sir,
if that were so-and you will find other banks adverted
to throughout this discussion, by the First Minister,
and by the Minister of Finance as well-if it were
so that the banks were so deeply interested in this, once
again I ask, why were they not taken into counsel? Why
was it not aecertained what their views were upon it? Why
was not some concert, such as the First Minister sug-
gests as proper and reasonable and the essentiai condition,
engaged in on this occasion ? None such was engaged in,
and $10,00 was loaned on the 12th of April. Oh!1 but I
forgot; I ought to have placed to the credit of the hon.
Minister that he secured ô per cent. for it; he secured an
extra rate of interest for it. He was so cautions that he
was not going to incur risks without a reward. Yoit do
not find him loaning money to a speculative, shaky ba9kk
Oh! no; he takes 5 per cent. ashise security aganist riéil.
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He thinks: Wel, I am loaning ai certain sum, and there is
a certain amount of risk, but I am going to make a profit
out of it; why, I arm going to make 1 per cent. more than
I am making in the other banks, and this is myjustification,
or part of it. We ind him taking, as a careful husband-
manu, some extra rate of interest, and this is an acknow-
ledgment of the risk of the operation. We find it acknow-
ledged on the 13th by Mr. Craig, the ex-president, when he
says:

" Things are much quieter, and I think the worst is over, though we
may be troubled for a few days yet."

Thon, following on the 16th, they tolegraphed for another
0100,000, and Mr. Craig, writing the same day, says:

"I think this will be al that we shall require, because there is a per-
ceptible falling off in the demand."

Well, 8100,000 is sent on. In the meantime Mr. Ogilvie
must have been up at Ottawa and must have seon the
officials, because it is sent on in another way. The first
$100,000 was sent through the Bank of Montroal, but we
find, on the 17th, that a cheque for $100,000 was sent on the
City and District Savings Bank. "Mr. Ogilvie told mo "
says the Deputy Minister, "that you proforred paym-ent in
this manner." They preferred to get the monoy through
the City and District rather than through the Bank of Mon-
treal. I suppose they did not want the Bank of Montreal to
know that they were getting another $100,000 from the
Government, but for some reason or other, iustead of there
being concerted action, co-operation, on the part of these
other banks so deeply interested, and whose stability was
being sustained by the Administration, there appears to have
been a desire to conceal the transaction that was going on,
hy taking the second $100,000 through anothor bank. Well
then, Mr. Craig says, on the 19th:

1" The demand has about ceased. I do not think I shall require any
more. If arything turns up 1 shall let you know."

ILt was not very long before something turned up. That
was on the 18th, and on the 21st ho wrote again:

"I find I shall reguire another surn of $100,000 to place me in an in-
dependent position.'

Well, now, what was to be done ? The hon. gentleman had
given him $200,000 about the middlo cf the month. Mr.
Craig says:

" I have paid $356,000 in deposits since the first of the month, and
have notices of withdrawal of $60,000 more, besides a reduction in cir-
culation of $45,000."

There yon get $461,000 paid, or immediately payable, as
against the first $200,000. The position is worse by
$260,000. Now, where has the money gone? We find
hore some of the concert, of the action, of the understand-
ing, of the feeling, of the larger banks. "Most of the money
has gone into the Bank of Montreal-at least, two-thirds of
it," says Mr. Craig. So the Bank of Montreal was receiving
the money that the Government was paying in. The
amounts were going out, and instead of the Bank of Mon-
treal assisting to strengthen this institution-and I am not
blaming the Bank of Montreal, because they had no under-
standing with the Government; the Government did not
talk with them, and the Exchange Bank did not talk with
them, I suppose-but the Government was paying money
which was passing into the hands of their own bankers,
the Bank of ontreal. Mr. Craig ges on to say:

" The drain on ordinary deposits bas, stopped, but I must meet the
deposits of which I bave received notice; therefore, I shall have to treo-
pans on your kinduess once more. The knowledge that the Govern-
ment were assisting me as had a wonderful effact in quieting matters.
I am reducing, as at as eau, but when yen have been so good-

Re always was a good man-
"Ibut whon you have been so good, I do net want te fairce my eue-j
toýMera fto a crner, but al who can pay I ar colecting from; I take
the liberty of sendimg yon in advance the third deposit receipt."

Now, there you see, Sir, what with the knowledge that the
Government were assisting him had done for the gentle-
man. It "had a wonderful effect in quieting things."
However, the Governmont declined this demand for the
other hundred thousand, the demand made on the 21st.
And thon it would seem that about the 10th or l1th of
May, Mr. Buntin and Mr. Ogilvie came up to Ottawa, and
the account of that is found in the First Minister's speech:

" Its representative came to myseif personally-Senator Ogilvie, who
was a director of the bank-aud Mr. Buntin, I think, came with him.
They said they knew all about the bank, because they were directors-
I am sorry to say they did not know all about it, aud I mention this as
evidencing that they thought they knew all about it-and they
were prepared to give their personal security for $100,00, over anl
above the security we had under the position we would occupy as hav-
ing a claim on all assets under the double liability, which amonnt they
said would carry the bank successfully througb. Those gentlemen
spoke in the most confident terms respecting the bank, and offered, as I
have said, to give their personal secnrity for $100,Oo3.

That was the statement. They ovor-persuaded the hon.
gentleman. The Government had refused, on 21st April ;
matters had gone on from that date to 10th or 11th May.
Then bis friends, Mr. Ogilvie and Mr. Buntin, came up and
over-persiaded him. There was ne fiurther enquiry, no
further ascertaining as to how the other baiks wore assist-
ing, no question as to coneerted action, nothing about that;
but tho statement of Mr. Ogilvie and Mr. Buntin was
accepted, and the loan was made. Was it made with the
offered security? Mr. Ogilvie and Mr. Buntin both offered
security. but the Finance Ministor took Mr. Ogilvie alone
and lot Mr. Buntin go. No explanation has been given up
to this time. I have heard rumors as to what the reason
was, but I will not state them. It is the business of the
hon. gentleman to inform us how it was that whon
ho had tho offer of those two gentlemen of means to
givo security, ho too. hIe socurity of only ano;
how it was that he acepted half the socurity
on which ho agreed to make the loan, so far as perIonal se-
curity went. I will not relate tho story I hoard, but it is
for the hon. gentleman to make the explanation. The hon.
gentleman said this was not a political bank and this was
not a political transaction, and ho fortified himself by re-
ferring to advances which had been made to the Ontario
Bank and to the Consolidated Bank. And ho doclared that
the Ontario Bank was a political bank. I dony the state-
ment. The Ontario Bank was not thon, and never has
boen, a political bank. It never was a political bank, and
at the period to which the lon. gentleman refers, even the
gentleman to whom ho alluded obviously by other rofer-
onces, inaccurate as they were, as being the reason why
the bank was political, had ceased to be its president, and
its president was Sir William P. Howland. Among its di-
rectors was no less a political friend of hon. gentlemen
opposite than Col. Gzowski, a personal friend of all who
know him, and a well-known and consistent Conservative,
and a supporter and personal friend of the hon. gentleman
at theo head of the Government. And yet the hon. gentle-
man said, in bis closing remarks, that the Ontarig Bank was
a political bank, a Grit political bank, and ho showed bis
liberality and broad feeling by saying it was a
Grit political bank in which Col. Gzowski, a
Conservative, was a director, and in which other Conserva-
tives were directors, and in which as many shareholders were
Conservatives as Reformers. If you talk about political
banks, I ask what is the complexion of a bank in which
Mr. Gault, the present member for Montreal West, was presi-
dent, and of which at the time 3r. Balmer, Mr. Greene, Mr.
Ogilvie, Mr. Craig and Mr. Bntin, all of Montreal, formed
the directors? We know their polities; we know they are
all supporters of the Government. They were not merely
the directors, the moving power of the bank, but they also
held one-half or more than one-half of the whole capital
stock. So if yon want an instance of a political bank, give
me the Exchange Bank ; and if yon want to show me what
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the consequences of a bank being a political bank are, read
me the history of the Exchange Bank. The hon. gentle
man can strike no heavier blow at the banking institutions
of the country than to declare they are political banks. It
is upon no such principle that those institutions can be
safely conducted. I deny the statement, so far as I know,
as regards any one of our existing institutions. Well, thon
the hon. gentleman says, What did you do ? You made
loans to the same amount: $300,000 to the Ontario Bank
and $300,000 to the Consolidated Bank, and he contrasts
those $300,000 loans with the $300,000 Ioan to the Exchange
Bank. What was the capital of the Ontario Bank ?
$3,000,000. What was the capital of the Consolidated
bank ? 82,000,000. A loan of $300,000 would beuone tenth
of the capital of the Ontario Bank, and one-tenth of the
capital of the Consolidated. It would leave, in the case of
the Ontario Bank, $2,700,000 of capital, apart altogether
from the double liability. If you were to loan in the same
proportion to the Ontario Bank, as you loaned to the
Exchange Bank, as regards capital, yon would loan the
former $1,800,000. If you were to loan in the same propor-
tion to the Consolidated the amount would reach $1,200,000.
And yet the hon. gentleman talks of those compara-
tively small loans, having regard to the capital of those
institutions in question, as bearing a comparison with an
advance of three-fifths of the capital of a bank, which was
the case when a loan of $300,000 was made to a bank with
a capital of $500,000. The same proportion as was loaned
to the Consolidated and the Ontario Banks would have
given $50,000 or $70,000 in the case of the Exchange Bank;
but, instoad of the Finance Minister loaning it $50,000 or
$70,000, ho loaned it $300,000, or four times as much as the
larger of those two sums. As to the general position
of the banks in April, as compared with Septem-
ber, I find by the bank returns there were, in
April, $33,000,000 notes in circulation, and total liabili-
ties, 8146,000,000; September, $34,000,000 notes in
circulation, total liabilities, $156,000,000. But I do
not consider that is of very much consequence. Why?
Becanse I do not consider the hon. gentleman intended that
the bank should fail in September. Ido not understand the
hon. gentleman's defence to be, that this was a bank which
ho knew was about to go down, and that by making,
advances he would be able to keep it afloat until some day
when its faiture would do less harm; and, therefore, it was
not, I take it, with reference to such a contingency that the
hon. gentleman acted. He was acting not to postpone an
inevitable fall, but to prevent a fall which he thought could
be avoided and the bank brought through. Now what
happened? The president tells us. He says that the
knowledge that the Government was assisting us had a
wonderful effect. The public were made quiet. The de-
mands on deposits ceasedto a large extent; stock changed
hands; depositors lot their money romain in the bank, and
some put thoir money in the bank; the shareholders
changed. The double liability of many shareholders at
that time, including the double liability of the member for
Montreal West, for the shares which ho had sold as the
late president-his double liability, which continued for a
period of three months from the time of the transfer, was
wiped out by the bank being earried on, and somebody
else-Mr. Craig, who ran away and is an absconding
criminal, was the party whose double liability
was secured to the public and the Governmont
in lieu of that of th~ hon. momber for Montroal
West. Why did the knowledge that the Govern-
ment was assisting the bank do good, as the president says
it did? Why did it do that which the Finance Minister
says ho thought it would do ? It inspired confidence. Why ?
It inspired confidence because the people said it cannot b
that the Government of the country, having the funds of
the country in its hands and authorised and instructed to
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1 deposit them safely in banks and keep them for the people,
- would deposit their funds in a breaking bank. But if they

have done so we may well feel confidence. They would not
risk the public moneys; they would not risk our moneys,
and knowing that they put it in there, they hung out a flag

, to us; they said: there is no risk for you; and that is the
, reason that public confidence was restored to a certain ex-

tont, and that to a certain extent the drain ceased and the
bank was kept along. But they were deceived. The people
were deceived by the action of the Government. The bank
was thon an absolutely broken bank, and if any reasonable
enquiry had been thon made it would have been found by

1 the Administration to have been an absolutely broken bank.
It was obviously and palpably a broken bank. A change did
take place in these few months, but it was a change for the
worse. The condition of the bank got worse day by day,
week by week, month by montb. Very soon the Govern-
ment itself bocame alarmed; they called for the money ;
they took $50,000 ; they called for another $50,000 ; they
had piteous roquosts for delays; they agreed to take it by
$5,000 at a time, and then by $10,000 every three days, and
then a portion of that for which they called was overtaken
by the common ruin of the 17th of September. Then we
hear that those interested in these concerns were surprised.
It is not so. The hon. member for Richmoncd and Wolfe
(Mr. Ives) acknowledged that in banking circles there was
diEtrust of that bank at this time. The general public, ho
said, had some degree of confidence. Quite so, because the
general public did not know much about it. But it was not
from the general public that the Government were to take
counsel ; it was not the knowledge of the general public
that they were to use; it was not that degree of knowledge
which was derivable from bank returns, though these, if
properly looked at, might have given an indication ot
unhealthy expansion. It was the other institutions, who
knew the mode in which this bank was conducting business,
who could have given information to the Government. What
was said on the 18th of September by the Montreal corres-
pondent of the Toronto Mai, with roference to the Exchange
IBank. I will read this for two purposes-to show tho
opinion of the banking community, and to show what was
the consequence of the failure of the bank:

"It is a gratifying feature of the sound ness of trade and commerce in
this great city to report that the failure of one of our banks, doing an
extensive business, hasp assed over without the least excitement, or the
bringing down of a single firm that was leaning upon it for support, as
many have been doing. It would not have surprised certain croakers if
many disasters had occurred under the circumstances. Although many
of the'elients of the defunet institution must sufrer inconvenience, yet
every consideration is being extended by theother banks to those who
are so suddenly deprived of the accommodation they were receiving. It
is a fact that public confidence in our financial institutions bas not been
weakened in the least, but rather strengthened, by the collapse of the
doomed bank."

Now, why ? Why had public confidence in our other insti-
tutions not been weakened in the least, but rather strength-
ened, by the failure of the doomed bank? Here it is:

"In banking circles the air has been purified by the suspension, for
the unfortunate institution has been considered by leading bankers an
evil in their midst..

There is what the leading bankers, in concert with whom
the hon. gentleman was acting, thought about it. Leading
bankers thought it an evil in their midst, and their banks
were strengthened by its going down:

I This has been sufficiently demonstrated by the high rate of interest
which it is proved the bank has been giving to depositors, who took
their money out of other banks, where they had ample security, to place
it where the absolute needs of the infirm concern had made its manage-
ment promise a much larger rate. I am informed by the president of a
local bank that a capitalist who had $30,000 deposited at 4j per cent.
was induced, shortly before the failure, to remove it to the Exchange to
get 6 per cent. Had the management been taking the conservative
course of reducing.loans whilst temporarily paying a high rate of inter-
est, their policy might have been justified ; but on the contrary, the
inflation was going on as brisk as ever. This kind of busmess could
only have one resdit, and intelligent brokers anticipated what was
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inevitable, and took advantage of the opening to make little fortunes at
a stroke by selling short."

This is from the Toronto Mail. I read it, because I like to
convict my adversary out of his own mouth. But I quote
from another organ ; I read from the Montreal Gazette-its
leading editorial article of the 18th of September:

" The announcement cf the suspension of the Exchange Bank created
not the slightest distrust or uneasiness in business circles yesterday."

Collapse 1 Panic !Ruin! iDistress!
" The cause of this suspension was so manifest from the statement of

the affairs of the institution-too extended a business for the cash reserve
carried-and so remote from any disturbance in the general condition of
trade, that an entire absence of alarm was shown from the first inception
of the news."

There you see, Sir, what even a newspaper knew about it.
They saw, from the sources of information open to the
ordinary public, from the general state of affairs, that there
was, as my hon. friend from North York (Mr. Mulock)
said, too extended a business for the cash reserve carried.
Then the article goes on to say-though I am afraid he
is not very accurate, judged by the result:

''Then the standing of the directors, their large interests in the con-
cern, and the great surplus of assets held, at once relieved the anxiety
of note holders and depositors, who will, at the most, suffer only a little
inconvenience, or a loss of interest, if they prefer to cash their claims at
once. No mercantile embarrassment has occured from the suspension,
and none of consequence is anticipated, as customers enjoying credit
will easily be able to transfer their accounts. It may be added, that
notes faling due in the bank yesterday were very promptly met."

Now it will ho interesting to know-what the Govern-
ment did not choose to find out, when making the loans, and
in the course of their action in concert with leading bank.
ers-what the leading bankers thought, and this convenient
article goes on to tell us:

" As showing how unconcernedly the news of the suspension has
been received, and how unconnected it is with the condition of the
trade of the country, we quote the following opinions of eminent
bankers :-

" Mr. Smithers, general manager of the Bank of Montreal, in auswer
to questions stated: '1 do not regard the suspension of the Exchange
Bank as in any case or way an indication of general weakaess in trade
or commerce. It is not likely to cause much trouble. I has been looked
for, and has, to a great extent, been prepared for, or in other words, its
effects have been discounted.'

At whose expense ?
" Mr. Penfold, manager of the Montreat branch of the Bank of British

North America, 'stated that the suspension was no indication whatever
of any general weakness of trade. The Exchange Bank stood absolutely
alone with regard to its position and its business. It is not likely to
cause any general trouble.'

" Mr. J. Wolferstan Thomas, Manager cf the Molson's Bank, stated:
'that the suspension was r ot the slightest indication of any general
weakness in trade. It was not likely to cause trouble. No people
who had good assets to show will have any trouble to get all the accom-
modation they require.'"

The article goes on:
'' The stock market was quite firm yesterday, indicating that the sus-

pension was not regarded as any index of the real state of trade, and
that no difficulties are expected to arise out of it."

Now, Sir, I dare say the hon. gentleman will take credit for
all that-will claim that he did it all with his little
8300,000. NOt at all, Sir. What ho did was to make the
position very much worse, for everybody, than it was in the
month of April. In the meantime the banks had, to some ex-
tent, intervened on business principles. The Exchange Bank
had offered them the cream of its notes. They had taken the
cream of its gilt-edged notes secured by bonds-taken them
secured by the collaterals of four or five of the directors.
They made themselves perfectly safe, as far as they were
concerned, and of course they did not improve the condi-
tion of the bank, which was literally stripped of everything
worth having before its doors were closed ; and these opera.
tions were assisted and forwarded by the action of the
Governmont. Now, Sir, I fully expect that we shall not
hear from the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr.
lves) only on this occasion. I suggest to the hon. member

for Cardwell (Mr. White) that this is a fit occasion for him
to speak. It won't do for the hon. member for Richmond
and Wolfe to stand up as the sole defender of the Govern-
ment on this occasion, and I am afraid it will interfere with
the chances of the hon. member for Cardwell if ho doos
not also step into the breach. Representing as he does an
Upper Canada constituency, residing as ho doos in the City
of Montreal, having as ho bas a distant connection with the
eminent journal to which I have referred, and having cor-
tain expectations, as wo know ho has, I have no doubt we
shall hear from him, and in the way a Conservative ought
to speak under these circunstances, a thorough defence of
this transaction as one not meroly to be excused, but as an
additional instance of the common sense, the prudence,
the good management, and the active administrative powers
of this Government. Then the Government goes on and
'ets up a preferential claim. The hon. Minister of Finance
did not appear to think of that at the time; it was appa-
rently an afterthought. I cannot conceive myself that
when the Government decidod to make this loan, they
thought at that timo that they would make a preferential
claim on the assets of the bank, becauso I think it would
have been an act of positive wickedness to have lent the
$300,000, even with the little they knew of the persons in
control of the bank, for the purpose for which they lent it, if
they knew that they were the first mortgagees of the asets
remaining after the circulation. It would be pretended to
the publie that the Government was taking an equal risk
with the other depositors, while, in fact, the Government
was only helping the bank to pay some of the depositors,
and taking first mortgage on the balance of its assets.
That would be a most unjust position to which to reduce tho
other creditors of the bank. What is the whole theory ot
the bankrupt law ? It is that there should be an equal
distribution of assets amongst the creditors; and if, with-
out communicating with the public, you advanco a
sum of money for which you take a mortgage upon
the assets, you are assisting that some creditors should
be preferred, to the wrong and los of others; and
therefore I cannot concoive that at the time the Govern-
ment wore making this advance they thought they were
going to establish a preferential claim, and were, in fact,
assisting this bank to pay its favored creditors to the
damage of other creditors. An bon. gentleman says they
ought to have sued Mr. Ogilvie, and the hon. member for
Richmond and W olfe (Mr. Ives) tells us that they could not
sue him until they had discussed the assets. That may be
the Quebec law, with reference to the security of a guarantee,
but it is not the law of Ontario; and if 1 rightly understand
the law the rule would b the same. It would depend on
the form of the instrumenti and this is not a liability that
would be after discussion; it is a liability of default; and
if the law of Quebec be the same as that of Ontario on this
subject, Mr. Ogilvie was sueable the moment the liability
was made on the payment of this deposit. The hon. Min-
ister of Finance evidently expected from my hon. friend
from South Huron (Sir ichard Cartwright) a different
speech from that which he made. 11e evidently expected
that he would be very violently attacked, and ho had pre-
pared the panoply of indignant virtue and retort and counter
accusation, and even his jokes, for the occasion, and they
came out one after the other. Ho even insinuated
against my hon. friend, that he could not take his
degree. Well, my hon. friend was a student at Trinity
Celloge, iDublin, where he passed oleven examinations, and
his name is to be found in the honor list in every one of
those examinations. Being born in this country, he came
out, not having time te remain for his degree examinations.
As to the old story about the calves, which we have read so
often that we cannot laugh at it any more, but which the
hon. gentleman appears to have dug out for the first time
from the south of England, I -did not se its application
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to the priesent oceasion. My hon. friend may have his
faults, but no one, even Lis bitterest enemy, will say that
that story was ex tremely à propos. With reference to the
hon. gentleman's remarks about some former attacks of
my l;on. friend upon him, all I can say is, that I have
nothing to say about tho hon. gentleman's knowledge of the
three R's, except one, nd that is the last, arithmetic, and I
do not think he is a great success in arithmetic. Now, Sir,
I say, as this resolution says, that this transaction is a
subject of regret. I say that no man in this flouse or out of
it can uffirn in bis heart and conscience that it
is anything but a regrettable transaction. You know it, but
you won't say so; the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe
(Mr. Ives) has given the eue; and you will say not guilty.
You won't say as the famous jury did, not guilty, but don't do
it again. No; you will say not guilty bore, but you will
whisper into the car of the Minister of Finance, don't do it
again; it will be whispered only. But here, so far from
agrceing with the facts, so far from agreeing to that qualified
verdict, not guilty, but don't do it again, you will do as the
hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe did, say: "Well
done, good and faithful servants, you have been faithful over
a few things, be yc masters over many things, enterye into
the joy of your Lord."

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). We are having, to-night, a
very remarkable illustration of that kind of wisdom which
cornes after the event, and which is generally, according to
the proverb, considered a very cheap commodity. The
hon. gentlemen who have addressed us, from the bon. mcm-
ber for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) down
or up, as they may prefer to the hon. leader of the
Opposition, have taken the ground that, because of
certain cireumetances which have since occurred in iela-
tion to the management of this bank, the loan made
to the bank at a time when it was in difficulties ouglit to
be condemned; and they have laid down this general pro-
position, that any act of a man's life which lie may, upon
reflection, or because of the results which have flowed from
it, regret having been committed, must, by the fact of that
regret, be open to censure. Now, Sir, it seems to
me that that is a proposition which the hon. leader
of the Opposition himself would hardly like to have
applied to his own life and conduct. We know him
to be a gentleman of very high personal character.
We know him to stand, in is own estimation and tht of
bis friends, upon a pedestal far above that upon which
ordinary mortals are permitted to stand. We know that,
reading the commentaries as to bis position in this country,
with which we are favored by the press and by lon, gentle-
men opposite, when, with bated breath, they venture to
refer to him at al, lhe is one of those favored gentlemen

bwho never make a mistake; that ho is one who never in
all his lifetime committed anything which subsequently
he could in any way regret; and, that therefore, the
ordinary rule which applies to ordinaryinortals, that an
act performed in perfect good f aith and at a time when, as
everyone believes, it is not only not censurable but con-
mondable-I am laying down a general proposition-does
not apply in his case; and that, therefore, should the result
turn out to be not precisely what was expected, it is to be
condemned, and the person who committed it is to be cen-
sured. . I do not think, in this particular case, we eau take into
account, as circumstances which ought to have been known
to the Finapce Minister, which lie had the opportunity of
knowing, when he made those advances, the events and
circumstances which have since been made known in
connection with the management of this bank; and I
propose, before I get through with the very few words I
intend to address to the liouse, to establish this to the
satisfaction of this hon. U1,puse. There are two proposi-
tions laid down iu the resolution. The first is, that an ad-
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vance made to a bank in difficulty is censurable; and the
next is, that where a bank has applied te have its capital
redned, that alone ought to put the Government on its
guard, and no further consideration or loan should be given
it. These are the two propositions afflirmed in the resolu-
tion. Now, the Lon. gentleman, the leader of the Opposi-
tion (Mr. Blake), made reference to an antecedent case, one
that occurred in this country immediately after Confedera-
tion, when an hon. gentleman, who occupied at that time
the position of Finance Minister, and whom the leader of
the Opposition described as very much more able than the
present Finance Minister, retired from the Government on
a question arising out of a proposed loan to a bank. It is
worth while looking for a moment at the statement made
by that bon. gentleman, when ho made bis explanation on
tie floor of Parliament; and I think this louse will agree
with me, that whoever is entitled te bring in this motion of
censure, it is certainly net te hon. member for South
fluron (Sir Richard Cartwright). What do I find, accord-
ing to the statement of Sir Alexander Galt, who gives
the history of that whole transaction? H11e says:

" The first intimation which I received in reference to the Commercial
Bank being in danger was from my hon. friend (Mr. Holton). I was
at the time on a visit on public business to the Treasurer of Quebec."

And I am bound to say that when I heard the son of that
ion. gentleman (Mr. Holton), the gentleman who suc-
ceeded him in the representation of Chateauguay, a gentle-
man for whom, personally, I have the very highest respect
and whom I am very glad to number as a personal friend-
when I heard him laying down the doctrine that no loan
should be given to a bank which is in difficulties, I was
reminded of the fact that the very first suggesti,>n that
came te the Government in 1867, in relation te the Oom-
mercial Bank, came from the honored father of that hon.
gentleman, who went te the then Finance Minister and
urged him strongly to advance to that bank a loan from the
Government, in order to save it from difficulty. Sir Alex-
ander Galt went on to say:-

" On my return to Sheibrooke, I found a telegram from Mr. Bolton,
informing me he desired particularly to see me on public business, and
wished to know where le might do so."

I wish to call your attention, Sir, to the fact that Mr.
Holton was at iat time a director of the bank; that he
stood, in relation te the Commercial Bank, in precisely the
same position as that in which Mr. Greene stood to the
Exchange Bank, and when he came to the Finance Minister
of that day he came in precisely the same character and on
precisely the same mission as did Mr. Greene to the present
Finance Minister in this city a short time ago; and when one
reflects upon the language which the leader of the Opposi-
tion ventured to use with reference to Mr. Greene's visit,
when he suggested that the Finance Minieter should have
said to Mr. Green: Sir, you are a personally interested
party; I will have nothing whatever to do with you; your
visit te me is practically an impertinence,-

Mr. BLAKE. No.
Mr. WHITE-go about your business, and I will enquire

into this matter. When one remembers that language
applied to Mr. Greene, and then remembers that Mr. Holton
stood in relation to the Commercial Bank in precisely the
same position and came with the language I arn about to read
to tie then Finance Minister, and came, I venture to say, if it
had been the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake's)
case, with the entire approbation of the hon. member for
West Durham, one ias an opportunity of knowing the
difference it makes on which side of the House an ion.
gentleman happons to be seated:

" I replied, I wished him to come to Sherbrooke, which he did by the
first train. rie then informed me that the business on which he desired
to see me related to the Commercial Bank, which, owing to the partial
but continuous and continuai withdrawai of eposit%, waa, lu the
opinion of the directors, getting into a position of serions danger-and
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that he was desirous of submitting the case to me, that I might, if I
thought proper, bring the matter before the Government, and obtain a
deposit of public moneys, in order to give the bank an additional
reserve as a separity for their meeting their eng*germent."

That was the proposition made by the late Mr. Holton,
when the Commercial Bank was in difficulties. Ris first
thought was toobtain from the Government an advance* in
order to strengthen the reserves of the bank and enable it
to avoid the diffliculties. This statement goes on to point
ont that Sir Alexander Galt suggested some difficulties in
the way, but ho proceeds to say:

"IHowever, at the desire of the directors of the bank, and particularly
of its president, Mr. U.twright--
Who, for the purposes of this discussion, I may assume to
have soma relation, at anyrateto the hon. member for South
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright)-
"I consented to accompany them to Kingston, for the purpose of
myself aubmitting the case to Sir John A. acdonald, ascertaining
whether hie views wouId difer in any material respect from thos whioh
had been expressed by Mr. Cartier and myself."
Thon we have the statement of what occurred, and thon we
have this further statement:

''"I then went down from Montreal, accompanied by Mr. Cartwright,
the president of the Commercial Bank, and the other gentlemen who
were then acting on behalf of that institution. i saw Mr. Angus, the
manager of the Bank of Montreal-Mr. King being then in England-
and expressed to him the hope and desire of the Government that that
bank would, so far as was consistent with its own safety, and on the
deposit of satisfactory securities, extend such auistance to the Com-
mercial Bank as would meet the exigencies of the case."

I think I hear hon. gentlemen opposite saying that is pre-
cisely what we have been urging the Government should
have done in this case -that it should have gone to the banks.
Let us see a little further what happened. Mr. King at first
showed a disposition to grant this assistance on the part of
the other banks, ho having come back from England,
where he was. Sir Alexander Galt says:

rI would prefer postponing anytdecition as te the course I would
recommend the Governmenîte take, ýuntil the tollowing day ; I
wished to have their sanction to communicate to Mr. King the informa-
tion which had been conveyed by them to me, and they agreed to this."

They went on to consider, and this is a point of some little
importance:

"IWe consiered, moreover, the effict which would probably be pro-
duced on the countryif the faîlure o the Commercial Bank became a
fact. We looked into the condition, so far as the published statements
enabled us to do so, of aIl the various banks of the country, compared it
with what it hadbeen at previous periods, and considered what effect,
according te the best of our jadgment, the failure of the Commercial
Bank, coming unexpectedly on the country, would have. The conclu-
sion which Mr. King aud Idarrived at was, that it might be fraught with
very serious dimaters indeed."

Thon he goes on still further:

"After, as I have said, several hours of very serious consi#eration on1
thesa pointa, i came to the conclusion, and. it was acqiesoes. la by Mr.
King, that the best coure to take under the irçumianoes was this:
that the GovernmOht should take thé responsibility of coring to the
assistance of the ban k, and that it would be weUl fer me to submit the
case to the Governpentwith a recommendation, to give assistance to
the amount cf half a million of dollars."

Now, there was a recommendation that the Goverument,
should come to the assistance of this institution ; but some
members of the Cabinet stii thought that the bank should
assist, and we find a letter, and a rather remarkable letter,

from Mr. King, showing; finally, the reason why the bank
would not assist, and showmg aiso the kind of management
under which that bank labored at that time, and from
which it faited, and, I think I may say, the responsibility
in connection winh that management rests largely on the
hon. gentleman. who moved this resolution.

Sir RIG 1 &R QÇARTiWRIG IHT. And of the hon. nsem-
ber for Cad'e ton (Sir John A. Macdonald) another dieetor.

Mr. WIIJLT T.ne hoi, member for Carleton was a mem-
ber oëf te 'Gov•rnment at the time. .

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And a brother director
and solicitor of that bank.

Mr. WHITE. He was a member of the Government at
the time, with a great deal to attend to in connection with
public matters; and, if ho erred at all, it was probably in
placing too much confidence in the gentleman who was the
president of the bank. Now, what said Mr. King ?

"I believe that the difficulty of the bank bas been rendered more immi-
nent by an unwise expansion of its discounts within the last few weeks,
upon the unsatisfactory plea of rendering assistance to others when its
own life was in danger."
So, according to Mr. King's statement, after agroeing that
practically some assistance might be given to this bank, we
find him writing a letter to the Finance Minister, withdraw-
ing all offer of assistance, on the ground that, after the bank
was in difficulties, at the very moment the president was
travelling about with the Finance Minister, for the purpose
of getting assistance for it, its manager was playing ducks
and drakes with the interest of the bank, by extending loans
right and left for the purpose· of saving other institutions
while its own life was n danger:

''I think it extremely improbable," said Mr. King, "that the bank
can obtain assistance trom any other quarter than the Government, as
I should most strongly advise my directors not to increase the amoant
tbis bank has already advanced to the Commercial Bank, with the know-
ledge of the Government, for the reason that I believe ail assistance
will be in vain if there is not a peremptory contraction of their loans.''

Well, did the hon. member for South Huron, the Mr. Cart-
wright who was the president of ihat bank, say: Since the
banks will not assist us, since Mr. King declares that any
assistance will be helpless and hopeless to relieve us, lot us
close our doors ? Not a bit of it. He still travelled about
with the Finance Minister; ho still, in the face of that
letter, stating that the bank would not assist the Commer-
cial Bank, urged upon the Government of the day to ad-
vance this half million of dollars to relieve that bank from
difficulty, and so to prevent, probably, a commercial disaster
in the country., I am bound to say, in the face of that
record of the hon. gentleman, in connection with that bank
of which he was president, and for whose failure I far ho
was as much responsible, to say the least, as any other gen-
tleman connected with it, that it hardly lies with him to
move the resolution of cet.sutie which las been moved te-
night. So much for that prcceden t. Then, as to the othor
proposition laid down ma tis resolution, what is it? It is
that, where a bank has reduced its capital, where a bank
had come to Parliament and got its capital reduced, the
,fact of that reduction should prevent the Government
from coming to its assistance0; or, in other words, that,
when. once a bank reduces its capital it is practically
no longer worthy of public confidence. That is sub-
stantially the proposition we are asked to affilrm by
the resolution now submitted to this House. What
do 1 find ? The Merchants Bank, the successor to
the Commercial Bank, got its capital reduced, the Act
roducing it being assented te on the 16th April, 1878.
The hon. gentleman was Finance Minister at that time,
What did he do? I find lhatI, in July 1877, the public de-
'posits in that bank were $55,843; I find that, in January,
J878, they were $83, 134, and i find that, in May, 1878, im-
mediately after the reduction of the capital of the bank,
ho had increased the public deposits in that bank, which
practically amounted to a loan to the bank, to the ainouit of
$216,497. I only give two illustrations, but I vunture to
say that we might go through every baink and find that the
saume thing practically occurred in every case. We lad a
statement the other day from the manager of the Federai
Bank, that already thec Governiment of the day have had
sufficient confidence in fite future of that batik to renew
their relations with it and to make depo'its in it. If that
be the case, we ought to have theise gentlen n moving a
resolution to condemn the Government for putting money
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in a bank which is at this moment before Parliament for an
Act to reduce its capital. I venture to say that they will
do nothing of the kind. I take the Ontario Bank, whose
Bill was assented to on the 17th May, 1882. I find that, in
February of that year, after the notice had been given for
the reduction of capital, the Ontario Government, whose
careful management I presune hon. gentlemen opposite
will not venture to impugu, had on call in that bank
894,794.28, and on deposit to be drawn after notice $300,000.
I sh al not read all the figures, but so these deposits continued
in that bank, as an assistance to that bank undoubtedly, as
Government deposits by the Governmen t of Ontario, in spite
of the fact that the bank was applying for that it obtained,
and after it obtained the reduction of its capital. The hon.
member for West Durham tells us that the Ontario
Bank never was a political bank, that he never knew it to
be a political bank. Well, that is rather a remarkable thing.
I have here a letter from the president of that bank, which
undoubtedly has some influence in the particular district
where he was. It was dated Bowmanville, 17th January,
1874, rather a remarkable time, for, if I remember rightly,
the elections took place on the 20th of that same month.
I speak from memory.

An hon. MEMBER. The 30th.
Mr. WHITE. Yes, the 30th of that same month. Here i5

the circular letter:
" DEAR SI,-Although I am not disposed to oppose Mr. Gibbs on per-

sonal grounds, in the approaching election, still, as one who has labored
long and hard to promote the interest of Canada, I now ask my friends
to support men who will support the present Government, for the follow.
ing reasons :-

"' Becaue many of the men forming the present Government are my
personal and esteemed friends.' "

That is a very good reason, though it is not a banking
reason :

"'Because, if the present Government is sustained, I will be able
through them to get justice for our party in needful appointments and
otherwise.'

In view of the fact that every gentleman who either recom-
mends the exorcise of patronage or is the object of patronage
himself, is charged with being corrupt, it is rather remark-
able that the president of this bank soild have made the
fact of getting needful appointments and pationage one of
the reasons why the customers of the bank should support
the opponents of Mr. Gibb. But here is a stronger point still.

"' Because, if they are sustaining our bank, and other Ontario banks,
and through then the country will have the use of the Government sur-
plus until required,' "

And thon follows:-
"May I ask you to give my old friend, Mr. Oameron, your candid and

honest support,"

This is written by the president of the bank which the hon.
leader of the Opposition declares had never been a political
bank. lis guilelessness in reference to everything of this
kind causes him not to know that Mr. Simpson had ever been
a political friend. I find that Mr. Simpson was not wrong in
his anticipation of what would happen, and tnat the bank
returns, as they came down afterwards, showed a steady in-
crease of deposits, not simply from the Government hore,
but from the Ontario Government as well-deposits on call,
not on interest at all, showing that he did not at all misun-
derstand the character of his friends for whom he was
acting, in the issue of that circulation, when le told them
that his bank and other banks-although the other banks
did not fare so well-that his bank would get the advan-
tage. Now, Sir, that is not the only case. I find here another
circular that was issued-a more important one, in some re-
spects, because, important as the president of a bank is, and
especially such a president as was our good old friend, Mr.
Simpson, one who understood the knack of mesmerising in
batches, and who explained it to the court on a memorable

Mr. Wnrrz (Cardwell).

occasion-the manager of a bank, the gentleman who comes
into direct contact with the customers of a bank, may be
said to be even a more influential person. And what do
we find? Here is a circular letter, dated from Oshawa, in
January, 1874, to this effect:

" My Dua Sm,-We are very largely interested in the succesa of the
present Government, as their continuance in power will add largely to
the succeu and prosperity of the bank-

Not of the country, but of the bank, in this case. The
president was a cunning old fox, who understood how
to throw in a word or two about the country and all that
kind of .thing, but the manager knew exactly what he was
required to do, and therefbre he put the matter in plain
English:
" And, through them, of the business people of the community. Our
president, the Hon. John Simpson, is calling upon our friends to give
ns a hand for Mr. Cameron."
Signed by Mr. Holland, who was at that time manager of
the Ontario Bank, and that was the bank that the hon.
member for West Durham says he does not believe ever was
a political bank-in fact, he knows it was not. le says that
ho never read these particular letters; of course the hon.
member's reading is of an entirely different class. Now,
Sir, as to this matter, I have shown that as far as precedents
are concerned, at any rate, the hon. gentleman, to use a
common phrase, has not a leg to stand upon in the motion
which ho lias proposed, and the only question which arises,
and the only question with which we have to do,
practically, here, is this: had the Government reasonable
ground to believe, when they made this advance, or gave
this deposit, that the effect would be to enable the bank to
tide over its difficulties, and to enable it to hold its own,
and in that way, to avoid the difficulties which might occur
in the event of a suspension of a bank at that time ? The
hon. gentleman, the leader of the Opposition, has spoken of
the small effect of the failure of this bank, at the time it
did fail, and he as done me the honor to make special
references to myseif, as having a remote connection with
a particular newspaper from which he read a remarkably
good article. Now, I want to point out to the hon. gentle-
man, that the condition of the bank, and the condition of
trade in relation to it, in the month of April, was a very
different thing to the conditions in the month of Septembor.
There is no doubt whatever that in the month of Septema-
ber those conditions had so far changed that the bank failed
without any serious effect upon the commerce of the
country, or upon other institutions. But what was the
position in April of that year, at the time the directors
came up to Ottawa ? The hon. gentleman is good enough in
this, as in all other discussions, to drag in the National
Policy. He is good enough toitell us that we had pro mised
prosperity and well-being to this country, and that thore
could be no depression, no difficulty, and no necessity for aid-
ing the bank. But we know that at that time we were passing
through a period-not of legitimate commercial depression,
owing to difficulties arising from legitimate commercial
operations-but we were passing through difficulties arising
from the insane spirit of speculation, as it looks now, and as
it looked to leve-headed people then-although I am bound
to say thore were some people who were not level-hea led at
that time, in relation to particular transactions-but there
was a widespread spirit of speculative transactions, especi-
ally in connection with our great North-West; and thu fail-
ure of the boom, as it was called, in the North-West, made
mon feel that they might be on the verge of a serious crisis
that would result disastrously to the welfare of this coun-
try. This was the condition of things at that particular
period. It was thon, Mr. Speaker, that the failure of even a
small bank like the Exchange Bank, taking place in the
presence of the failure of that boom in the North.
West, when mon who had gone in there expecting
to be millionaires came out practically paupers-it was
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at that time that this application was made, and that
the Government had to face this difficulty. To say that
five months afterwards, when men had corne to feel that,
after all, this diffliculty was not going seriously to affect the
welfare of the country, when, as Mr. Smithers fairly pointed
out, the effect even of a bank failure had been discounted,
and the difficulty would not be so great as it might have
been, coming in the midst of this practical crisis-to say
that at that time the effect of a failure of a bank was not
disastrous, is a proof that it would not have been disastrous
at the earlier period, is simply to ignore the condition
of things at the two periods respectively. Now, Sir, what
was the position of the bank? The hon. member for North
York (Mr. Mulock) told us that their roserves were almost
exhausted. He says that if anybody had looked at the
position of the bank, and seen how littie gold and Dominion
notes they had in reserve, and compared that with the
liabilities which they might at once ho called upon to meet,
they would have said the bank was not in a safe condition
at all, but in a condition of hopeless bankruptcy at that
time. Why, Sir, the hon. gentleman knows this, that the
spocie reserve and Dominion notes of no bank in Canada
would enable it, at a moment' notice, to meet the calls to
which it is liable at any time. The strongest institutions
in the country are enabled to meet their liabilities from their
reserves, or from their Dominion notes, although they
are happily abundantly able to meet them from their
loans as they come in. But in this case, it was because
the reserves wore small, it was because thoir reserves
were being exhausted, that they came to the Govern-
ment, that they wanted assistance to tide them over
their difficulties, until they could collect the money that was
owing to them, and in that way meet all the obligations
that they had incurred ; it was precisely because their
reserves wore getting exhausted that it was necessary for
the bank to come bore. Had its resources been stronger,
had there been sufficient gold and notes in the vaults of the
bank to enable them to do what the hon. member for
North York (Mr. Mulock) thinks they ought to have been
able to do, that is, to meet all their liabilities the moment
those liabilities were called for, and in the event of
those liabilities being called for suddenly, why, Sir, there
would thon be no necessity for their coming bore at all.
But what was the position ? When I tell you that after the
fall of the bank, that after the doors were closed, at a meeting
of creditors, a statement was submitted by Mr. Campbell, ot
whose ability there is no doubt, who stands so high that at
this moment, while there have been discussions in Montreal
amongst the creditors in relation to the other liquidators,
all concur in leaving him there as a liquidator-a statement
was submitted, I say, by Mr. Campbell to those creditors,
declaring, on an examination, a tolerably careful examina-
tion, so:far as ho could make it,within the two or three weeks
ho was there, that thero were still sufficient assets to meet
the claim of every creditor, you will agree with me that no
examination of the books such as could be made at the time
by an officer of the Government would likely have shown
the condition of things which was afterwards developed.
The unfortunate fact was simply this: the bank was un-
doubtedly badly managed. The unfortunate fact was, that
the system of book-keeping was such that many of the bad
debts and losses, which have since been shown, have only
been discovered in books apparently hidden away, which
even so skilful a banker as Mr. Campbell was unable
to see. And so the consequence was, that ho was
in a position to come down to the meeting of
creditors and declare, after the bank had closed its doors
and when ho had made that examination for the special
information of the creditors, that the bank was solvent at
that time and was able to pay all the claims of itscreditors.
What was the further fact? The directors have been
referred to here almost as if they were a band of robbers, au

if they were mon who came here to plunder the country.
They, unfortunately, are the heaviest losers. They held,
as the leader of the Opposition has told us, more than one-
half of the entire capital of the bank. Certainly one would
say that that was a ground for security rather than a
ground for dbubt, as to the management of a bank. And
what is the further fact ? That so shrewd a business man
as Mr. Buntin-and those who are acquainted with him
know him to be a shrewd business man; ho was a director
of the bank, and presumably knew how things were going
on-on learning, on his return from England, that a loan
had been obtained from the City and District Savings Bank
to the amount of $250,000 on the collateral security, if one
may use the term, of the diroctors themselves, ho had such
confidence in the soundness of the bank and of its ability to
pay all its debts, and te pay its stockholders as well, that
ho actually proposed, though not obliged to doso, to become
a partyto that loan. So we have this extraordinary fact in
relation to this matter, that the diroctors of the bank who
were there, who possessed a daily knowledge of what was
going on, were so thoroughly convinced of the soundness of
the bank and that its difficulties were merely temporary, the
result, simply, of a bear movement on'Change, that they were
ready to risk their own individual fortunes in connection
with that institution. The hon. member for North York
(Mr. Mulock) has told us that this bank had failed before
and had closed its doors, and ho told us that it had taken, as
manager, a gentleman who knew nothing of banking, who
hrd had no banking experience, and who nover should have
been in that position. I can appeal to the hon. member
for C'hateauguay (Mr. Holton), that the directors of the ban k,
previous to that first failure, includêd in Choir numbor sorne
gentlemen, who certainly were not Conservativos, and who
were eminent and leading business mon in Montreal. One
was Mr. James Crathern, one of the shrewdest business mon
of the city, and another was Mr. Thomas Caverhill, and so
confident were they, when they were directors, that they
actually risked their own money in making the stock good
on a reduction of the capital taking place, and they did that
which, I believe, no directors have over done in relation to
a bank in this country, either before or sinco. Thon
as to Mr. Thomas Craig. Ho was woll known in
Montreal. I do not know whether ho was trainod in
a bank, but ho was recognised as a clevel business
man; and the gentleman who pressed his appointment on
his brotherdirectors was not his brother-in-law, the member
for Montreal West (Mr. Gault), not Mr. Ogilvio, Mr.
Buntin or Mr. Greenc, but it was Mir. James Crathern, a
political opponent, and a gentleman who, as I have said, is
as shrewd a business man as there is in Cariada. It was
Mr. Crathern who urgod his appointmnent, and his opinion
in regard to that gentleman is certainly as good as that of
the hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock), much as
we may esteem his judgment of human nature. Under
those circumstances, when the directors came to Ottaîwa
they came bore precisoly as other bank directors had come.
Why had we no resolution of censure in the case of the
Consolidated Bank ? We know what happened in regard
to that bank. We know that the bank had as its presi-
dent a gentleman who, from the time ho came into this
oountry, in 1836, down to the time ho left it, in 1855, was
the financial model of the Liberal party in Canada-I mean
Sir Francis Hincks.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The hon. gentleman says,
hear, hear. All I can say is, that Sir Francis lincks thon
was Inspector General of the Government in which the hon.
gentleman's father was Solicitor General and supported in
1848-49 until ho left Parliament.

Mr. BLAÀK. No.
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Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Doos the hon. gentleman say we have a prior claim-to that 8200,000, if we undertook, of

no? our own action to say that we would take from the bank the

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman's observation was same proportion that the bank is able to give to its other

that Sir Francis Hincks had the confidence of the Liberal creditors-in that case, at any rate, we could not hold the

party up to the time he left Canada, in 1855. security. That is a proposition which, even according to
Ontario law, the leader of the Opposition wil hardly dis-

Mr. WHITE. (Cardwell). So he had. pute. We mut .at least-if we did sue Senator Ogilvie-

Mr. BLAKE. Il differ with the hon. gentleman, put him in as good a position as we are, to recover
from the bank the full amount of that deposit. There can

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Then all I can say is, that the be no question about that, as a legal proposition ; and there-
hon, gentleman is splitting straws in a manner unworthy fore the only question whieh would arise would be this: so
of him. It is quite true that a section of the Liberal far as the bank is concerned, it would make no difference ;
party. from 1851 to 1854, opposed him. It is quite true that so far as the creditors are concerned,it would make no differ-
a section at that time thought a coalition between the ence, whether we are to ask that gentleman for the money
Liberals and the Conservatives would be a good thing; that in the meantime-and he has already lost seriously by his
a section of the party endeavored to defeat him; and that personal confidence in the bank, and has risked large surms
to that end in Huron they supported Mr. Cayley against Mr. of money as a shareholder in connection with it-whether
McQueen; that in Hamilton they supported Sir Allan McNab we are to do that, or first to exhaust our rights against the
against Mr. Buchanan ; that in Kingston they sup- bank, and then, if it is found that we have any claim against
ported the present leader o the Government against Mr. Senator Ogilvie, to go for him and recover that claim.
Counter; that in various parts of Ontario, during that time, That is the only difference betweeu the two positions. I
we had that condition of things, and a section of the party think no one will deny that having regard to the pre-
withdrew its support from Mr. Hincks. But if I do not mis- cedents, having regard to what has been the invariable
take the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blake), judging him by what practice, having regard to the opinion of the hon. member
we have seen since he came into public life, was not of that sec- who has moved this motion in the case of the Commercial
tion, his boast being that he never was a Clear Grit, whatever Bank-that even after the president of a bank had declared
he might be; and bis efforts ever since have been to raise the that it was hopelessly gone, because of its later mismanage-
Liberals out of the ruts into which they had got, through ment, still the Government should come to its assistance-
the actions of the leading man who at that time had not I say, under ihose circumstances, I think the House should
confidence in Sir Francis Hinocks. What I was going to say have no difficulty in voting down this resolution, and reliev-
was this, that Sir Francis Hineks was the president of that ing the Finance Minister of the imputation which bas been
bank. He had a salary as president. He was at the batik attempted to be placed upon him, for an act which he per-
every day; lie had an office there; he was watching it con- formed in good faith, upon precedents which are abundant
tinuously. Yet what occurred ? We know that when the in the records of this country; when he believed himself, in
bank failed exposures occurred and a large number of attempting to pevent the disaster of the failure of that
transactions came to light to which Sir Francis Hincks would bank, to be averting the consequent disaster, which, lu
never have been a party if he had known anything about view of the peculiar and speculative condition of things in
them; and the only question which seems to me to arise is Canada, and the failure of those speculations at the moment,
this: whether there may not be soenthing done by law or might have resulted to the commercial interests of the
otherwise which will sceure, not the inspection of the banks, country.
which to my mind would be utterly futile, bat the greater
responsibility of directors in connection with the manage- Mr. DAVIES. Hon. members must have observed that
ment of banks. How that can be done is a difficult ques- a large portion of the speech of the hon. gentleman
tion. We are told by the hon. member for Chateauguay has been devoted to the discussion of subjects Nhich
(M. Holton) that a number of things have since come out are not legitimately before the House, and w Rich
which the Govornment might have ascertained for them- do not legitimately come before the House, in h e
selves if they had examined the books; but the answer to proposition submitted by the hon. member for Huron
that is, that Mr. Campbell, who made an examination of the (Sir Richard Cartwright). The hon. gentleman is in
books after the failure, with the sole desire of finding out the position of a man who, finding he has a bad case,
precisely what the condition of things was, reported that is trying to draw a red herring across the track. He
tbe bank was all right. True, it bas not turned out to be opened his speech by putting in the mouth of bis opponents
all right, and everybody will regret it. It is somewhat as theirs-a very weak mode of defence-a proposition
difficuit to understand what is the precise position of those which was almost diametrically opposed to the one they
hon. gentlemen with regard to the security of Senator submitted. And theb on, gentleman cannot be excused on
Ogdvie. I know there are a great many persons who think the ground that h did not correctly understand the state-
that the Goverument sbould not have pressed its claims ment made by the hon. member for West Durham (Mr.
against the bank at all or those loans; that they should be Blake), and theb hon. member for Huron (Sir Richard Cart-
willing to accept their chance with the rest of the depositors, wright), because the proposition to which they invited the
and take their share out of what the assets will produce. I attention of the House, to which they asked the consent of
do not quite know whether that is jhe view of lion. gentle- the House, has been formulated by them in a resolution
men opposite, though I am bound to say that the which is in the Votes and Proceedings of the House, and
statement of the leader of the Opposition would lead one to which the hou. gentleman had before him when he spoke.
believe that that is his view; for while he condemne, in the The proposition to which the hou. gentleman asked the
strongest possible way, the granting of the loan, objects &asent of the House, was not theP roposition that
to the possible loss of the money as the result of granting under any and all circumstances it was unwise for a
the loan, he at the same time urges-if his argument means Government to come to the relief of banks in difficulties.
anything-that we should make the loan an ordinary one, No such proposition is advanced-no such argument
and consent to come in with the rest of the creditors for was advanced in the speeches which were made in support
share and share alike. Well, Sir, I do not pretend to be a of the motion. I invite the attention of both sides of the
lawyer, but I venture to say-and I do not think the leader House to the proposition that we do ask the House to assent
of the Opposition will deny ite-that if we took that ground, toe, and which I say, in view of the language which fell from
if we undertook to release the bank of our prior claim-if the leader of tbe Government a few days ago, should cem.

Mr. WiTu (Cardwell).
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mand the assent of himself and hon. members who have
confidence in him. The proposition is that it be resolved :

" That it appears by the Publie Accounts that $237,000 are due to the
Government in respect of the allowances made to the Exehange Bank
in 1883.

S Thatthe ad bank had already, within two years, suspended payment
and reduced ita capital by 50 per cent.

"That the papers laid before this House-and the statement of the
Minister-show that the bank was in difficulties when said advances were
made,"--
And now, Sir, comes the crucial point of the proposition
which the hon. gentleman, for his own purposes, seems
entirely to have forgotten:
" and that no proper enquiries were had,~ or precautions taken, in
respect of the loan of the $300,000 of public money put in jeopardy by
suc advance."
The proposition is not that the money was advanced, but
that it was advanced without enquiries, without those pre-
cautions which a prudent man should have taken, and which
the leader of the Government himself, a short time ago,
laid down as essential to an advance being made. The ad-
vance was made in this case in total disregard of the con-
ditions laid down by the leader of the Government. Hav-
ing laid down that proposition, the question for the House-
is, has that proposition been proved ? The papers show it,
the Finance Minister admits it, the member for Richmond
and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) almost glories in it, and the hon.
member for Cardwell (Mr. White) ignores it. Thon the
resolution goes on:

"That the present condition of the loan is such that a serious loss
may occur to the Treasry.

Ih That the developments in connection with the Exchange Bânk show
that the institution wata, at the timie of the lean, insolvent, and under
grossly careless and fraudulent management, and that the result of the
action of the Government was to bolster up the bank, by restoring, in
some measure public confidence, during an interval in which the said
careless and raudulent management was continued, enormous sums of
money disappeared, the position of shareholders, depositors and credi-
tors of the bank was changed, the liability of shareholders to creditors
waa lost, and the whole situation changed for the worse."

And thon it goes on to ask theHouse to express regret that
the Government, under those circumstances, without
making any enquiry, without taking those precautions, and
with a recklessness and want of prudence which we say
deserves censure, should have gone on to make the loan.
Now the hon. gentleman attempts to argue that this is an
attempt to be wise afrter the event; that we are condemn-
ing the action of the Finance Minister on the ground that
something has been discovered since that was not known,
and ho says that it is very well for us to be wise now, and
that we could not thon have ascertained the condition of
things. The position we take is, that he bing the trustee
of the public money, was bound to take wise and prudent
precautions-not that ho must be wise above other mon,
not that he should be omniscient, but that ho should take
precautions which would commend themselves as thosei
which a prudent man would have taken when acting as aj
trustee of public moneys. We condemn him because he hasi
ignored the circumstances under which alone the Premieri
says the Government is justified in advancing moneys to aJ
bank, not because of anything we have discovered since.i
What does the Premier say ? Coming from a gentleman1
so highly respected by his party, and having the experience(
of his many years of public service, I think it will bear1
repetition. Ho says the Government of this country is1
justified, in times of "deep depression," for the purpose of
avoiding universal panic and universal ruin, and acting int
concert with other banks, in making advances to a bank ini
distress, but not in other circumstances or without making1
full enquiries. Has that been doue in the present case?c
This is my third Session in this louse, and I havec
never heard the hon. member for Cardwell saying,i
that the country was passing through a period of great
depression. I have hoard him saying,with his silvery voice,1
year after year, that we are on the wave of prosperity-i
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prosperity in the North-West, prosperity all through these
Provinces; so that the condition of affairs which the Prime
Minister laid down as essential to justify an advance
of money by the Government bas been wanting. This is
not a discovery made since, but known to the Finance
Minister then-that it was a time, not of depression, but
a time in which, with prudent management, that bank
should not have been in tho position requiring Govern-
ment aid. Then, the hon. leader of' the Opposition con-
demns him, and, in my opinion justly, because, the times
being good, prosperity, as lie says himself, reigning every-
where, at the time the application for an advance was made,
he was warned by the gentleman who made it that the
affairs of that bank were not as thoy ought to be. He was
told that the public had lost confidence in the bank, and
that those who held its notes were making a run on it. He
was informed of the fact which was mentioned by the hon.
member for Chateauguay (Mr. Holton), and has not been
contradicted, that the commercial public of Montreal had
no confidence in this speculative bank; and those facts com-
bined threw an onus on the Finance Minister which I think
ho will hardly get rid of, of making an investigation before
he yielded to that demand. Did he make any investigation
whatever ? Did he do what his leader tells us ho ought to
do, even in a time of deep depression ? Did lie go to the
Bank of Montreal or to any of the other banks who would
be supposed to know the condition of the affairs of
the bank ? Not a single enquiry was made of any
of these banks; he took nobody into his confidence; ho
recklessly, without taking any precautions, without exer.
cising reasonable prudence, advanced this money ; and ho
therefore deserves the censure of the House and the
country. Now, Sir, the lon. member for Cardwoll
(Mr. White) brought lorward certain precedents to justify
the House in voting down this rosolution. le says there
are certain precedents in the history of Canada which show
that the present Opposition have acted in a manner which
they now condemn. I have been accustomed to listen to
precedents and to analyse them, and to my mind the very
precedents quoted condemn him most. Ie says there was
a bank called the Commercial Bank, and that bank had the
honor of having, as one of its directors, and the honor of
being advised as its solicitor by a gentleman who thon
occupied and now occupies the position of Prime Minister
of Canada; and that bank applied to the Government of
which the right hon. gentleman was Premier for assistance.
What does the on. member for Cardwell say? He says
that because the right hon. gentleman did his duty when
that application was made, because he took those very pre-
cautions which a short time ago ho took occasion to reiter-
ate in the presonce of us younger mem bers should always be
taken, because ho consulted with other banks whether or
not it was prudent to make such an advance, and because,
after investigation, his Government determined that it was
not prudent and did not make the advance, therefore we
should not condemn Sir Leonard Tilley, the hon. Finance
Minister, because not having made any enquiries ho did
make the advance in the case of the Exchange Bank.
If there was a precedent required to condemn the action
of the Finance Minister, that precedent was quoted by
his successor, as we hear ho is to be in a very short
time, or as lie hopes, at any rate, to be. If ho does
become his successor, Ilhope he will f ollow the lines of
the gentleman whose action ho las quoted as a precedent
and not the linos of the gentleman whose action he is de-
fending to-night. Then th hon. gentleman quoted an-
other case, a case of a deposit made in the Merchants Bank
of Canada. He stated that at a certain time the Govern-
ment deposited in that bank a certain sum of money, which
grew from $60,000 or $70,000 until it roached the sum of
$216,000, and with a triumphant air he turns around and
asks: Is not that an analogous case; is not that in point?
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Why did he not tell the louse what proportion that
$216,000 bore to the capital of the Merchants Bank ? The
hon. gentleman tells the Ilouse that that bank had its
capital reduced, but didi he tell us that at the time
the Government had that deposit, the capital of
that bank in its roduced state, was $6,000,000,
and that not a dollar of that deposit was lost? Why,
Sir, if the hon. gentleman wanted to draw au analogy
which would make the two cases parallel, he would be
defending the Finance Minister of the day for an ad-
vance equivalent to $3,600,000 to the Merchants Bank,
for that sum would bear the same proportion to its capital
which the advanco of $300,000 bore to the $500,000 of
capital of the bank in question. So I submit to the
flouse that the hon. gentleman has been most unfor-
tunate in his precodents and quotations, and that the logical
conclusion to be drawn from them is directly the opposite
of that to which lie wished the House to assent. The hon.
gentleman, I regret very much, has gone out of his way in
this discussion, to make a statement which I think is cal-
culated to prejudice the commercial interests of this country
to a very great degree. He stands in a responsible
position in this House-in a more responsible position, I
venture to say, looking at his expectations, than almost any
other ordinary member-and ho does not hesitate to
rise and repeat bore the fearful blunder-I say it
advisedly-which the Finance Minister himself made in
the debate on this question a year ago. I remember well
when the Finance Minister, a year ago, when this question
came up, declared that the condition of the banks of this
Dominion was such that if called on to-morrow to meet
their liabilities to the public, nearly every one of them
would go down. I remember the alarm-the hon. gentle-
man laughs. Doos ho deny that he made that statement in
the debate lastyear ? If ho does, I will read it from fRansard;
and I will do more. I will call his attention to the storm
that arose in banking quarters when that statement got
circulated throughout the Dominion. I will tell him that
the answer of the banks saw that the statement made
was one that the facts would not justify- not from one
bank, but from many; they denied that they were in that
position; and so, I say, it is to be regretted that the hon.
gentleman, who it is rumored is soon to be Finance Minister,
should have been guilty of repeating that blunder of
decrying the credit of the country and doing what ho
could to damage the solvent banks of this country.
It is not only untrue in itself, but it would be unjustifiable,
oven if it had a basis of truth. It was not called for in this
debate; it could do nothing but damage the banks, and being
made without a fact to justify it is deserving of nothing but
condemnation and censure. The hon. gentleman apologises
for this advance to the Exchange Bank on the ground that,
although the country was not thon passing through a period
of deep depression, still thore was deproession. Great specula-
tions had been gone into ; enormous speculations in the North
West. The commercial world was almost panic-stricken ;
the air was pregnant with fear and danger; it was a time
when men were almost trembling in their shoes; the boom
in the North-West had been already broken. To hear the
hon. gentleman talk, one would suppose that those who
studied the signs of the times were anticipating depression
and commercial disaster in Canada of the worst kind.
Did the hon. gentleman forget the celebrated speech
made by the Finance Minister within twelve days
from that period? lias the hon. gentleman forgotten that
speech? Has ho forgotten the statement, which ho, more
than any body else in the House, cheered,made by the Finance
Minister, to the effect, not that we were in danger of panic,
not that there was any fear of commercial depression, but
that the foundations of commercial prosperity of this
country had been so deeply laid, that there was such a
beautiful, splendid, and magnificent outlook for the future,

Mr. DAviEs.

particularly in the North-West, that every young man who
had a head on his shoulders should clap on all sail for seven
years, because the pend ulum was going to stop its swing, and
for that time we were to have unbroken prosperity. It
may be said I have exaggerated the language used by the
Finance Minister. Well, I will ask the louse to beer
with me while I quote from the remarkable speech made
by the Finance Miniter tivÀlve days after the time when
the advance was made to the Exchange Bank, which
the hon. mom ber for Cardwell defends on the ground that
we were on the ove of a tremendous depression What did
the hon. the Finance Minister say? fHe said:

The leader of the Opposition called the attention of the House to a
remark which [1made to a personal friend-and merchant of St. John-
and I suppose I repeated it in public afterwards-to the effect, if I were
his age, and engaged in business, I would put on the whole of the canvas
I could carry for ten years, and then take in sail. I believe, from the
fact that we are spending aunually a large amount of money in opening
and developing. the great North-West country, from the fact that the
population coming into the country at the present time are bringing in
a large arnount of money for investment, from the fact that, last year,
we had of the value of imports over $1o,000,000 of settlers' effects-and
which will be increasing, and which, of course, does not create any diffi-
culty financially, and I hold that the return of the pendulnnm-which
always does come back-will be deferred, and that we will have seven
years of prosperity before the country."

I invite the attention of the hon. gentlemen who give
weight to the argument of the hon. member for Cardwell
(Mr. White), a financial authority, as ho is, in this House,
and who are prepared to follow him in this vote, because of
his argument, into the facts which I have read, and which
scatter that argument to the winds. I invite their attention
to the answer which I take from ithe mouth of the Finance
Minister himself, and ask them to pause before determining
to vote against this resolution which asks the House to con-
demn the unfortunate advance made to this bank. The hon.
gentleman attempts to argue-and, perhaps, there might be
some degree of force in his argument-that really and truly,
after all, when this bank wound up, in the month of Sep-
tomber, affairs did not look so bad .even thon. And what
authority does he quote? fHe quotes as authority a gen-
tleman named Mr. Campbell, who enjoys the confidence of
the commercial community of Montreal. I have no know-
ledge of the gentleman in question, but am informed by
those who know, that the hon. momber for Cardwell very
largely over-estimated the confidence which the business
community of Montreal have in Mr.QÇampbell.

Mr. MAcMASTER. No, no.

Mr. DAVIES. It may be there is a difference of opinion,
but the hon. member for Glengarry (Mr. Macmaster), who
says no, will, I think, bear me out in this statement, that
Mr. Campbell was called in as an accountant by the directors
of the Exchange Bank, who brought about the state of finan-
cial ruin ta which the bank was in the month ofSeptember;
that ho, as their accountant, made out a statement of the
bank's affairs; that the statement was a false statement of the
condition of the bank, as the facts afterwards proved; that
ho deceived the shareholders; and that, if he was afterwards
appointed one of the liquidators, it was at the instance and
through the efforts of the directors themselves, and not the
shareholders. So far as regards any weight to be attached
to statements of Mr. Campbell, these facts are a sufficient
answer. But we are not discussing in what condition Mr.
Campbell found the bank. We know that bank to have
been rotten, to have been bankrupt beyond redemption.
The fact we are trying to get at is this: Did the Finance
Minister lend the money after taking the precautions
every prudent man would have taken ? I think the Finance
Minister will rather accept the defence made by the
hon. member for Richmona and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) for his-
action, than that advanced by the hon. member for Card.
well (Mr. White). What is the defence advanced by the
hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe? He said the
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policy of the Government is displayed in their action in
lending the money, and as it is'opposed to the policy of
hon. gentlemen on this side, every meinber who supports
the Government should support their policy. I find him
not only supporting the policy of lending money to a specu-
lative bank at the time when there was a run on the bank,
without consulting the other banks in Montreal-I find
him, not only defending that, but the results that flows from
it. And why? fHe says it is part of the National Policy
to help the banks. He said a great deal there. Very often
a man in his position, advocating a bad cause, speaks, in a
sentence of that kind, more than he ever intended to say.
What was the policy of the Government ? Their National
Policy is to make the rich man richer and the poor man
poorer, and their policyin this instance was to make the
directors richer and the creditors and shareholders poorer.
The result of the policy which the hou. gentleman defends
was to put money in the hands of the rich directors, in order
that they might relieve themselves of their shares and the
liability which by law attaches to thom and escape the
payment of enormous sums of money, and throw the
onus of that payment upon the other shareholders, innocent
people, not responsible for the state in which the bank was
brought, and thus make the poor shareholders and creditors
Toorer for the benefit of the directors. I accept the state-
ment of tbe hon. gentleman, that this advance made by the
Finance Minister was part of the National Policy, and the
hon. gentleman was logical in calling upon his friend to
defend it. From our standpoint we cannot defend it; we
think it deserves condemnation. I am not going to detain
the House very long; but I think that after the calm and
judicial speech whieh was delivered by the hon. member for
Chateauguay (Mr. Holton), we would have had some reply
fnr non. gentlemen from MXontreal who know the facts. The
bon eniteman (Mr. Holton) stated four or five broad facts,i

no of which were contradicted. In the absence of con-i
t-adiction we are bound to consider these facts to be true.1
1 say that, if these facts are true, no member, except one
who is tied to bis party, can refuse to vote for this resolu-1
tion. What are the facts? The hon. gentleman says that,1
at the time the loan was made, the commercial public ofi
Montreal looked with suspicion upon this bank. It was1
not a bank which enjoyed the confidence of the people of
Montreal. It was believed to be shaky. Its customers1
were those who could not get credit elsewhere; and, as the1
hon. gentleman himself remarked, in a very pithy sentence,1
the best recommendation for your opening an account in
their ledger was the refusal of' the Bank of Montreal to
give you credit. You have there a speculative bank, a
bank which had not the public confidence, a bank whose
customers are speculative customers, mon who cannot geti
credit elsewbere; and, with all those facts before him, 1
knowing that the cashier of the bank was, as he says, t
living openly a life of reckless extravagance; with all these î
facts stated by him, undenied, known or within the means i
of knowledge-for I say that the one is equivalent to the i
other-he made this loan, without enquiry, without the
existence of one of these conditions which bis leader says
are alone a justification for an advance to a bank. low 1
can it be defended? The miserable defence set up 1
by the member for Cardwell has, I think, been alroady
exploded. It is no defence at all. There is no defence,
except that of the Minister of Finance himself, that possibly 1
lie erred. We know ho erred. The question is not whether'
he erred, but whether he exercised and used those means ofq
knowledge which were within bis reach, to prevent him from(
orring. We say that he did not. We say that ho did not u
attempt to exorcise any of them, and therefore the facts
which would justify a loan to the bank are absent, and there- t
fore bis conduct demanda the expression ofregret contained L
in the closing part of this resolution. But the effects of this(
loan are not confined to the loss of this money. That loss is r
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in one sense a small matter, if you consider the indirect
effects whieh followed it. As the hon. member for Chateau-
guay (Mr. Holton) has stated, if, at the time the loan was
made, the bank had been wound up-and it would have been
wound up if the loan had not been made-the creditors
would have been paid in full and the shareholders would not
have been called upon for the double liability, in all proba-
bility. If that is the fact, what is the result of the loan,
made without this inquiry and under theso improper cir-
cumstances ? The result is, that the shareholders, many
of them innocent people, are called upon to pay this
double liability, and the creditors are left unpaid or
nearly so, and a great deal of misery and ruin has
followed to innocent people as the consequence of
this improper and unjustifiable advance. The consequences
are far-reaching. The loss to the Government itself is
nothing in comparison with the heavy loss that innocent
people sustained in consequence of this loan. I will gofur-
ther. I say the subsequent conduct of the hon. gentleman
cannot be defended. He has, as has been stated already, a
guarantee from one of the chiof offenders in this bank, the
Hon. Mr. Ogilvie, a Senator, a supportor of his own-a
guarantee for the payment of $100,000. Ie has never at-
tempted to enforce it, but he has attempted to enforce what
is called the prerogative right of the Crown, the right to
take precedence of all other croditors of that bank, to gobble
up-to use a vulgar expression-all, or nearly all, the assets,
and lot the creditors go without anything. I say it is most
unjust that the principal offender should escape payment of
his guarantee, and innocent creditors should be punished for
his want of prudence and his mismanagement of this bank.
It is absolutely indefensible, and the bon. gentleman keows
it. There is anothor direction in which that injustice
goos. It has not been thoecustom of tho Crown iin this
country to enforce this prerogative right. In the case
of the Liverpool Bank, of Nova Scotia-I believe I am right,
but if I am wrong, hon. gentlemen can correct me-the
prerogative right was not claimed; the Crown clairmed
pari passu with the other creditors ; and, I think that, when.
the Crown goes into the banking business, when it goes
into the business of lending moneys to shaky banks, it is the
beight of injustice that it should come in and refuse to
share pari passu with other creditors, and should gobble up
the whole. It is unfair and unjust in itself, and it has not
been the practice heretofore, but the effect of this unfortunate
loan bas been, that not only to the ereditors of this bank,
but to those of the Bank of Prince Edward Island, has this
prerogative right been extended, and the unfortunate cre-
ditors of this latter bank, many of whom were almost ruined
but were left with a dividend of 15 per cent. from the bank,
are still further injured by the Crown stepping in with their
prerogative claim, because they had stepped in in the case of
the Exchange Bank. Thus, widespread ruin has been caused
among the shareholders, many of them women, and com-
mercial men and other persons. This bas been disastrous
in the case of the bank itself, and it has established a wrong
precedent which Parliament should condemn, which will
be used in the future if Parliament approves of it now, and
has ruined innocent people by the unjust pressing of this
hitherto unused prerogative claim.

Mr. MACMASTER. It was not my intention to take any
part in this debate, and I even had some doubt as to
whether I had the right to vote until I submitted that
question to yourself. r happen, like the hon. member for
Chateauguay (Mr. Holton) to be a shareholder in this
unfortunate Exchange Bank. I happen, also, to be a credi-
tor of the bank and a depositor in the bank, and I happen
to be engaged in the further capacity of counsel for the
bank and for the creditors, in resisting the claim of the
Crown to be paid by privilege. All these facts I have sub-
mitted to you, in view of the question, whether I ought to
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cast my vote on this subjeet, and I think I have your author- put him there. I will tell the hon. member for Prince
ity, Mr. Speaker, to say that I have the right to do so. I Edward Island, that not only was he the nominee of the
would not say anything to this louse were it not that certain directors of the Exchange Bank, but he was the nominee
statements have been put forward as matters of fact and of the faction represented by my friend Mr. Holton,
matters of argument, which I believe to be neither, and upon in the meeting of the shareholders, in December,
which I think it to be incumbent on me, as one having a 1883. Nay, Sir, he was the nominee of both parties;
very intimate personal knowledge of the circumstances he received the nomination of all sections of the
of this bank, to say something before this hon. House. shareholders as liquidator of the Exchange Bank. My
In the first place, it is assumed by hon. gentle- hon. friend from Chateauguay will not deny that. Further,
men opposite that the Government, in the month of Sir, at a late period, when it was thought proper to remove
April, 1883, had the knowledge which the public had in the the other two liquidators of thebank from their position, and
month of September, 1883, when the bank failed. It is to replace them by a third gentleman, more competent to fill
assumed that they knew all about the failure at the time of that position, what happened ? Not a word of dissent was
the advance, and that, therefore, they acted wrongly in raised against the retention of office by Mr. Campbell. All
making the advance at tho time they did. Well, what do parties agreed that ho was highly competent for the posi-
we find the condition of the bank to be when the ad- tion, that he was the one man above all others who should
vance was made? The hon, gentleman who last addreesed the b retained until the liquidation of the bank was finally com-
House says, that if, at the time the advance was made, the pleted. Ho was entrusted with the liquidation of the Con.
bank bad been liquidated, the shareholders would have lost solidated Bank; ho had been previously manager of a bank,
nothing but the stock they had invested, and the creditors and was regarded as a man whose capacity and honor was
would have been paid 100 cents in the dollar. That beyond all question in the commercial community of
is the best proof we could have that the bank was solvent at Montreal, and of the city of Toronto, where he was
the time. Therefore, the proposition embodied in the reso- thoroughly well known. Well, Sir, I say it was this man
ltion, that this was an insolvent bank, is not truc and should who, in the month of December, 1883, eight months after
not be sustained by the House. My hon. friond from this loan was made by the Dominion Government, who
Chateauguay has stated that the effect of the loan was to re. stated that this bank was in a solvent condition. Now,
establish the credit of the bank and restore public confidence. there were more people than Mr. Campbell who thought
That was the object of the loan and that object was achievod the bank was solvent. Whom does my hon. friend from
in that respect. How was it that the bank, at a later date, Chateauguay represent in the litigation now pending
failed ? I will explain. The bank was steadied by tho in the Province of Quebec? Does he not represent the
loan; its business went on as usual; but about that Crathern & Caverhill estate, which depositod large
time a new president was elected-Mr. Craig. The sums of money in that bank? ,Somebody has said
mem br for Montreal West (Mr. Gault), who had been the this was a speculative bank; bat, I ask my hon. friend from
presi ent of the bank, withdrew in consequence of ill Chateauguay, if it was a speculative bank, how does it come
health, and ceased to take an active part in the management that his client, James Crathern, a good Grit and a good
of the bank. Mr. Craig came in as president and took business man, that the Crathern & Caverhill estate, which
absolute control of the bank, and what resulted ? In the lie advises-how does it come that these people left their
months succeeding the loan, when the bank was in good $40,000 in the Exchange Bank over the speculative period
credit, he engaged in enterprises personal to himseolf; he during which it is said this loan was made, until the time
forfeited the obligation of good faith ho owed to the credi- of the collapse in September, 1883 ? These are things for
tors and shareholders of the bank, and engaged, with some the hon, gentleman to explain, and for the hon. gentleman
of the customers of the bank for bis own benefit, without who moved this resolution to explain. More than that, Sir;
the knowledge of the other directors of the bank, in enter- the leading financial men in the city of Montreal had their
prises personal to himself. He engaged with Mr. Baird, a money deposited in this bank. Mr. Mussen, one of the
prominent coal merchant; ho engaged with the firm of richest men of the city of Montreal, had some $30,000; Mr.

aylor & Robertson, and with others, in business transac- Beaudry, oLe of the richest men in Montroal, had some
tions far beyond the capacity of the bank, for purposes 850,000; Mr. Andrew Allan, one of the richest men in
entirely personal to himself; and, by reason of this dorelie- Montreal, had some $10,000 or $20,000 -and so I might
tion of duty and this forfeiture of duty to the bank and to increase the list. I only mention these to show that this bank
the shareholders and creditors of the bank, these transac- was not regarded as a speculative bank, but was regarded
tions having turned out unfortunately, the bank became as one enjoying the confidence of business men, and -they
ultimately ruined. Sir, it has been stated by the hon. deposited their money in it. Now, Mr. Speaker,
member for Cardwell (Mr. White) that Mr. Campbell, a good deal has been said during this debate
one of the liquidators of the bank, made a statement about the duty of the Dominion Government to
while acting in the capacity of an accountant of the proceed against Senator Ogilvie, who guaranteed
bank, that the bank was solvent in September and the loan; and, in fact, this resolution states that sufficient
October, 1883, six months after this amount was loaned precautions were not taken by the Government. I sk you
by the Government. That statement was perfectly what botter precaution could be taken than the guarantee
true. Nay, more, Sir ; in the month of December, of a man in Senator Ogilvie's position ? The lon. member
1883, at the meeting of the creditors and shareholders of the for Chateauguay, who knows the city of Montreal as well
Exchange Bank, at which my hon. friend from Chateauguay as the hon.,member for Cardwell or myself, and porhaps
(Mr. Holton) was present, the statement was submitted botter, k»ows that Mr. Ogilvie was reputedly a rieh man,
and affirmed before the meeting of shareholders, that the and that he enjoyed the financial reputation of being worth
bank abowed suficient asets to pay the creditors of that something in the neighborhood of a qaarter of a million of
bank, dollar for dollar, in full. My hon. friend from Prince dollars. ý' Put yourself in his place," as the novelist said ;
Edward Jlnd (Mr. Davies) has cast a elur upon Mr. and to any one eoo.upying the pesition of Finanee Minister
Campbell-not intentionally, because any man who knows it would seem, at once, be he political friend or political
the capacity of Mr. Campbell, who knows his honorable foe, that he was a sae man. He would look for the gaines
and upright character, would not willingly caet a slur stamp, and ho would say: Mr. Ogilvie is a man who occa.
upon him; but he has done so when he said that Mr. Camp- pies a high financial position and I will accept his bond;
bell was the nominee of the directors, and elected by the, and he did accept his bond. Yet it is contended that the
sbareholders of the bank, and those who had an interest to ominion Government should have enforced their claimn
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against the warrantor before proceeding against theothors in this Bouse are sufferers. I happen te ho, in a light
principal on the bond of the Exchange Bank. But I say,as way, a sufferer myse. But wlo was the prime mover in
a position of law, and I challenge any hon. gentleman of placing Mr. Craig in this bank, in a position whore ho
the Province of Quebec, who is a legal gentleman, to deny mmcdit? Sir, it was a friend and client ofmyhon.friend
it, that we cannot enforce, according to the law of Quebec, from dhateauguay, James Cratheru, Esq., a good Reformer
the bond against the surety until we have exhausted the-of theity of Montreal. It was he who came, and, after
principal debtor, and that the Dominion Government laying bands upon the heqd of Mr. Craig, said to the direc.
has no recourse against Senator Ogilvie until they have torsof the ExcbangeiBank: Bore is a worthy man and truc;
exhausted their full recourse against the Exchange yeu arc in a difficulty now; your former casher has
Bank. That is the law of the Province of Quebec, absconded to the United States; take this man, and ho
and I have statements to the effect that a somewhat will draw you ont of the hole; hoewill bring your bank te
similar law exists in Ontario and the other Pro- prospority. And they took the advice of Mr. Oratheru
vinces. Now, Sir, it has been said, with regard to the and trouble came which resulted in ail the misery g0
directors, that they were reckless in the management of graphically pietured by the hon. member from Prince Bd-
this bank. . Sir, Thomas Craig, from the time ho came intoward Island (Mr. Davies). Somo reference has been made
the management of that bank, was the factotum of that bore ofthe account in the books in the bank in which there
bank-the whole bank. He took control of it, and ho man- is a snm charged te the Conservative Association or the
aged it to suit himself, and for his own purposes. It may West End Association of Montreal. It is quite tmue themo is
be that these men should have exercised greater supervi- sncb an entry in the boks. As I said before, the books
sion; I do not know but they should, in the light of latter woro se kept that it was impossible for the directors to ho-
events. Perbaps they should have been more careful; if come aware of'ail the ontries in them, and I have ne doubt-
they knew what we do to-day, they certainly would have and I know it, in my professional capacity-that the hon.
exercised more care. But how were the books of the bank member for Montreal West (Mr. Gault) was unaware
kept under fr. Craig's supervision? They ware so kepof the existence of any such entry. But Mr. Craig had kept
that it has been established by sworn testimony in thethe transactions in such an extraomdinary manner that we
couts of justice-not merely by Mr. Campbell, but another nd an entry in regard te the Montreal West Association,
gentleman, who was accoun tant in the bank-that the books and certin sums are chargd as having been spent on the
of the Exchange Bank were so kept that certain eiitries Montreal Westelection.Tho question of the liability of
never were discovered until long after the bank euspended. Mr. Ganit te pay the amount te the bank, $2,000, was sub-
A few days ago, in a suit in which the hon. Senator Lacoste mitted te niy 1oerned friend, Mr. Groenshiell, my colleagne
was opposed to me, it transpired that a certai'n rémarkable and asHociate, an able man and a good Li and ho and
entry was made in an obscure part of the books of tlheFjx- 1, conjointly, gave an opinion ibnt f ;ult wv iii no w:y
change Bank, and the accountant of the bankwore that ho lable for the entries made in iafffer a in tho bank a oolg.
nover saw it until it was shown to"him in cour~twd Mr. That opinion bas nyvas[rrn qmsef.B stiow , and is eot ques-
Campbell sworc that ho nover saw it bofore, and could not tionod to-day; it cannot bo qucstioned and it, cannot ho
bave discovered it, hecause it was out of thr usual place successfully controvrtd. regret that under th circum-
for making sucf entries. And slips of papers and docu- stances, it should o Jnecessay for me to make any state-
montisof the oighest importance to the bank pledging its ment te this ouse. wilt add but oneo statement farther.
crdit, instead of being kept in the regular books, were kept t is tig: That tus extraordinamy account of Mr. eraig's
in Mr. Craig's private drawer, se that even the regular ex- was not kept in the book containing the daily transactions
ecutive efficers could met have known of their existence. of the ba dik, but in tho saving bak edger, whire tha
IIow could these business mon have become aware oflhem ? saving of the poor wre rcoerdcd ; and in hat way the
Sir, it may h possible for us te make too machw reflection manager kept frem the horectoew the fact tbat ho had
upon these mon; they have lest severely. 1 amrnnet hepe overdrawny is accunt $220,000. Why, if the Govr ent
as their jugtifier-J have ne rigat to do that-but they have is to be held respensiblc for the acknowledged d ofalca-
suffered most keenly and lest mewt severely. They owned tiensland defaultr fthis omficer,eho is an absonder frem
more than halfethe capital of the bank, and they have lest the countay, it wuld hbo a nost outrageons injustice
that cemplitely. The stock was once at 80 above par, and te the Govemrment of the day. When under oxamination
they have lest the advance above par. They wilIlesoe the in.New York befomo Mm. McGibbon, cemmissioner, lu which
double iability and haîf thWir deposits. The leader of the M . Geoffrici, another good Liberal, represeited the other
Opposition, I think, said: Why did they not go tothobankscide, and I epre thebos. creditors, whit did Mr. Ci-ai
and put thoir names on the back of a piece of paper te give acknowiedgee he ack wledged that ho .had endeavorobe
it financial strength bofore asking the Government for aidc? with tw gentlemen in Mutreal, te bay up the stock of the
Weit, ne; I beg my hon. friend's pardon; I think it was Royal Canadian Insumance Company, in rder tehenue con-
his colleague, bis armor-bearer, the hon. membor for trel of that company, and the profits would be divided
South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) wlio madief between himsolf and thse two gentlemen; and ho dclared
that statemtent, who is himself an ex-bank presi- ho tomporarily took the fuand f the bak for that purpse.
dent and An ex-Finance Minister. ,-Sir, the directos did go Ia it fair thatmn ike M. Buntin, Mm. Ogilvie, M . Greene
te the City anti Distriet Savings Bankrsud tbey gave their and Mr. Gault, ms aWe haved btaingd a big reputation and
personal soourity te that bank for 250,0. They positioninthe commercial worlT, shouti have their honora-
are on the bond, and they wili have te pay it.- Theemnnble names tamnished by the acta of sucli a man ? La it fair that
have lest personally more than the value of -the capital of the Goveument whie l tas administoered its fud with sucb
this banlr. That is net a justification for the Goverment succeas and prudence sould ho reproached because a mishap
making thIsban, but I merely gtato the ciroumstances lierI, las occurre i beyond human prudence and foresight, whi h
in order that it may houseen that thhse men, w'ho are aup- may rsultin the Gover ment losing a mat sum of money.
posed te have ntgleted their duty, have pid e tbeir own I frbar to say what the bns may ho. The Govenmnt
finacial strengthamoet severely for the whistle. Now, Sir, 'dain that they mu t ben paib in fuit. They have a rig t
Who was thoeprime iover in putting Thomas Craig into the t make such a oaim, and the creditrs have an equal rigut
position wher hobrough th bankto e ain? It ltruese te mrsit it, and to submittoa legal abitramentthe question
my on. friend'fro Prince Edward Isand sai , the failure as tewhether the Goveonmentshouii ho paid in fuîtorinst.
f this bank bse pbrogit ruin to a good many peopflei. Th tis true,asthe on. member for Huron (Sir Richard Cart-
ion. heimber for Chatoeauguay is a sufereran several wright) b held that up toe ths time thedcisionlias been
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against the Government, to the extent of saying that its
claim is not so privileged. The Government as taken the
case to appeal. It is further true that the Government have
facilitated the appeal; that they have communicated to the
liquidators and counsel of the bank their desire that every
facility shall be given to try and determine that question
at the earliest possible day; and so far as I am concerned, in
connection with the liquidation, speaking personally and on
my responsibility as a man, I say the Government have acted
with that fairness which should characterise a Government,
able and willing to do justice to the people as a whole and
to a section of them who unfortunatoly met losses in con-
nection with an unfortunate bank.

Mr. LISTER. Beforo the hon. member for Glengarry
(Mr. Macmaster) commenced to speak, I had Do intention of
saying anything on this subject. The hon. gentleman told
this louse that be occupied many positions, so far as this
question was concerned -that he was a stockholder in the.
bank, that he was a depositer, that he was the solicitor of
the bank, the solicitor of the liquidators. And I would ask
him what position does he occupy to-night-? He appears,
here and argues the case with a warmth that would lead us to,
believe that he is the solicitor still of certain gentlemen- in
Montreal. I can say, from what I have heard to-day, from
what I have seen in Ransard, and from what I have heard
from the Minister of Finance, that there never was a more
utter disregard of bis duty, as Finance Minister, than that
which has been shown in this matter. If anyone had gone
to the Finance Minister and asked him to lend him 810 out
of his own pocket, he would have shown more care than
he has displayed in exponding $300,000 of the people's
money. The hon. member for Glengarry (Mr. Macmaster)
bas told us that this was not a speculative bank. In
that ho contradiets the statement made by .the
hou. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives);'
ho also contradiets the statement made by a coming
Minister, the proprietor of the Montreal Gazelte;
both hon. members said this was a speculative bank and a
speculative institution. We know, as a fact, to-day, that at
the time the money v as borrowed from the Government
the bank was hopelessly insolvent; and the question before.
this House to-night is, wlrether the Finance Minister, in
lending that money, exercised that care, caution, judgment
and discretion that shouli be exercised by a gentleman
occupying the position he did, as trustee of the public funds.
The question is, whether he was justified, on the repre-
sentation made to him by the manag.rs of the bank, in
advancing the large sum of $30t,000, and enabling that,
insolvent bank to continue its business, thereby giving an
opportunity .to stockholders who were. in the " ring"
to dispose of their stock, and when the time came to
wind up, instead of finding men responsible on the
double liability, there were found worthless stockholders.,
As the name of the bon. member for Montreal (Mr. Gault),
bas been mentioned, perhaps it would not be improper for
me to say something respecting him. We know that he.
was intimately connected with that bank, that he was :a
large stockholder of it, that he was a director, and so must-
have been familiar with all the business transactions of the
bank. He was president of the bank, and he resigned. We
find, Sir, that he knew, or he must, have known at the time
he resigned, that the bank was insolvent, and within a few
days after bis resignation the stock held by him was sold on
the Montreal market and bought by bis brother-in-law, Mr.
Craig-paid for out of the money of the bank by Mr. Craig,
who was an officer of the bank. If that was an honorable
transaction, one which will be approved by the people of
this country, thn I have nothing further to say. The hon.
member for Glengarry (Mr. Macmaster) says that Mr. Gault
is notresponsible for the money taken to pay his election
expenses. Well, Sir, he may try to evade that responsi-

Mr. MMxs2BE

bility, but I do not think he will find an honorable man to
justify bis conduct. We find that bis own brother-in-law,
the cashier of the bank, advanced to the Conservative Club
the monoy of the bank to promote his election to this House,
and that debt, the hon. mem ber for Glengarry (Mr. Mac-
master) says Mr. Gault was perfectly justified in repudiating.
He says further, that the Government holds the security of
Mr. Ogilvie. The statement is made here that the Finance
Minister could have got the security of Mr. Ogilvie. and Mr.
Buntin, but he does not say that all the security the Gov-
ernment held was Mr. Ogilvie, for only 8 100,000, while for
the. other 8200,000 there is no security, and it does not
appear that-the Finance Minister ever requested either of
these gentlemen to give security for the further amount. It
is said that the .debt he claimed could not be collected. I
would remind the hon. gentleman that this contract was
made in Ontario, and that in this Province there is, no such
law as he states exists in Quebec. The Government would
have the right immediately tobring an action on that gua-
rantee and recover whatever Mr. Ogilvie would be respon-
sible for. Now I do, not see how it is possible, for any hon.
member to vote against this resolution as it is worded. The
resolution regrets that the Finance Minister should have
made this advance under the circumstances, and there. is no
person, except the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr.
Ives), and the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) who
pretends tao justify it. The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr.
White), it is true, in his own paper and probably with his
own hand and pen, says that the bank was insolvent in April,
1883, and stii he attempts to get up here and justify the ac-
tion of the Government. I believe he would justify anything
that the Government could do-that there is nothing that
the Government can do that the hon, gentleman would not be
found justifving and defending. That bas been his course for
the last three years, and I have no doubt that he will shortly
get that reward which he is so anxiously looking forward
to, when the Finance Minister is made Lieutenant Governor
of New Brunswick. I say that the Finance Minister, in
lending this money, is not only taking from the people of
this country that which belongs to them, but he bas been
guilty of a gross breach of trust, for he oceupies the posi-
tion of a trustee, and it was his duty as a trustee to satisfy
himself by every means in his power that the money was
safely invested. If ho had been entrusted with the funds
of an estate ie would have been responsible in law for the
investment, and occupying his present position he is res-
ponsible to the country, And is censurablo for his
couduct in that transaction. The whole question is,
whether the Finance Minister is justified in advancing the
money as he did; wheiher, under the cirUumstances which
thon existed,Je used that caution ho should have used as a
publi, servant when he advanced public moneys to an
insolvent institution. It la impossible but to feel that
there must have been on his part something more than a
more desire to benefit the people of the country. When we
find that Mr. Ogilvie was a supporter of the hon. gentle
ma, that every member of that insolvent bank was his
supporter, it does strike one strongly that if they had been
opposed to him possibly he would have taken more are of
thefundsof the country. When we remember that Mr.
Gault was intimately connected with him, that hei was
intimately connected with the affas of the bank-taking
all the oircumtances :into coansideration, it leads one
strongly to believe that the motives of the Finance Minis-
ter, when he made these advances, were not merely to
secure the interests of the public.

Mr. McMULLEN. Hon. gentlemen who are making a
noise may as well keep quiet. I have no desire to give a
silent vote on this important question. I think it is in the
interest of the constituency I represent to offer a few re-
marks on this sbjet, which has been disuased by the law-
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yers of the House, though I do not know that any remarks
have been offered'by others on this side but lawyers, except
the hon. gentleman who made the motion. I regret, in the
interests of the ratepayers of this country, that this
amount of money should be lost to the people of this Do-
minion. I may just say that hon. gentlemen are not going
to force me te take my seat If they listen to me quietly,
I will net take long; but the more noisy they are, the
longer it will take me. I deeply regret I repeat, in the
interests of the ratepayers of this Dominion, that this money
should have been lost. I think it is worth the while of the
representatives of the people here te frankly and fully dis-
eues the whole question which is before the Hoiuse, and ex-
press themselves plainly with regard to advances made in
this way te questionable institutions. When we come to
consider the fact that this money is gathered out of
the pockets of the hard-working and industrious people of
this country, and in this way it has, unfortunately,
got into the hands of a chartered institution in a very
rotten and insolvent position, I say it is sadly to be re.
gretted that the people must submit te the loss. The
proper view to be taken of the question is this: Would
the Finance Minister have made this advance to the Ex.
change Bank if the money had been his own ? An man
occupying a public position, a position of trust in the dis-
charge of public duty, should discharge that duty with the
same care and vigilance and the same anxiety that he
would bring to the discharge of a duty for himself. Now, I
hold that if the Finance Minister had been possessed of that
8300,000 as his own money, he would have made a better
and more searching investigation of the affairs of the bank
before he deposited money in the institution. I say
that he would have taken the trouble at least of having
some person sent down, and its position at the. time it
sought relief carefully investigated. Last year, when this
House was assembled for the purpose of transacting the
business devolving on us, we can well remember that the
Minister of Railways, when he came te the House for the
purpose of presenting his railway resolutions, in order te
back up the financial status of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, stated that he had sent experts from his own office to
Montreal, for the purpose of inspecting their accounts ;
and they were such thorough experts that they managed to
get through the whole financial position of that company in
an afternoon and come back here and report tW the Govern-
ment that that institution was in a very sound financial
position. Now, if we bave experts in the Departments who
are able te perform such duties in such a very short time,
I think ho might have sent two or three of them to Mon-
treal te make a real investigation of the affairs of that
bank. If he did net do that, I think he might at least have
insisted on having, from the entire directorate of the bank,
as well as from the inspector, a statutory declaration, set-
ting forth its true and exact position at the time they made
the application te the G-overnment for assistance. it does
appear te me that no very great effort was made to-ascer-
tain the true position of that bank. Now, I think that
bhould have been done ; I think the Finance Minister,
in the discharge of the duties devolving upon him, should
have made some vigorous and determined effort to ascertain
whether that institution was in sncb a position that he could
safely trust to the handling of its manager $300,000 of the
taxes of the people of this country. We have some reason
to believe that some of the other banks approached did
exact seeurity for money they advanced te that bank ; and
if they exacted collaterals from it, would it net have been
reasonable and right, would it not have been prudent, for the
hon. Minister te have taken what was left at the time, and
hand it over te tha Bnk of Montreal, as treasurer of the
Daninion, and thore ]et it remain in the interest of the
Dominion Re should have doue something of that kind.
I think any ordinary man, going into a transaction of that
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a kind for himself, would have taken that course. I am sorry
to notice, in connection with that matter, that an effort has
been made by the Finance Minister to put the rosponsibility
on the Deputy Minister.

Sir LEONARD TILLE Y. No; I would contradict that.
I did not throw the responsibility on tho Deputy Minister.
I merely stated that I had communicated with him, and
conferred with him with reference to the nature of the
security ; that he had made enquiries, and that the infor-
mation received was satisfactory. I did not throw any
responsibility on him, only toe show that I had taken the
precaution to confer.

Mr. McMULLEN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I may havu mis-
understood him. I understood him to say that he had relied
largely for the financial affairs of the bank on the statement
made by the Deputy Minister. I was going to say that it
is not right that responsibility should hoeshifted that way
from the shoulders of those who should be prepared to
assume the responsibility of these transactions. Now, I
cannot understand how the hon. Finance Minister permitted
himseolf to be led astray in this matter. It is quite evident,
that he was anxious to assist this institution. I think it is
quite evident that he felt tbat his friends and himself, to
some extent,were indebted to it. I think it is quite evident,
from the admissions made by the solicitor of the bank,
that it had rendered services in past political contests. I
think it is quite evident that the president had a claim for
the very able services he had rendered, and the books of the
institution show that advances had been made in the interest
of the party in the elections. I thik this, along-with the
statement that the Finance Minister had a large amount of
money on hand, largely explains why this money has been
deposited there. He named a large number of banks in
which he had deposited money, as well as in the Exchange
Bank. I cannot conceive, looking at the matter from an
ordinary common-sense point of view, how he as been
misled in this matter, if it bas not been by hie own
prophecy, made in his Budget Speech, delivered a few days
before he made this advance. Hle then stated to the House
that he anticipated seven years of prosperity, and in order
to support his prediction ho had risked his money in this
way, and there it bas been lost. The hon. member for
Richmond and Wolfe made some remark about the previous
Government being flies on the wheel, and said the present
Government were endeavoring to uphold and sustain the
business of the country and to prove themselves not to be
flies on the wheel. Well, Sir, it appears in this case that
they actually risked $300,000 of the people's money in order
to prevent a disaster happening to this peculiarly cherished
institution of theirs. But notwithstanding all that, they
proved to be flies on the wheel after all, for it went down
and carried 6300,000 of the people's money along with it.
Now, I do not think the story told by the Finance Minister
with regard to the fatted calves exactly suited the
present case. The story is a very stale one. So far as he
is concerned, he ias been evidently financially well fed for
the last four or five years. He las been drawing financial
strength from more resources than one. .He has been
drawing financial strength by extra taxation on the
people under the operation of his policy; he las
been drawing financial strength from the people by
the increased doposits in the post office savings
barks; and he ias been drawing financial strength
from the money lenders of England, by placing the
debentures of this country on the market. le said that
my hon. friend had been fed from two cows, but I think ho
has been fed*from threo, and the result is that ho has im-
prudently and injudiciously disposed of $300,000 of the
people's money, simply because he had too much of it. This
is an illustration of the fact that when the Finance Minister
is getting into the coffers of the Dominion more money
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than ho can use properly there is great danger that some
of it will be lost. In this case ho had drawn from the
people more money that was necessary; and as the natural
resuit of having an overflowing Treasury ho bas risked,
in the interest of a few political friends, a large amount of
the people's money, and it has been lost. Now, I say it is
quite right that every member of this louse should fully
und frankly express bis views on this question. It must be
remembered that the action of this louse in regard to this
question will bo quoted as a procedent years after
we have left the active stages of life. This act of the
followers of the G-overnment in sustaining this unfor.
tunatè transaction will be made a precedent in
future years for transactions of a similar kind.
With regard to the position Mr. Ogilvie occupied, he must
take either one or other of the two positions. In the first
place, lie was a director of this bank, and, as a director,
and, I think, president, ho should have been thorougbly
posted with regard to its affairs-he should have known the
exact position in which it stood. If he did not know that
lie did not efficiently discharge his duties; if he M
know it, he made representations whereby he got 300,000
and did a very imprudent and dishonest thing. In either
ease he was not discharging his duty properlyto the ibank,
or else he was deceiving the Finance Minister. I would
say, in this connection, that I am sorry to think that owing
to losses of this kind, owing to increased demands apon
our Treasury, owing to the fact that money is spent in
many ways and frittered away in directions we should
avoid, the Finance Minister, a few days ago, whon ho
delivered hie Budget Speech, was under the necessity of
increasing the duties of some very important articles that
enter into the every-day use of the laboring classes. He
has added 5 per cent. on winceys, an article which is used
by the laboring classes, the farmers and mechanies of this
country, very largely, and sirnply, because it
is necessary to provide for losses of this kind.
It is unfortunate, when the people's burthens have been in-
creased so largely, that money should be thrown away and
literally lost, as it has been by the advances made to this
bank. There was some reference made to the letter of
President Simpson, by the hon. member for Cardxwell (Ur.
White). That letter has on many occasions been brought
up to do service to the Conservative party. I have no de-
sire to detain the flouse by referring to some things to
which I could refer, and which would not be very credit-
able to lon. gentlemen opposite. The Pacific Railway
scandai was not very creditable to them; and that to which
the hon. gentleman referred stands as far back as the
Pacific scandal. If they have the right to quote the one
we have the right to quote the other. There is nothing
in connection with the political history of the country that
reflects so severely upon the transactions of hon. gentlemen
opposite as that particular affair. I say tbey should hesi-
tate before going back and referring to those old questions,
because I contend that unfortunate and disgraceful trans-
action, the Pacifie scandai, was a thousand times worse,
and I say that years after this, when hon. gentlemen oppo-
site shall have left the active stage of life, their momory
will not be forgotten, owing to acts of that kind. The'
hon. member for Cardwell can well afford to defend the
Government and the Finance Minister on an occasion of
this kind. That hon. gentlemen receives annually a very
handsome sum, paid to the institution with which he is
connected.

Mr. SPEAKER. Order.
Mr. M&cMULL EN. Well, I shall not refer to that matter.

I shall not further detain the H1ouse. 1 simply wanted to
give expression to my feelings on this subject. I do so
honestly and earnestly, and 1 feel it my duty now and
always to condemn the Government-I care not what
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Government it be-that will make reckless and unadvised
advances of this kind. I will always consider it my duty
to condemn acte of this kind, by which the people of this
country are called upon to submit to loss that ctherwise
they would not be called upon to sustain.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not desire to pro-
tract the debate, but some things have been said, and very
foolishly said, with respect to a matter in which I am per-
sonally concerned, and on which I have a few words to say
before this question is disposed of. In the first place, I may
say that I regret to find that I disturbed to so great an
extent the equanimity of the Finance Minister. Ail I
have to say to that hon. gentleman is, that really I have,
urnder the circumstances, treated him as leniently as I
could be expected to. If the lion. gentleman only
knew all that I could say on this subject,. all that I can
say is, as Lord Clive, in olden days said, lie would be very
much astonished at my own moderation. However, my
object is not so much to refer to what the Finance Minister
said. I arn quite teady that what I said and bis reply should
go together to the country; but my object is to say I fear
the hon. gentleman is not going to be much longer with us,
and I am sorry to find that I have exercised such a dis-
turbing infnence on his mind, and when he goes I may say
'I wish himrwell. The other matter I have to refer to is,
the unfortunate·allusion made by the hon. member for Card-
well (Mr. White) to the affairs of the late Commercial Bank
of Canada. Now, if the hon. member for Cardwell knew
all that I know about the secret history of the Commercial
Bank, lie would have gone a very long way out of his way
to avoid alluding to that motter. A little knowledge is
a dangerous thing, particularly about transactions which
took place seventeen years ago. I could, if I pleased,
make a statement that would not b pleasant
about the secret history of the downfall of the
Commercial Bank; but I may tell the House at
once that I fully recognise that there are obligations laid
on mon who have occupied the position I have occupied,
and I would not be justified in using knowledge 1 then
acquired, at any rate in reply to attacks inade by the hon.
member for Cardwell. If gentlemen who sat on the board of
the Commercial Bank with me, have any charge to make
against me; if my own brother director who sits opposite
where I stand has any charge to make against me, thon I
shall be prepared here or elsewhere-and I think the House
knows I am able and willing generally to defend mysi. If -
to go from firet to last into the history of the Commercial
Bank, to state the immediate cause, the remote cause, and
the more proximate causes of its downfall. It
ià not my intention to do that, unless lie first
should desire it or call upon me to do so.
le-bas never, knowing the facte, ventured te bring any
charge against me. I do not think he will venture to bring
any 6harge to-night. HUe was for a long time conn eted
with that bank. e had good opportunities for knowLng.
The relations between myself and that gentleman have
been, to say the least of it, a little strained for a few years
past, and 1 do not think that the First Minister-never that
I have seen, never that I have heard in this louse-has
ventured to say anything as to my connection with the
Commercial Bank of Canada. Now, he, knowing the facts,
has not ventured to make any of the insinuations which the
member for Cardwellhas ventured to make. I will simply
say this to the House; seventeen years have gone, many
persons, who, as well as myself, were intimately acquainated
with these affairs, are dead; I do not like, even in my own
defence, to bring up things which might affect the mem>iries
of those dead men, or might be unpleasant to their
children; but I will tell the lion. member for Cardwell this,
first of all, I took the chair thrice after the suspension
of the Commercial Bank, in the bank parlor of the Com-
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mercial Bank, with the shareholders angry and d isappointed
before me. Not one single soul there ever dared to question
my, conduot, and for the best of all reasons, that not
one single soul among them had any charge to prefer or
any evidence to bring against me. More than that, the
Commercial Bank of Canada cost no man a penny. Its de-
positors, its note holders, everyone who had a claim upon it,
was paid in full to the lst farthing, and if it be true that
Mr. King, the then president of the Bank of Montreal,
declared, in a letter which the hon, gentleman road, that
that bank was insolvent, Mr. King's act was strongly con-
tradictory of Mr. King's letter, because I was present when
Mr. King offered an exceedingly large sui for the assets of
the Commercial Bank, and undertook to pay all its liabili-
ties besides. The affairs of the Commercial Bank really
came to grief, not from the cause that Mr. King, who did
not know so much about them after all, assigned, but from
this very simple cause that, unfortunately, and in opposi.
tion to my direct instructions and to the instructions of the
board, too, one of the gentlemen who was charged with the
management of the bank, not for several years, but for a
few weeks before its downfall, weakened the reserves and
resources which had been brought together, as the bank
returns in yonder library would show, by my express direc-
tion and order, acting in conjunction with the other mem-
bers of the board, and foreseeing that there would be a run
in consequence of the reduction of our capital. I
think the First Minister's memory is good enough
to - enable him, if he chooses, to recollect that fact.
At all events, whether ho does or does not, I could prove it
even from the Gazette returns, and I have plenty of other
modes of preof. I do not, as I said, choose or intend, on
any challenge from the member for Cardwell, who knows
nothing about the facts of the case, to go into the secret
history of the Commercial Bank of Canada; but, if I am
challenged by any one who knows, I will be always pre-
pared to justify my conduct, at any rate, to the fullest pos-
sible extent. I am going to say no more to-night than this,
that I thirk that every action that was taken by the First
Minister at that time in his capacity of First Minister only
goes to show clearly and distinctly how perfectly correct
vas that advice of his which I read but lately from the
llansard of a few days ago, laying dovn and defining what
a wise and prudent Finance Minister should do under the
circumstances, and precisely what ho did himself in con-
junction with his former Finance Minister, Sir Alexander
Galt, and precisely what the present Finance Minister did
not attend to in one particular in this unfortunate
transaction.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not intend to take
any part in this debate, because, in the first place, early in
it my colleague, the Finance Minister, had, in my opinion,
fully stated the case of the Government, the case of himselt
as Finance Minister, and of the Goverument who supported
him in everything he has donc, and I only risc now in con-
sequence of the gentleman's having alluded to the Commer-.
cial Bank. I have brought no charge against him, but he
seems to throw out the suggestion that I would be afraid to
bring a charge against him. I .absolve him, on my
account, from any secrecy, as far as I am concerned.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do yon bring any
charge ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I bring no charge, but,i
if he wishes to bring any charge or to insinuate any against(
me, I give him full permission to bring it. Mr. Speaker, I
am highly complimented in having my words of wisdom,
apparently, quoted with such approbation by hon. gentle-
men opposite. It is not often that they honor me in thatt
way, but, though perhaps my self-conceit has been raisedi
by the smiles of approbation I have got from the other side,t
I honestly think that, if they read my speeches oftener andE
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took advice more readily from me, they would not make
such continuaL mistakes as they are doing, they would have
remained in office longer, and they would get back to office
sooner. But they will not take it. Likre the old American
democracy-they have succeeded at last, after twenty years
exclusion from office, and perhaps after twenty years the
hon. gentlemen may learn wisdom from experience; but
the old democracy failed by making mistakes, and the re-
publicans remained in office, not so mach by their own
strength as by the mistakes of their opponents-as long as
the Grit democracy makes the same mistakes we will remain
in office, much, I believe, to the satisfaction and benefit of
this great Dominion of ours. The hon. gentleman in his
speech, in which he enlivened a very dry subject, a matter
of account, a matter of financial relations with a bank, with
certain jokes, carefully prepared and well delivered, as he
always does, stated among other things that we were bound
to support the Finance Minister, that the majority in this
House were bound to support the Finance Minister, and
if an angel from heaven came it would net alter the opin-
ions of the majority in this House. Well, I do not know
what might be done if an angel from Heaven came, but if a
fallen angel comes, he cannot expect that we should accept
his views-fallen from the high estate he held before, and
weltering in the Grit slough. But the hon. gentleman and
his leader both said, and especially the leader, with respect
to my hon. friend from Richmond (Mr. Ives) -the leader
of the Opposition said, in rather discourteons and unparlia-
mentary phrase, that he acted servilely and subserviently,
that ho was looking for office, and that it
was in order to be Minister of Railways or to fill
some other office of that kind that h made that speech.
Now, that was out of order, and in strictnesseyou, Sir, should
have called him to order, though he is the leader of the
Opposition. He as no right to impute motives or to make
such charges. It was unparliamentary, and the hon. gentle-
man is inexcusable for doing so. He should show an
example to the House, as the leader of a great party, and
hoping one day to be the leader of the majority of this
House, instead of descending to personal attack, which ie
too much his habit. When ho has not the courage to assert,
ho has al.ways the malice to insinuate. Supposing the lion.
mcm ber for Richmond and Wolfe had taken the same course.
The hon. gentleman says that my hon. friend from Rich,
mond is anxious to get into tho Government. Who is
more anxious to get into the Government than the hon.
gentleman himself, caring not whether he rides over friend
or foe in order to get there. Whether it is the Minister of
Finance or the First Minister, or the member for East York
(Mr. Mackenzie), he cares not whom he rides over or
tramples down, so that he rattles his unscythed car over the
body of anyone and everyone in order to get the most
covetel position which I hold at this moment. And he is
the man to get up here and sneer at my hon. friend when
he gave a clear and logical argument addressed to
the subject before the House, without one irrelevant word.
He is not the man to charge motives to anybody, espe-
cially when ho charges my hon. friend from Cardwell (Mr.
White) and my hon, friend from Richmond and Wolfe (Mr.
Ives) with an over-anxiety to get office. He is the last man
in this country who ought to attempt to make any such allu-
sion, or assertion, or insinuation against any member of Par-
liament. The Ion. member who moved this motion said,
when he spoke, that not even an angel from Heaven could
convert the majority of this House. Oh, says he, I make a
mistake; perhaps the louse might be converted, or the
Government might bo converted if an angel came f rom No.
8. There is no man in this House who was more anxious
to get into No. 8 than the hon. gentleman. There is no
man, being a guardian angel or a fallen angel, who would
try harder to get into confidence of the gentlemen who as-
semble in No. 8. But they know when they are well off,
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The little Garden of Eden is not going to allow any serpent to
creep in among them, and the hon. gentleman must be
satisfied to take the Mount Pisgah view of the beautiful
plains that lie before them on this side of the House.

Mr. BLAKE. They have a tempter of their own in that
Garden of Eden.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A tempter; yes, I dare
say they have a tempter, but they do not try to seduce the
hon, gentleman. I do not think the blandishment of any
hon. inember on this side will be put forth in the vain at-
tempt of making the hon. gentleman a Conservative in prin-
ciple, a Conservative in standing, a Conservative in object.
We must leave him out in utter darkness, and there, Mr.
Speaker, he will stay. Now, Sir, I have only one thing
more to say, and it ise, that this motion ought not, in my
opinion, in fairness or in common propriety, to have been
made. The hon. gentleman had moved it last Session, he
had moved it for the purpose of eliciting a direct vote of
want of confidence in the Government, a direct cen-
Rure on the Finance Minister. He ought to have
baen satisfied with that. This is a second motion, and
is simply a proof of faction. That is not the kind of war-
fare which is conducted in England; that is not the kind
of way in which the two parties fight each other there.
We had this matter diecussed last Session. The whole cir-
cumstances connected with the loan to the Exchange Banki
were ventilated, and a vote was taken. The hon. gentle-
man could not hope to get a reversal of that vote this Ses.
Sion. It is a waste of time to attempt it, and Parliament
and the country will feel that it is a waste of time in
bringing up this niotion a second time.

House divided on motion (p. 363) of Sir Richard Cart.
wright:

Allen,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain (Wentworth),
Béchard,
Bernier,
Blake,

ourassa.
Burpee (Sunbury),
Oameron (Huron),
Cameron (Middlesex)
Oampbell (Renfrew),
Cartwright,
Casey,
Oasgrain,
catudal,
Charlton,
Oockbuin,
Davies,
De St. Georges,

Abbott,
Allison,
Amyot,
Bain (Boulanges)
Baker (Victoria),
Barnard,
Beaty,
Bell,
Benson,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Billy,
Blondeau,
Bourbeau,
Bowell,
Bryson,
Burns,
Cameron (Inverness)
Cameran (Victoria),
Carling,
Caron,
chapleau,

Sir JoRN A.

YÂs:

Messieurs
Edgar,
Fairbank,

Fleming,
Forbes,
Geoffrion,
Gilimor,
Gu nu,
Harley,
Holton,
Innes,
Irvine,
Jackson,
Kinz,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Langelier,
Laurier,
Lister,
Livingstone,

McCraney,
McMullen,
Milîs,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Platt,
Binfret,
Robertqon (Shelburne),
Scriver,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Sttherland (Oxford),
Trow,
Vail,
Watson,
Wells,
Wilson,
Yeo.-59.

NAys:
Messieurs

Ferguson(Leeds &Gren)McGreevy,
Fortin, McNeill,
Foster, Mitchell,
Gagné, Moffat,
Gandet, O'Brien,
Gigauit, Onimet,
Girouard, Pinsonneault,
Gordon, Pope,
Grandbois, Pruyn,
Guilbault, Reid,
Guillet, Riopel,
Hackett, Robertson (Hamilton),
Haggart, Robertson (Hastings),
Hall, Royal,Ray, Scott,ickey, Shakespeare,
Hilliard, Small,
, Homer, Smyth,
Hurteau, Sproule,
Ives, StirsJenkins, Taschereau,
Kaulbach, Taylor,

MAODONALD.

Cochrane,
Colby,

Couglin,
Coursol,
Curran,
Cuthbert,
Daly,
Dawson,
Desaulniers
Desaulniers1
Desjadin,
Dickinson,
Dodd,
Dugas,
Dundas,
Dupont,
Farrow,

Kilvert, Temple,
Kinney, Tilley,
Kranz, Townshend,
Labrosse, Tupper,
Landry (Kent), Tyrwhitt,
Landry (Montmagny), Vanase,
Langevin, Wallace (Albert),
Lesage, Wallace (York),
Macdonald (King's), White (Cardwell),

(Maak'ngé),Macdonald (Sir John), White (Hastings),
(St.M'rice),Mackintosh, White (Renfrew),

Macmaster, Wigle,
Macmillan (?Middlesex),Williams,
McMfillan (Vaudreuil), Wood (Brockville),
Mecallum, Wood (Westmoreland),
MoCarthy, Woodwortb,
McDougald (Pietou), Wright.-118.

Motion negatived.

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

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 11.55 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
FaIDAY, 6th March, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRArzRs.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

Order, lHouse again in Committee of Ways and Means,
(Sir Leonard Tilley.)

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). In rising, Sir, to continue th e
debate upon the motion that you do leave the Chair for the
House to go into Committee of Ways and Means, I desire
to say that I think the debate might very fairly, if both
sides would agree to it, be left precisely where it stands at
this moment. We have had from the hon. Finance Minister
a speech as able as it was exhaustive, a speech than which,
I believe, no better bas ever been delivered from the Min.
isterial benches on a similar occasion in Canada, and which
embodied as complote a statement of the financial and in-
dustrial position of this country as could very well be
embodied in any statement of the kind. We have
had as a reply to that a speech from the hon. member for
South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), who speaks for the
Opposition, in matters of this kind, with some degree of
authority, which, I think, even his own friends will admit,
was hardly equal to the reputation which he deservedly
possesses as an able debater. If one may jndge of the speech
-if one may use, in fact, the concluding sentence of the
speech as a ciommentary on the speetch itself-the hon.
gentleman unfortunately indulged in those extravagances of
statement which, I think, impair very greatly, the effect
of what otherwise might be useful statements in relation
to public affairs, and which certainly, so far as we are con-
cerned on this side of the House, do not make his speeches,
as a rule, very dangerous to us. Sir, let me ask you what
will be thought, what can be thought, of an hon. gentleman
with the responsibility that rests oa that hon. gentleman as
an ex-Finance Minister, who, after three liours of discus-
sion of the affairs of the country, concluded in these words :

"1I say this in conclusion, and I say it, not as a matter of rhetorical
statement, but as a simple matter of fact, capable of mathematical
demonstration, that I believe to-lay, if we sat down and counted the
cost, we would find that this country bas lost more in six years of evil
Government relatively to its population and its resources than the
people of the United btates did in the four years of desperate civil war
which immediately preceded the formation of our Confederation."

It does seen to me, Sir, that an hon. gentleman who
approaches a discussion of the affaire of this country, of its
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financial and industriai position, hlieng the viow which is
embodied in the words whicb I have just quoted, puts him-
self out of court altogether as a reasonable authority upon
the questions with which we have to deal in a discussion of
this kind. The hon. gentleman commenced by telling us
that he proposed to deal in some disagreeable truths. fe
commenced by telling us that ho anticipated that possibly
from tbis side of the House he would be charged as unpatri-
otic because of the statements he was about to make; but
influenced, like one of Gilbert's creations, with that terrible
sense of duty, being in fact the slave of duty, ho thought it
necessary to tell the truth, whatever might bo the result to
the country, or, in fact, to himself. Well, se far as I am
concerned, I do not think this country has anything to fear
from the truth. I believe that the truth fairly told, I believe
that the truth fully told, told without mitigation, without
concealment of any fact, will not injure but benefit the
country. But the hon. gentlemen, under the guise of truth
commence their statements by the declaration that they are
overwhelmed with a sense of the duty attaching to them to
tell the truth, and thon deliberately proceed to make state-
monts which, to say the least of them, would not, in any
other place but Parliament, be entitled to be called truth.
We may fairly conclude that the hon. gentleman who makes
such statements to the prejudice of his country is not
entitled to any great consideration, and is certainly not in a
position to set himself up as being influenced simply by his
sense of duty to the country. The hon. gentleman on this,
as on former occasions, dealt with the question of the popu-
lation of Canada, and it does seem to me that it is very
greatly to be rogretted that we should find ourselvos, on
almost every occasion when this debate arises, or similar
debates arise, compelled te defend the country against
statements, which, if they were true, even in part, it
would not be necessary at any rate to parade on
every possible occasion; but which, as I shall show in
a moment, are net only not correct even in part,
but are so absurdly incorrect that the hon. gentleman who
presents them to the House can hardly be credited in court-
esy with believing them himsolf. The hon. gentleman reit-
erated here the statement which he made with regard to
the loss of population to Canada in a memorable speech
in Montreal. On that occasion he elaborated his figures
more than ho ventured to do yesterday; but as lie took the
full responsibility for them, I shall take occasion to refer to
them, and I think I will be ablo to convince even the lon.
gentleman opposite that they are not entitled to the crodit
which he would desire they should obtain. The hon. gen-
tleman admits that from 1840 to 1861, the country made
considerable progress. He gave the figures of the census
in 1840 as 987,000; those by the census of 1851 as
1,842,000, and of 1861, 2,507,000, which figures, he ad-
mitted, sbowed a very rapid increase indeed. And having
made that admission, he started for the purposes of bis dis-
cussion with the census of 1861. The population of
tho old Provinces in 1861, ho said, was 3,200,000; the not
increase of births over deaths, or the natural increase, he
said, ought to have been 2,000,000; that is, that the popu-
lation, without the addition of any immigration, should
have been 5,200,000, or an increase of 62- per cent. How:
ho obtained that 62 per cent. as the basis of his calculation
I shall show in a moment or two, but that is the basis-and
I want hon. entlemen to remember it-of the increase
which he las taken in all of bis calculations, and upon
which he bas ventured to say that this country, so far fromI
progressing, has steadily lost in population. le went on to
say that the immigrants settled in Canada during those
20 years numbered 499,562, that the natural increase of the
immigrants would bc 210,000, or a little over 42
per cent.; and the curious tbing is that in order te
make that increase ho assumes that the whole 499,562
immigrants were here at the commencement of tbe 20

years, and that that increase las been going on ever
since. Why, those immigrants have been coming
in during those twenty years, year by year, the larger part
of them practically during recent years, and to talk there-
fore of an increase of 42 per cent., the natural increase over
a period of 20 years on those 499,000 persons, as if they had
all been here at the commencement of that period, will, I
think, show the carelessness at any rate with which he has
made up bis calculations. Upon those calculations, how-
ever, he comes to this conclusion, that the population in 1861
was 3,200,000, that the natural increase in 20 years should
be 2,000,000, that the immigrants who came into the country
were 499,562, that the natural increase it relation to them
should bo 210,000-making a total of 5,909,562. Thon the
census, as stated by the bon. gentleman, gave 4,242,000,
and he finds therefore that there las been a deorease in the
population of this country, or rather that the population of
this country is in fact 1,667,562 less than it should have
been if we had not lest greatly from our population by
immigration from the country. Now let us look ut the
figures in the light of the cousus of the United States. The
Canadians in the United States, and I think I may fairly
say our friends on the other side of the lino are not apt to
understate the case, the Canadians in the United States
in 1860 were 249,970 ; in 1870 they had increased to 476,-
572; and in 1880 they had increased te 710,585. Now,
the latter two periods are, for the purposes of this dis-
cussion, the only important ones, as the people represented
by the first figures were in the United States, at the time the
hon. gentleman selected as the starting point in his calcula-
tion. -You deduct, therefore, this 249,970, or, in round figures,
250,000 people from the population, and then if you add the
natural increment to the remainder, by the ratio used in
the United States cousus, which, I think, is net an unfair
calculation, you will find that the Canadians in the United
States, going there since 1861, and by the natural increase
to them since that time, would number 758,637. Now how
would the case stand ? The comparison would stand thus:
According to the hon. gentleman's calculation the loss to
Canada is 1,667,562, but the actual loss, as shown by the
American census of Canadians in the United States, giving
the natural increase to those persons according to the scale
established by the Amorican census, was 758,637.
So that there is an exaggoration at the very outset of the
hon. gontleman's statement, against this, his own country,
of 908,925; that is te say that, in order to establish the
statement which hie made, there ought to be no less than
900,000 more Canadians in the United States than the
census of the United States assumes to be there. I leave it
to the hon. gentleman to discover where these 900,000
people have gone. Thon there is another thing which ought
to be taken into account. Although I suppose these persons
would be regarded as part of the general immigration, it is
well just ut this point to state the fact that thore have been
persons coming from the United States to Canada as well
as persons going from Canada to the United States. Accord-
ing te the census of 1880 in the United States and the
census of 1881 bore, while there wore 14 Canadians to each
1,000 in the United States, there were 18 Americans to
each 1,000 in Canada, so that after all there las been a fair
interchange of the courtesies of visitation between the peo-
ples of the two countries during that period. But the Ion.
gentleman carried bis calculation still further. When he was
speaking in Montreal, in November, 1884, he said that Cana-
da Lad ut the outside, exclusive of Indians, a population of
barely 4,40,000, while it ought to have had 6,700,000, mak-
ing a loss, according to the hon. gentleman, of 2,300,000
persons, or an additional loss in the last four years of no
less than 700,000. That is, that our loss had increased,
according te the hon. gentleman's statement, between 1880
and 1884, by no less than 700,000 persons. Now, on
the same basis of calculation, which I presented before, we
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have the loss calculated by the hon. gentleman, 2,300,000;
the loss according to the United States census, 836,404,
so that we -have an exaggeration on the part of the hon.
gentleman, according to that method of calculation, the
correctnoss of which I venture to say cannot be success-
fully impugned, of 1,463,596, or in round numbers an
exaggeration of a million and a half. We have an opportu-
nity of knowing something, d uring the last few years at
any rate, from statistics that cannot be very well ques-
tioned, as to what bas been the movement of the popula-
tion between the United States and Canada. The Depart-
ment of Agriculture, I believe, have obtained from the Grand
Trunk Railway audit office a statement of the actual number
of passengers going out and coming in at the different points
at which the line crosses the frontier. So that, so far as
that railway is concerned at any rate, we have in these
figures a tolerably accurate statement -of the difference
between the income and the outgo of the people between
the United States and Canada. What do we find? For the
fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1883, the net total number
of passengers from Canada to the United States, excluding
through passengers, by the Grand Trunk Railway system
was 187,935; the total number of passengers from the
United States to Canada, excluding again European immi-
grants simply passing through the United States to Canada,
was 192,627, or a net gain to Canada, according to the
official statement of the audit office of the Grand Trunk
Railway, of 4,692 persons. Then, if you take the last
fiscal year ending June 30th, 1884, you will find that from
Canada to the United States the number of persons, again
excluding European passengers, was 201,931, while the net
total number of passengers from the United States to Can-
ada, excluding in the same way those who came through
from Europe, was 204,838, or a net gain to Can-
ada of 2,907 persons, or in round numbers 3,000.
Now, these figures may or may not be absolutely
aocurate. We have possibly as good a test in
regard to their accuracy as it is possible to get, from the fact
that they have come from the audit office of a railway
corporation which has not, I am bound to say, shown itself
much interested in building up either this Government or
this country during recent years; and we have a statement
from that audit office which shows, at least, that there ias
been no such loss of population by persons going from
Canada into the United States as would at all justify the
statements made by the hon. gentleman. Thon we may
take another way. We may take the immigrants from the
United States, some of them returned Canadians, some of
them Americans coming to settle in Canada-and you will
find Americans in every town in Canada, in all the manu-
facturing centres in Canada you will find American work-
ingmen who have corne to find employment here just as you
will find Canadian workingmen who .have gone to find
employrient there-and if we take the entries of settlers'
effects, we shall find that in 1879 the settiers who entered
their effects at the Custom louse, and so registered
themselves as people coming to settle in Canada,
were 9,775; in 1880, they were 10,961; in 1881,
15,404; in 1882, 30,554; in 1883, 34,987; and in
1884,35,891. I think that will show that there has been
a steady increase in the number of persons coming
from the United States to Canada to settle, and yet, in spite
of those figures, whicb the hon, gentleman could have got
without any trouble if he had been anxious simply to
tell the exact truth in relation to this matter, he has
ventured to base his whole argument upon the suppo-
sition that a much larger and a continuing larger out-
flow is going from Canada into the United States. There
is no doubt whatever that during the last 30 years a good
many Canadians have gone to the United States. Nobody
doubts it; nobody denies it; nobody can question it. There
have been reasons for it, and reasons are of a very simple

Mr. WmwT (Cardwell).

character. If you go, for instance, to the great lumber
regions of Michigan, you find a number of Canadians who
have gone there to work in the lumber shanties and the
saw mills. That is an industry with which they have been
acquainted bere, and they have gone in great numbers, to
find employment which they could not find here. Then, in
the industries of New England, an incentive las been
offered to a great many Canadians to find employment in
those manufactories,and there have been still greater induce-
ments in the great prairie lands of the American north-
west which wore opened long before our prairie lands, in our
North-West, were open to settlement, and which annually
attracted large numbers of persons not only from Canada
but from the old States of the Union as well, who have gone
there to settle. All tbese inducements proved attractive to
the people of the Eastern States, and those States have suf.
fered in quite as great a degree as Canada. Now, Sir, I
come to what seems to be a crucial test of the unfairness of
the hon. gentleman's mode of calculation upon this subject.
He has assumed 621 per cent. as what should be the natural
increase for 20 years, irrespective of immigration altogether,
and he las based his entire calculation as to the loss of
population to Canada upon that figure. Now, what is the
fact? We find, fer instance, that the decennial increase in
the United States was as follows

From 1830 to 1840..... ............ 32·67
"l1840 to 1850....... ................ 35-87
"91850 to 1860.. ............... 35-58
" 1860 to 1870......... ..... ........ ...... ..... 22-53
"c 1870 to 1880......................................... 30·07

Making an average decennial increase of 31-36, or, for
20 years, 62-72. The hon. gentleman takes 62½, but he
did not take the trouble to remember that this increase in
the United States was not the natural increase of the people.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Why don't you take
1790 to 1810, when the population was the same?

Mr. WHITE. Well, if the hon. gentleman chooses to go
back to those dates ho is at liberty to do so, but I think he
will find that the argument in relation to the inatural in-
crease will be precisely the same as the argument here.
Now, when I find that the United States show an increase of
the population, during twenty years, of 62·72, and that the
hon. gentleman has taken as a reasonable basis for the natur-
al increase of Canada, and as the basis of his entire calcu-
lation, an increase of 62-50, I have a right to assume, at
any rate, that it is upon that he has made his calcula-
tion. But ho las ignored altogether the fact that that
increase of 62-72 in the United States for the twenty
years actually ineluded the immigration as well as the
natural increase, and therefore was not a fair test to apply to
this matter at all. The United States have increased during
that time from various causes, from the annexation of ter-
ritory, and in other ways, but whatever the increase was,
the figures I have given cover the whole increase and not
the ratural increase alone. Now, Sir, another way of
testing the absurdly exaggerated character of the hon. gen-
tleman's figures is to take the increases in the United States
as they are stated. From 1860 to 1870 the inerease in the
United States was 22-63, and of that 15-38 was put down as
the natural increase, and 7.25 as the increase from immigra-
tion. From 1870 to 1880 the whole increase was 30.07 ;
the natural increase being put down as 22-78, and the increase
from immigration at 7-29. Now, Sir, apply these figures to
the population of Canada, and what do we find ? The
population in 1861 was 3,200,000 and the natural increase
from 1871 would be 492,160 and the increase from immigra-
tion would be 242,000, making a population in 1871 of
3,934,160. Then take the actual increase in 1881, of
896,202 and from immigration of 286,801, and taking the
figures of the United States and applying them to Canada,
the population of this country in 1881 would be 5,117,163.
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But the actual population by the census waà 4,324,810, or a
loss by the calculation of this standard of 793,353. But the
hon. gentleman sates that the loss during that period was
1,667,563. showing a mistake in the direction of exaggeration
of 874,209. Now, Sir, how do wo stand-for I think after
all that is a fair way to look at this question-in relation to
the tolerably prosperous eastern States ot the Union ? I
take the State of Massachusetta which, I think, the hon. gen-
tleman will admit is a tolerably prosperous State, probably
the most prosperous of the New England States, in which is
found a very large number of French Canadians, for a
great many French Canadians who have gone from
Canada have gone into Massachusetts. We find
that the increase in population of that State between 1860
and 1880 was 18 per cent. We find that some other of the
New England States as well as Canada, are subject to the
same process of emigration to the Western States, particu-
larly into newer fields. We find in some of them, as in New
Hampshire, Maine, and Vermont that there was scarcely
any increase whatever, and I believe in one of those
States during one decennial period there was an actual
decrease. Now, the increase of population in Canada in the
same period was 36-3. On the other band, in the same
period, Dakota showed a gain of 193 per cent., Kansas, 239
per cent., Minnesota, 155 per cent., and Illinois, 48 per cent.
Then Sir, if I take the State of New York, which is called
the Empire State of the Union, with its large urban popu-
lation, with the enormous growth of population in the
cities of Brooklyn, New York and othor great cities of that
State, what do we find ? If you take the State of New York
according to the principle laid down by the hon. gentleman,
and when he asked me to go back to 1790 I point him to
the State of New York, which, standing alone, at any rate,
offers a fair comparison--if you take that State, and apply
the hon. gentleman's method of calculation, adding for
20 years 62½ per cent. as the natural increase, the
population should be 6,306,625 ; but the actual population
by the census was only 5,083,000, or a loss in population
to the State of New York, according to the method
ho has applied to Canada, of no less than 1,223,625.
If to that is added the immigration and its increases, as the
hon. gentleman did in the case of Canada, we have 750,000
more, and the loss in that case would be in the State of New
York, applying the same method of calculation that the
hon. gentleman bas applied to Canada, 1,973,625. Now,
Sir, that is 300,000 more than the hon. gentleman, in .his
wildest flight of imagination, says was the loss to Canada.
The actual facts of the comparison are these, as ascertained
by the census, which we may fairly assume to be
correct: that the State of New York increased in
20 years 1,202,000, or 30-97, while Canada increased
36-03, or one-fifth more than the State of New York.
I do not think it is unsatisfactory when you come to remem-
ber that down to 1881 we scarcely had a North-West in the
sense of an attractive territory to which settlers could go,
when we were only beginning to open it up, to offer indu-
cements to people to go there by means of the construction
of railways through that territory, that Canada, with all
the attractions which the Western States had to offer, with
all the attractions which the industrial policy of the United
States had to offer, taking our people from this country to
the other side, still increased one-fifth more than the great
State of New York, Yet the hon. gentlemen, fcr the pur-
pose of injuring this Government-although how this Gov-
ernment is going to be injured by the fact that we have
lost population since 1861, I cannot very well see- under.
took to state that there has been a loss to Canada. The
hon. gentleman, however, went on to another process of
argument. -He took the school population, and he asked
us to believe that the population as there stated is absolutely
correct. I hold in my' bande the report of the Minister of
Education of the Province of Ontario for 1884, and m the bon

gentleman made his statement in November, 1884, I have
a right te assume that this is the book from which he took
bis figures. Yet on the very threshold of his enquiry, if he
had choson te read it, in the very first report of an inspecter
published in this book, what do we find ?

" The average number cf days the schooli have been kept open in
207 8, or one-fourth less than for 1881. The number of pupils 6 to 16
years of age enrolled is 5,2[5, or 24 less than the previous Tear. It is
to be noticed that trustees, returns made the number of pupils resident
December, 1882, 423 less than at the same date the previous year. Oon-
sidering that the number of students enrolled in 1881 was 581 les than
the number returned as resident, and that for 1882 the number enrolled
approaches within 182 of those resident, I cannot but think that the
census bas been defective, and that there are more than 5,307 children
residents in the county."

That is the statement from the very first report of the ins-
pecter in the very volume which the hon, gentleman has
taken for the purpose of using the figures, declarnd by that
inspecter te be inaccurate, te be notoriously inaccurate ;
that is the report of the inspecter which the hon. gentleman
met at the very threshold of his enquiry:; and yet he was
bound by his sense of duty, by that overwhelming dispo.
sition to tell the truth and nothing but the truth, te ignore
that statement and take those figures as if they were abso-
lutely correct, although I may fairly say that they bear
evidence in the very character of the figures themselves of
being anything but correct. Taking those school figures,
what do we find ? The school population between five and
sixteen years in 1874 was 511,603, in 1878, 492,360, or a
decrease froin 1874 te 1878 of 19,243. In 1883 the number
was 478,791, or a decrease of 13,565. Se that the average
y arly decrease from 1874 te 1878, according te the figures
which the hon. gentleman relies upon, was 4,811, while the
av-erag ycarly decrease from 1878 te 1883 was 2,714,
showirig a maller- annual averago decrease duiring the
latter period than during the former. The hon. gentlemen
was in offico during the whole of the former period.
Whoever thon thought of taking up the school statistics
for the purpose of injuring the bon. gentleman even at the
risk of injuring the country, or whoever attached any impor-
tance te those statistics, as showing that this country was
net reasonably progressing ?

Mr. MILLS, What figures were appealed te?
Mr. WEIITE (Cardwell). Certainly net these school

figures. We knew they were inaccurate-they bore inac-
curacy on the face of them. No one could look at the figures
without knowing they were inaccurate. Look at the figures
and see how they stand. Take the town of Belleville. We
have the number returned for four years as 2,610 each year,
not One more and net one less. That one fact, together with
the report of the inspecter, ought to have taught the bon.
gentleman that this was not a very safe weapon for him te use
in order te show that our population is diminishing. Take
the city of London. I find that for three years, 1881-82-83,
4,900 was the exact figure, neither one more nor one less.
Thon I find St. Catharines had a little bit of an increase, a
slight change. In 1880-81-82 there were 2,500 for each of
those years, neither one more nor one less; but in 1883
there was an increase of 60-exactly 60. But I will net
detain the House with going through this list of figures. If
you take towns that are familiar te ait of us, you find similar
inaccuracies. Take Peterborough, which has been growing
rapidly and is an important railway and industrial centre,
and what do we find by these figures? We find that they show
1,950 in 1880, 1,800 in 1881; the number went up to 2,000 in
1882; and in 1883 the number was 2,000 stili, exactly the same
figure, neither one more nor one less. I might go through
the whole of the figures and show that on the face of them
they bear the evidence of being utterly unreliable as a basis
on which a fair calculation could be made as te the move-
ment of population in Canada. Then I take another point
with respect to them. If you take the municipal statistics,
to which the hon. gentleman attaches some importance,
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what do we find ? Take the municipal statistics and
the school statistics for 1878-79-80-81-82-83-1 will not
trouble the House with reading them-and what do
we find ? According to the municipal statistics the popu.
lation of the Province increased during those years
64,341, while, according to the Minister of Education,
the school population decreased 13,596 during the saime
period. It is certainly remarkable that so far as the school
statistics are concerned the same fact is apparent in the
United States as bore. In nearly every State of the Union
you find that while the population has increased there has
been a decrease, apparently, in the school population. For
instance, in Connecticut there has been an increase in the
population in six years of 51,000, and a decrease in the
school population of 8,000. In Illinois there has been an
increase in population of 161,400, and a decrease in pupils
of 9,238. In Tennessee there was an increaso in )opulation
in two years of 56,800, and an apparent decrease in the
school children, according to the school returns, of 26,785.
Take the great State of New York; there has been an
inorese in the population during those ton years of 700,000,
according to the census, while there bas been an actual
decrease, so far as school returns are concerned, during the
same poriod, of 6,820. The whole of the statistics, both in
the'United States and Ontario, show that the school returns
-and I do not say that as attaching any fraudulent blame
to any person connected with them-almost froin the inci-
dent connected with the collection of these statistics, are
utterly unreliable as a basis of calculation in connection
with the population of the country. The hon. gentleman
assumes that we have lost population. It is rather a re-
markable thing that in certain portions of tie country-I
take Ontario and Quebec particularly-there bas been a re-
markable increase in the population. I think we may lay
it down as almost an axiom, in dealing with the movements
of population, that in the rural districts, in the agricultural
parts of the country, as the country gets pretty well settled,
the population becomes practically stationary. The increase
will be found in the urban and suburban populations
within those districts, but so far as the agricultural portion
is concerned the population does not show any great in-
crease. But whore you will find the increase is in
the newer districts of the country, to which the young
people and oven the old people removo thcmselves, to find
in them an opportunity to devoto their enterprise and
industry to building up bomes for themselves. We bave had
that going on at all times in Canada in the newer districts
of the country-in the county of Huron, in the county of
Bruce and now it is going on in Mluskoka, and Algoma, and in
many places in the Province of Quebec I am appy to say
the same kind of thing bas begun to go on. Take, for in-
stance, the district of Saguenay and Chicoutimi; according
to the censuses of 1871 and 1881 the increase in that district
was 68 per cent., and I believe that if the people of Quebec
are succossful in the enterprise they have in hand, the Lake
St. John Railway, the population will show a much larger
increase at the next ceusus than it did at the last. There is
in that country ut the head of the Saguenay, as it is said by
those who know it, almost a new-Nortb-WeFt, I was going
to say--but, ut any rate, a great north, almost equal to the
great North-West for agricultural and other purposes. Take
the county of Ottawa; I find that the increase there has
been far in excess of the gencral increase of the country.
Twenty-nino per cent. was the increase, and there, too, as
these new railways go on, as thoso settlements increase,
which are happily going in at this moment under
the direction of the Rev. Curé La belle and other
persons, we will find that a large number of people will go
and settle in those newer parts of the country, which before
were looked upon as uninhabitable and utterly useless, except
perhaps for raising timber. Take again Muskoha, in the
Province of Ontario; I flnd that from 1871 to 1881 the

Mr. WUTZ (OardwQll).

population of Muskoka increased 400 per cent. I find tha t
in North Benfrew, where theroeis a larg) district opening
up for settlement, the increase was 51 per cent. I find that
in South Renfrew the increase was 36 per cent; North
Simcoe, 46 per cent.; Algoma, 189 per cent. And, Mr.
Speaker, it is rather a remarkable thing that while we bave
bore 'on. gentlemen telling us that the population is not
increasing, their frionds in the Legislatire at Toronto-so
convinced are they of the enormous movement of popula-
tion to the Algoma district-have actually introduced a Bill
for the purpose of giving an additional member to Algoma,
and they have made use of that fact to effect a Gerrymander
system-

Mr. MILLS. No.

Mr. WRITE (Cardwell). Who says no ?
Mr. CHARLTON. No.
Mr. W HITE (Cardwell). All i can say is, that in my own

constituency of Cardwell nobody will recognise it as it is
fixed up now, with the simple object, and none other, ot
giving Mr. Chisholm a safo seat in Peel, which ho would
certainly have lost if the conditions had remained the same
as they now are. For the object of possibly securing one safe
seat in Simcoe we find that we are given for the Local-
and I am not sorry that Cardwell is to be made a good con-
stituency-a majority of soma 400 and odd, when before
we had only 40, after very hard fighting. But I say that
these gentlemen bave in Ontario, for the more purpose-
because that is the pretence -of giving an additional mem-
ber to Algoma, indicated the fact of their belief in the
enormous growth of population in that district, and for the
purpose of giving this additional member they have intro.
duced this remarkable Gerrymandering Bill, which, I am
bound to say, utterly puts to shame any efforts made in
this House in the way of a redistribution of seats, and
which, Mr. Speaker, will entitle-not the bon. gentleman
in this flouse, ofe course-but the Liberal party, to continue
te deserve the name which was given to them some years ago
by one who knew thei well-of the party of organized
hypocrisy. Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman objected very
much to immigration. He told us immigration should,
practically be stopped. He said, in fact, that to invite
inimgrants into this country was £imply to bring people
here who could only get food by depriving some native.
born Canadian of his means of livelihood. Well, Mr.
Speaker, I am a native-born Canadian, and I am
proud of it; but I am bound to say this : my
father was not a native-born Canadian, and I am not going
to say bore, that because ho was not a native of this country
ho was not just as good as if he had been been born here.
This country bas been made by people who came from the
old world; it is being made now by the sons of those who
came from the old world, and this attempt to organise a
anow-nothing club in Canada, and to declare that no man
shall have a position in this country unless ho happons to
be a native-born Canadian, no matter how long he may
have resided bore, and to do so in the interests of persons
who bave largely come to the country within a compara-
tively few years, is a policy which I venture to think willnot
meet with much sympatby outside. Now, what has been the
conduct of the bon. gentleman's friends and himself when
ho was in office? I think we may fairly say that in those
days the condition of the labor market was certainly as
depressed, to say the least, as it is at the present moment.
In 1877 the number who came into Canada, the number
who were encouraged to come to Canada by the efforts of bon.
gentlemen opposite, through thoir agencies on the other side,
was 27,076; in 1878 it was 29,080, and a remarkable
feature with regard to that immigration is as to its char-
acter. Only at Quebec was there a classification of immi-
grants, according to occupation and nationality, but I think
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we may fairly assume that that classification at Quebec will1
apply pretty well over the whole volume of the immigra-
tion. Now in 1877, as I have said, 27,076 immigrants came'
into the country. Of the number of those who were regis-
tered at Quebec, a large proportion were laborers, and I do
not think the condition of the labor market in Canada in
1877 was any botter than it is to-day. Of the total registered
number in that year, 1,118 were mechanics, and I am quite
sure that there was not a greater amount of employment for,
mechanics in that year than there exists at present; and of
these two classes of the immigrants which came into
Canada, under the auspices of hon. gentlemen oppoàite, no
less than 91½ per cent. were of the very classes as to which
Jast year they were moving resolutions objecting to their
immigration, and as to which they are now asking questions,
in the direction of excluding them from Canada altogether.
Thon if you take the year 1878, I find that thore were
2,839 laborers and 879 mochanies, or, of the classes objected
to by hon. gentlemen now, there were 92 per cent. of the
entire classified immigration that came into the country.
Well, Sir, I think in the face of that, these hon. gentlemen
are hardly in a position to say that this Government has
dealt in any sense unfairly with the great working classes
of the country in their efforts to encourage immigration
into Canada. Sir, we have some illustrations of what the
condition of this matter was in these two periods, as indi-
cating, at any rate, that there as been no special reason
why an immigration policy which was considered good in
1817 and 1878, should be corsidered so very bad in 1884.
IIere, for instance, is a statoment of the average rate of
wages paid in the Dominion in 1878 and in 1884; and those
returns, I may say, are obtained from the agents of the
Department of Agriculture in all the cities of Canada
where there are agents: Farm laborers, in 1878, got from
$10 to $20 a month with board; in 1884 they got from $15
to $22 per month with board. Common laborers, in 1878,
had from 80 cents to 81 a day; in 1884 they have been
getting from $1 to $1.75 per day. Female domestics, in
1878, were getting from $5 to $6 a month; in 1884
they have been getting from $6 to $12 a month ;
and so far as mechanies are concerned, although there is
no statement made, I think we may fairly assume that the
rate of wages for mechanies will run substantially upon the
same lines as the rate for laborers. We have, Sir, another
fact which gives a very strong indication of what the rate
of wages at these two periods was-I mean the rate of
wages paid in the lumber woods. That is a matter which
anyone can test for himself. In 1878, according to the
returns, the rate of wages in the woods was $12 a month, in
1879 $14, in 1880 815.50, in 1881 $18, in 1882 $22, in 1883
823, and in 1884 it had got back again to $18 a month;
but as between 1878, and 1884 the rate was $12 a month
in the former period, and $18 a month in the latter,
indicating, I think, pretty clearly, that there bas been no
such plethora of labpr in the country as the hon. gentlemen
opposite would desire us to believe, in the efforts tbey are
mak ing to show that the Country is losing its population
and has no room for any othera who may wish to come

ere. Now, Sir, so mach for this general question of
population; and I have ventured to detain the House
thus long upon it, because I notice that it is one of
the special arguments which are being used, and I believe it
is one of the arguments which, in England, bas most effect,
in deterring persons not only from coming to Canada but
from taking an interest in Canada. I can remember, Sir-
I do not know whether I have mentioned it in Parliament
before-when in England, in 1870, as a commissioner from
the Province of Ontario, as they did me the honor to call me
-I remember being in the House of Commons when Mr.
McCullough Torrens brought up a motion on the subject of
State aid to emigration ; and Iremember Sir Charles Dilke,
as an effective and conclusive answer to the proposition to

aid emigration to Canada, stated that we were losing more
population than we were getting into the country by immi-
gration-that is to say, that t he population of the country
was absolutely decreasing instead of increasing. I know
that his argument was regarded as most effective. I do
think it is most important in the interests of the country
that the simple truth should bo told, ia order that it should
be shown that these statements--and the hon, gentleman
gave us the advantage of seeing upon what he based
them-are utterly unreliable and are grossly exaggerated, in
relation to the actual position ofthe movement of population
in Canada. Now, Sir, i com to another point upon whieh
the hon. gentleman dwelt with some earnestuess, and cthat
is as to the expenditure and debt of the country. I do not
intend going into this subject at any great length, for the
reason that I think the statement ma le by the hon. Finance
Minister on that subject is in itself thoroughly complete.
He took, as he had an opportunity of taking, two periods
of five years, and he averaged the expenditure during those
two periods, for purposes of comparison. Now, I do not
propose to do that, but I propose to take two years; I take
1875-76, which may be said to have been a year of plenty
in one sense if not in another; because, I suppose, at that
time hon. gentlemen opposite thought themselves firmly
fixed in their seats, and believed that they were there, at
any rate, for a great number of years, if not for all time-
I take 1875-76 and the year 1883-84, for purposes of com-
parison. The expenditure for the fi rst year was $21,488,372,
and the expondituro in the second year was 831,107,706; so
that the excess of expenditure in the latter year over
that in the former was $6,619,334. Now that, on the face
of it, is a large increase ; nobody can doubt that. As
to whether it is a wise increase or not depends entirely
on an examination of the figures by which it is made up.
The inerease is made up by'increases in the interest,
sinking fund and charges of management of the public debt,
amounting to 81,901,945; increases of ordinary expenditure,
amounting to 82,624,540; and increases in the collection of
revenues, amounting to $2,079,488. Now, Sir, as to the firat
of these payments: the increase in the net debt since 187R,
taking the increases as they appear in the Public Accounts,
amounts to $57,610,336, or 46 per cent. But, Sir, the exp m.
diture upon capital account in connection with the great
works upon whichthe future of this country largely depends,
has increased during that period, $S1,822,923, or $24,211,587
in excess of the addition to the public debt. Then, in this
increase to the public debt, we have, inclnded on the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway alone, no less than $44,353,705; and
we have, as debts to the Provinces assumed by the Dominion,
that is, simply giving back so much money to the Provinces,
87,172,297. But, Sir, while the debt bas increased
46 per cent., what it is important to remember is, that the
burden of the debt-the interest and other charges, the
payments which we have to make from year to year, and
which may be said to be the measure of the burden of
the debt, bas only increased 25 per cent.; so that we have
an increase of debt of 46 per con t. and an increase of charges
connected with the debt of only 25 per cent. Now, Sir, I take
the ordinary ex nditure, which bas increased $2,624,510
-and practically the whole of this increase is included
in five items, namely: Public works, 8959,910; mail sub-
sidies and steamboat subventions, a new item, $238,054;
railway subsidies voted by Parliament-and I believe the
different sums which go to make up this amount were voted
without division-$204,090 ; Indian grants, $839,831 ; and
the Mounted Police, $116,465; or in all, in these five items,
$2,558,350, or within $65,190 of the total increase that
has taken place beeween the year 1M76 and the year 1884.
Now as to these items, I think there is no difficulty, not
only in explaining them, but in justifying them. The
expenditure on public works bas all gone t' 'ho country.
When a country is well off, when there are surpluses in the
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Treasury, it is a wise policy, and it was the policy announced
by this Government, that during such time there should be
a generous system of dealing with publie works, that new
buildings should go up where required; and the money was
voted by Parliament, if I mistake not, without any one
objecting to a single item-nay, if I mistake not, the only
complaint made was, that there was not enough voted, that
there were not more buildings to be put up than were pro.
posed to ho erected according to the estimates. Thon there
is the item of mail subsidies and steamship subventions,
an expenditure entirely in the interest of building up the
trade of the country. The railway subsidies were voted
without opposition in Parliament, both sides agreing to
the grants. The estimates with regard to Indians and
Mounted Police have relation to maintaining the
peace and welfare of the great North-West. In the
olden days, when the Hudson Bay Company wore a
monopoly in the North-West, they looked after the Indians;
true, they paid less for the furs and got more for their
goods, but they paid considerable sums in a direct way for
the maintenance of the Indiana and the preservation of
peace. Since that time the buffalo, which is the natural
food of the Indians, has practically disappeared from the
North-West, and the question which we have to deal with
is, whether we will feed or fight the red man. Our friends
across the lino have tried the fighting process, and the
history of their western country, is a history we would
not desire to see repeated on Canadian soil. The expense,
therefore, on the Indians for the purpose of maintaining
pesce and order among them and giving security to the
settlers, is one that cannot be cavilled at, and tho same
argument upplies equally to the grant for the Mounted
Police. As I have said, on these items we have, within
665,000, the entire increase of our expenditure from 1876
to 1884. Take the cost of collecting the revenue. The in-
crease of that is $2,079,488, but the revenue itself has
increased in that same period to $9,274,373. Of the
items mentioned in the cost of collecting the revenue,
the post office shows an increase of $690,139, railways,
canais and public works, $1,258,293, or together, $1,948,431.
But the increased revenue from these sources shows
$281,261 in excess of the increase of tho cost of col1ccting,
so that after ail, with regard to these two items,
whieh are the largest in connection with the collection of
the revenue, we have, as the result of that larger expendi.
ture, an increased revenue of over $250,000 in the public
Treasury. Outside of those two items the increase in the-
cost of collecting the revenue during that period was only
$131,056, and the increased revenue collected by that
8131,000 was 88,993,111; or, in round figures, we collected
69,000,000 increased revenue by an increased expenditure
of $131,000. I do not think that fact indicates that wanton
extravagance, that disposition to play the spendthrift in
connection with public moneys, which hon. gentlemen
would lead us to suppose bas characterised the administra-
tion of public affairs by the present Government. The
statement is very often made, and it was made in this
debate by the bon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard
Cartwright), that the debt has enormously increased, and
we hear hon. gentlemen opposite frequently referring back
to 1867, in order to show how serious has been that increase.
Well, since 1867 the debt has increased by $106,433,209,
but the capital expenditure during that period bas been
*35,841,378 in excess of that increase. What were the
causes of the increase. Why, bore are four items alone: The
debta allowed to the other Provinces $27,624,638-surely
that is not an increase of the burdens of the people; it
is a transfer of the burdens from the people in their character
of members of the Provinces to the same people in their.
character as members of the Dominion. Then there is the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, $47,291,564; the Intercolonlal
Railway, which was the work of both parties, undoubtedly,
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whatever may be said of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
$29,486,027 ; public works canals etc., 831,404,938-or on
these four items alone we bave had an expenditure, since
Confederation, of $135,807,209, or, as I have said,
$29,374,000 in excess of the entire addition to the
public debt. Surely, when we are able to show as
assets great public works for that increase of debt,
we may say that the country is not chargeable with
lois under the management of its affairs in this respect. If
we take the credit of the country which, after all, is a very
fair indication of what is the estimation of our position of
people outside, who study our affairs to some extent, if you
take the condition of the credit of the country during the two
periods, 1867 and 1884. I think you will see that it
stands in tolerably good credit. In 1867 the average inter-
est on our debt was 5.41; to-day it is 4-06, or, in other words,
while the aggregate debt has increased 145 per cent. the
interest charged bas only increased 79 per cent. Now,
if we take the increase of debt during the last
and the present administration, we find the increase from
1874 to 1879 was $34,665,223, averaging $6,933,045 a year;
from 1879 to 1884 it was $39,171,663, or, deducting the
amounts paid to the Provinces, which we have fairly a right
to deduct, of $7,172,297, this leaves an increase, during the
period the present Administration have been in office, of
$31,999,366,making an average annual increase of $6,399,873,
or $544,172 less than the average annual increase during
the preceding five years. Then the net interest shows a still
further decrease. The increase in the annual average net
interest during the period of office of hon. gentlemen opposite
was $222,345, from 1879 to 1884, under the present Admin-
istration, it bas been $124,047, showing that while the debt
bas increased almost in as great a ratio during the one period
as during the other, the increase in charges for interest bas
been nearly *100,000 less. Extravagance or economy are,
after all, relative terms. If, for instance, you take a farmer,
and that is the principle on whichb hon. gentlemen opposite
argue· this matter, who starts out with 100 acres of land
and who shows, by bis books, that to cultivato that land
costs so much ; and if, after ten or fifteen years, you return
and find he bas 600 acres of land under cultivation, and that
in consequence bis expenses are five or six times greater
than it was at the outset, what would be said if you were
to say to him: Sir, fifteen years ago you only spent
$1,000 a year; to-day you spend $6,000 a year; therefore
you are a spendthrift. Yet, that is precisely the argu-
ment hon. gentlemen use in dealing with this country.
But, Sir, the hon. gentleman undertakes to tell us that we
have increased the debt and that we have increased our ex-
penditure not only very seriously in itself, but that, relative-
ly to the United States, this country is losing the advantage
it used to possess of being a les heavily taxed country,
with less debt and less annual expenditure. The statement
he made at his Montreal meeting was this:

" I am sorry to say that the taxation and expenditure of the people of
Canada per head are nearly double those of the United States. Instead
of being a lightly taxed country, it is fast becoming one of the most
heavily taxed countries in the world."

It is unnecessary to repeat the statements made by the hon.
the Finance Minister in bis speech upon this subject. Those
statements are taken from official records.

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hea.
Mr. WHITE. Does the hon. gentleman doubt that they

are taken from official records ?
Mr. MILLS. I am not disputing it.

Mr. BOWELL. Then you are approving, I suppose.
Mr. WHITE. Thon I shall assume, in future, that when

the bon. gentleman says "hear, hear " in an ironical tone
of voice, he is approving of the statement made. That is a
very useful thing to know in regard to the hon. gentle.
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man's utterances. Whatever may be the disputes as to
certain items of expenditure, there are two items that
cannot be fairly included in any comparison between
Canada and the United States. One of these items is
subsidies to Provinces, $3,603,714. The other is the expendi-
ture for the operating of railways and canals. We have simply
constituted ourselves a railway company in connection with
the Intercolonial Railway, and that ought not to be charged,
as we get the receipts from it in the same way as any other
railway company. That amounts to $3,302,791; or together
these two items amount to nearly $7,000,000, or about one-
fourth of our total expenditure, and they have no relation
whatever to any expenditure of the Federal Government of
the United States.

Mr. MILLS. There is the war debt on the other side.

Mr. WHITE, Of course they have the war debt, and
that is precisely where we have the advaitage of them.
They have a large debt incurred for destructive purposes.
The hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) wound up his speech by telling us that that war
was less destructive than the public works in Canada.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As administered by
this Government.

Mr. WHITE. But it is not necessary, for purposes of
comparison, to exclude their war debt. That would be a
folly even beyond what I can imagine the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) could be guilty of. What I want to
point out is, that the hon. member for South Huron, in
his reply, did not successfully, did not venture, I may say,
almost at all, with any reasonable attempt at accuracy of
statement, to meet the statements made by the Minister
of Finance in regard to the comparative expenditure and
comparative debt of the two countries. But, after all, there
is a way of comparing this matter of expenditure which
may be worth while referring to. The hon. gentle-
man assumes that there ought to be no increase of
expenditure in Canada; that we ought to have
no public works, no expansion of our railway sy9tem;
that we ought to leave the Indians in the North-
West to do the best they can; that, in fact, anything like an
inerease of expenditure is, in itself, a blameable act. Well,
i will take their favorite Province and mine, for I lived
twenty years in it, and I happen to represent a constituency
in it to-day-the Province of Ontario. They take the
Government of the Province of Ontario as their special model,
though I do not think it would be mine. I will take that
Province which, according to the hon. member for South
Huron, has been actually decreasing in population, which
has been losing its population and has not been adding to
its territory, a Province where, if anywhere, you ought to
have a condition of things, where the expenditure might
practically be stationary. But what has been the condition
of things? Under the head of consolidated fund, the
Dominion increased its total expenditure, from 1876
to 1884, $6,t9,434, or 27 per cent.; and in the
Province of Ontario for the same period, the
increase was $905.632, or 46 per cent. Hon. gentle-
men may say that we do not include in that the open
accounts, and that the expenditure in the Province of
Ontario bas not been so great if the open accounts are in-
cluded; but I will take certain details of expenditure; take,
for instance, civil government. The cost of civil govern-
ment in Canada must, in the nature of thingy, as everyone
knows, have largely increased. The statutory increases
alone amount to about $120O,000 since this Government came
into. office. The enormous increase in the North West, the
demands upon the Post Office, the Interior, the Indian
Office, the large increases which are necessarily coming
upon our Department of Railways and Canals for the con-
struction of railways-all these things naturally necessitate
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an increase in the cost of civil gdvernment. There were
none of these things practically in the Province of Ontario.
There were no such expansions as required that increase,
and yet in Ontario, between 1876 and 1884, the cost of
civil government bas increased 16 per cent., while, with all
our extensions, with all our enlargement of work, it had in-
creased in the Dominion less than double-only 28 per cent.
The administration of justice in the Dominion increased 13
per cent., and in the Province of Ontario 15 per cent.
The cost of legislation, which is a tolerably good
test, increased in the Dominion only $35,536, or
5î per cent., while in the Province of Ontario it increased
$14,499, or 32 per cent. And that is a very fair test, and
shows that while in that period wo have only increased the
cost of our legislation by 5ï per cent., that model Govern-
ment of Ontario bas increased it by 32 per cent. The cost
of collecting the revenue of all kinds in the Dominion in-
creased 43 per cent.; and the cost of collecting the Crown
land revenue, which is the special revenue in Ontario,
which involves the maintenance of a machinory for its col-
lection, increased 45½- per cent., or 2½ par cent. more than
the increase in the cost of collecting for the whole Domin-
ion. But the revenue ain the Dominion increased 41 per
cent., while the revenue in Ontario increased only 9 per cent.
ln other words, it cost the Dominion $2,079,000 to collect an
additional revenue of 89,247,000, and it cost the Province of
Ontario $32,236 to collect an additional revenue of 850,052.
Practically, every additional dollar of revenue in Ontario
cost an additional dollar to collect it. I take the expendi-
ture upon public institutions in the Province of Ontario,
and I want you to bear in mind that this is a
Province which hon. gentlemen opposite say is stationary
in its population, or, at ail events, is not growing. I find
that the expenditure on public buildings ia Ontario
has increased, from 1876 to 1884, by 118 per cent., while in
colonization roads, which may be said to have some relation
to our public works-except that they varied more daring
election years and non-election years in the Province of
Ontario-the increased cost was 116 per cent. Now, Sir,
I think that that comparison between the Province of
Ontario, the favorite ofhon. gentlemem opposite, and the
Dominion of Canada, is not at all unfavorable to the present
Administration. I think we may fairly say, at any rate,
that the mere representation of a charge of more on one
side and less on the other, a smaller sum at one period and
an increased sum at another, does not in itself indicate that
there las been any extravagance in the public expenditure
-or at least, the hon. gentlemen, with their knowledge of
the conduct of the Government of Ontario, their ownfriends,
are not in a position to take that ground. I referred, a few
minutes ago, to the question of the credit of Canada. Now,
as indicating what degree of confidence the administration
of the affairs of this Government has inspired in that most
sensitive of all classes, the investors in public securities, we
might fairly take the relation which the securities
of Canada bear to those in other countries. The
Minister of Finance dealt with that question and gave
the figures. If you take the loan of 1876, which the
hon. member for South Huron negotiated, and the
loan which was put on the market by the hon. Minister
of Finance, I think you will find that the credit of
the country las so increased as to show, at any rate, that
there las been no falling off of confidence in the administra-
tion of the affairs of this young Dominion by the gentlemen
who are now entrusted with that administration. There
are two ways of determining the comparative credit of
countries, the price obtained for loans at different periods
and the relation that price bears to securities of other
countries. The "Cartwright Loan," negotiated in
November, 1876, was placed at 91. Now, Sir, on
the 27th of February, 1877, Canadian 4's in the
English market stood at 93½ to 94j; South Australian 4 per
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cents. at 98 to 99; Victoria 4 per cents., 98¾ to 99, or an
average of nearly 5 per cent. in excess of the price at which
Canadian 4 per cents. stood. If you take, on the other hand,
the relative of Canadian credit, as shown by the 4 per cent.
bonds in London last month, you will find this: that Cana.
dian 4 per cents. stand to-day at 105 to 107; New South
Wales, 104î to 105f; South Australian, 102 to 102â;
Queensland, 100 to 102j; Victoria, 103. So that while, in
1877, the relation which Dominion securities bore to those
of these Australian colonies was 5 per cent. lower, during
the month of February last the relation they stood in was
from 2 to 3 per cent. higher, so that to-day no securities stand
higher in the English markets than Canadian securities. But,
Sir, there is another fact, and aithough it was stated
by the hon. Minister of Finance, I may briefly refer
to it, and that is the relations which our securities bear
to American securities. Our 4 per cents. have increased
since 1878 by 17 per cent., and the value of American 4
per cents. have only increased 19 per cent. The hon. mem-
ber for South Huron stated, in reference to the last loan,
that the Finance Minister had a peculiarly favorable time
at which to put it on the market, and he intimated that it
was more favorable than the time when ho put his loan on
the market. Now, the hon. gentleman put his loan on the
market in 1876, in November of that year, and we find that
the Bank of England rate of discount from May, 1876, to
May, 1877, stood at 2 per cent., which was a longer period
than it has remained in that position at any time since 167;
so that if there ever was a favorable time for putting a loan
on the market it was when the hor. gentleman put his
loan on the market in 1876. I do not say that he did not
get as much for that loan as he could have got; I do not
say that the loan was not well placed; I do not say that
he could have adopted another plan and got more for it; I
am not going to revive in any way the discussions
which have taken place in this House in regard to that
subject, but I do say that it is an extraordinary com-
mentary upon the statement which the hon. gentleman has
been making, both in Parliament and in the country, that the
credit of Canada, in spite of these comments, has gone on
so steadily increasing that to-day our securities stand so
high that the hon. Minister of Finance was able to put a
loan upon the market at such an excess of price over that
which the hon. raember for South Huron obtained, that the
difference in the interest charge in fifty years wili wipe
out the loan altogether. A stronger illustration of the
increased credit and confidence in our financial soundness it
would be difficult to find. Now, in regard to the relative
merits of the two Governments, the hon. member for South
Huron took occasion to read from the Economist, of 1874,
a very startling statement. He does not give the name of
the writer and, of course, he is not called upon to do it; but
he savs it is a gentleman with whom he is well acquainted,
and he wrote to the Economist at that time as follows, with
reference to the condition of Canada:-

" Thus," he says, "a splendid position has been changed into one of
danger, if not of imminent danger. At the beginning, there is a mod-
erate surplus upon moderate totale of receipts and expenditures. Then
these totals on both sides increase, with a very large surplus. Finally,
there is an enormous increase of the total on the expenditure aide, with
a deficit of nearly half a million pounds sterling. It is not difficult to
see how all this has been brought about. First of all, the great expen-
diture on new works has gradually cinreased the direct charge for debt
interest. The second cause of increased expenditure has been the
maintenance and working of certain undertakings which were intended
to be reproductive, but so far from having that character are a direct
source of lose. The third source of increased expenditure bas been the
political extension of the Canadian Dominion. The incorporation of
outlying Provinces, like Manitoba, is immediately a source of expense,
just as Central Asia costs money to the Russian Government, and maany
of our Indian Provinces yield less than the cost of governing them. So
Canada has added to itaelf a territory which is a burdensome charge.
The older and richer Provinces of Canada are, in fact, paying heavily
for the accomplishment of certain political objecte, and, now that the
penalty muet be paid for 11 these extravagances, the history may be
eft to tell its own tale. There is no kind of expenditure which re-
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quires more careful study beforehand and more rigorous restriction by
Governments than expenditure on new public works. Territorial ex-
pansion is also a luxury, the cost of which should be carefully counted
beforehand, Canada has committed the most serious blunders in both
respecte, and the result is the large deficit and the disagreeable outlook
we have described."

Now, Sir, I did not quite understand from the hon.
gentleman whether he approved of that statement, and
whether, at the time it was written, he thought it tairly and
properly described the position of this country. Why should
he' have presented it and read it unless he intended that to
be the case? Yet what do we find ? That the hon. gentle-
man was in England, a short time afterwards; that he being
in England issued a circular to the people of the United
Kingdom, and I find that circular, which has relation to those
very matters which are referred to here, contains some very
valuable statements which certainly are not in accord with
the extract he read to us from the Economist. This state.
ment, I find, is signed by "RichardJ. Cartwright, Minister
of Finance for the Dominion of Canada." I find it is dated
19th October, 1875, and that the statement in the Economist
read to us, and which I presume he believed to be a correct
statement, was dated 1b74. The hon. gentleman being in
England-I will not read al[ the circular-made certain
statements, I say, which are certainly interesting.. -He says :

" The net public debt of Canada of all kinds, after deduction of
bankeri balances, sinking fund investments, and other cash assets, is at
the present day nearly £24,000,000, being about £6 per head of the
population on the lst July last (estimated at the rate of increase estab-
liehed by the census of 1871).'

I notice the bon. gentleman, when issuing that circular, did
not object to assume the rate of increase as established by
the census of 1871 when dealing with the population of
Canada in statements to the English public. Then he gives
the particulars of that debt, and ho goes on to say:

" The annual interest charged on the external or bonded debt is
about £1,000,000, and on the whole remainder, £300,000-in all, about
£1,300,000, or about 6s. 8J. per head."

That 6s. 8d. is rather a remarkable statement. The
hon. gentleman was in England for the purpose of obtain-
ing a loan; he was there for the purpose of presenting the
affairs of this country in their most attractive form, and
he thought that the statement that the debt of Canada was
6s. and 8d. per head was such a statement as would not, at
all events, alarm investors on the other side. Yet what do
we find ? While that was the gross interest, we find that
at this moment the net interest is only $1.46, or, in round
figures, 6s. per head, instead of 6s. 8d. And yet with
that tact, that the net interest to-day is only 6s. per head,-
and the hon. gentleman considered 6s. 8d. a fair and
reasonable sum to present to the people of England as proof
that this country was not in an unsound financial position
in 1876-we have the wonderful statement macle by him
here as to the miserable condition of this country that it is,
in fact, worse than if we had gone through a four years'
war. What does he say further ?

"The whole of this debt has been incurred for legitimate objecte of
public utility."

If those were legitimate objects of public expenditure, surely
the expenditure since made has been made for legitimate
objects of public utility as well. They are largely the same
objects. For instance:

" Canale, about £5,500,000."
But there has be«n an increase since that time, and a very
large increase, in the expenditure made, first by hon. gentle-
men opposite and thon made by hon. gentlemen on this
side of the House, in continuation of their contracta, and on
new contracta which they entered into themselves.

" Railways, including advances to and the cost of those actually
owned by Canada, about £12,000,000."
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That was considered an object of public utility ; it was so
considered by that hon. gentleman when he referred to this
matter in the circular to English investors:

" L hthouses, river improvements, harbors, roads and public build-ig,2,000,000.1'

If it was legitimate before 1875 to spend money on light-
houses, river improvements, harbors, roads and public build-
ings, it cannot have been unwise or extravagant to have
made similar expenditures upon similar works since.

" Compensation to the varions Provinces for property and revenue
surrendered to the Dominion, the purchase and organisation of terri-
tories, and the freeing of land in the Province of Quebec from the feudal
tenure, etc., £5,000,000."

That again is the same compensation as is paid to the
various Provinces. The hon. gentleman has objected ever
since to any increase of thedebt which has practically for
the same object, compensation to the various Provinces;
yet this circular was written after the first arrangement for
botter terms, which ho denounced from his place the other
night. He goes on to say:

" Though many of the public works have so far yielded but a small
rtvenue in comparison with the interest on their cost, much of the cx-
penditure has been regarded, both by the Imperial and Dominion Gov-
ernments, as necessary, not in the interest of Canada exclusively, but also
on national grounds; so much so, that the Imperial Parliament has, at
various times, sanctioned guarantees in aid of their construction to the
extent of £8,400,000. The engagements of Canada in connection with
all these guarantees have been punctually met without any advance
whatever from the Imperial Treasury."
The hon. gentleman tells us of another important attraction
which Canada had to presont to the people of England
when ho went to get from them a loan of money. That was
the deposits in the savings bank. He said:

"I he deposits in the savings bank and societies have increased from
£1,240,069 sterling, in 1867, to £3,754,820 sterling in 1875,"
For what purpose did the hon. gentleman get his loan ?
Surely, when ho asked for a loan in England and issued
this circular, it was not for objects on which it was im-
proper to spend money ? We have the statement bore of
the purposes for which the hon. gentleman wanted the
money;

" The objects of the Government of Canada in contracting the pre-
sent loan are threefold :

"(1). For the construction of several great works of internal im-
provement-

So he was quite propared at that timo to go in for a policy
of constructing works of internal improvement. He con-
tinues :
" chiefly in connection with the enlargement of the existing canal
system, by which it is proposed to improve the communication between
Lake Superior and the ocean to sucb an extent as to permit the passage
of vessels of 1,500 tons burden, carrying from 50,000 to 60,000 bushels
of grain, the largest size heretofore admitted having been about 500
tons, carrying less than 2,000 bushels.

" (2). To defray expenditure incurred on works of communication
with the North-West Territories and the Pacific Railway.

" (3). To recoup the exchequer for bonds actually paid, bearing a
higher rate of interest, and to provide for others falling due."

And thon we have a very proper and very well written
eulogy of the advautages of trade by the St. Lawrence, and
reference is made to the great good which would accrue
to this country if those expenditures were made. Says the
hon.gentleman :

" It need hardly be observed that Canada, possesses many important
branches cf revenue étill untouched, and that the population, though
exceedingly well-to-do in the mass, contribute a comparatively small
amount per head as compared with most other countries."

It is worth while to point out that when the hon. gentle-
man told the people of England that Canada had other
sources of revenue still untouched, ho must have meant that
Canada was to go forward in a course of material develop-
ment and construction of public works, and in those matters
connected with the public improvement of the country, to
which, since that time, ho bas seriously objected, and which,

the other night, he undertook to tell us, were equivalent, as
regards expenditure, to a four years civil war, such as pro-
vailed in the United States. And, Sir, the hon. gentleman
when he came to doal with the business of the country,
went further, and he objected to our taking poriods of
five years. He said :

" Besides, when we have a series of good harvests the manufacturers
reap the benefit, to a large extent, and the bon. gentleman is not entitled
to take credit for bis polhcy for the fact that there were tliree successive
good harvests in 1881-82-83, and three poor harvests in 1876-77-78. Such
an argument merely requires to be stated to be exposed."

In another part of bis speech ho doclared that the Mac-
kenzie Government had beon so unfortunate and had been
so frowned upon by Providence, while they were in cffice,
they had had five years of bad harvests. NIow, what is the
fact? The hon. gentleman was a Minister at the time; ho
had to advise in the preparation of the Governor General's
speech, on his sworn responsibility as a Minister of the
Crown, and in relation to the condition of the country per-
haps he was more directly and personally responsible than
any other Minister. And yet what do we find in the Governor
General's speech of 1876? The Governor General is made
to say :

" At the same time we have reason to be grateful for an abundant
harvest."
In 1878, which is certainly included as one of the years
mentioned in the extract I bave read, the Governor Goneral
was made to say:

" I am happy to be able to congratulate you on the abundant harvest
reaped in all quarters of the Dominion."

So bore we find the bon. gentleman who, on bis responsi.
bility as a sworn adviser of the Crown, recommends the
speech of His Excellency to be delivered in Parliament,
congratulating the country on the abundant harvest reaped
in all parts of the country, and thon we have him a few
years afterwards declaring that that period is not to be
judged in comparison with the later period, because during
bis period the harvests were all bad. Was lie right when
he made bis first statement and advised Ris Excellency the
Governor General to use those words ? Did he mean-did
he believe what ho said ? And if he did, how does ho ven-
ture to stand up in this House, in the face of that statemont,
which is practically a sworn statement of the Minister at
that time, and try now to escape from the results of bis own
maladministration during the period ho was in office, by
declaring that during that very period there were bad bar-
vests ? Now, Sir, as a matter of fact, we all know that the
harvest of 1883 was not an abundant harvest. We all know
that in Western Ontario particularly, the harvest of 1883
was a most deficient harvest. We ali know that the com-
piler of statistics in the Bureau of Industries for On-
tario, estimated, in bis reports, a loss in the
grain crop alone, because of the failure of the harvest
of 1883, of some 20,000,000 bushels. We know that
in Manitoba, during that year, there was a most unfortunate
failure ln the harvest because of those early frosts overtak-
ing the crops which were sown too late, perhaps owing to the
inexperience of the new settlers in that country-a mistake
they will, from thoir experience, be able to avoid in future.
Why, Sir, in neither one case nor the other, neither as
to the harvests prevailing during lis own time of office, nor
as to the harvests of the last three yoars, is the hon. gen-
tleman accurate, and bis statement in the first instance is
shown to be inaccurate by what is equivalent to bis own
sworn testimony at the time that condition of things ex.
isted. The hon. gentleman went on to say, referring to the
condition of the country and referring to the report which
has recently been laid on the Table of Parliament by a
commissioner appointed to enquire into the condition
of the industries of the country-that that report was
utterly unreliable,bocause in one or two places which he mn-
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tioned-one boing the town of Chatham-he says only four
industries were referred to, when, as a matter of fact, there
were fifty, and where the hon. gentleman, according to his
own statement, intimated that the industries, so far from
prospering in that place, had actually gone back. I am
not bore to defend the commissioners' report. We have
not all the report before us, and I am sorry for it. I regret
it very much ; and when the statement was made on the
floor of Parliament, i went to Mr. lHartney to get him to
press the printers to put the report through as rapidly as
possible, so that it would be in the hands of members in the
course of this debate. I have seen Mr. Hartney three or four
times since; I have strongly urged him to press on the
printing of that report; and I cannot understand why-at
the moment the printers were complaining that they had
no work, and were amking us to send documents to be
printed without taking the responsibility of getting the
assent of the committee-we have not been able to get
printed documents of that kind, which would be of value to
us in this discussion. I can only say, Sir, that no one in
this House is responsible for that difficulty. But, Sir, there
are thirty-four of these fifty industries which the hon.
gentleman refers to that are not referred to anywhere, or
in relation to any place visited by the commissioners.
For instance, there are two malt houses, one brewery, three
saw mills, four planing mills, four brick.makers -although
1 do not see how brick-making establishments eau be called
factories-two soap factories, two pop factories-and I
suppose thoy will be increasingly important since the
adoption of the Scott Act in that country-three marble
works, four printing offices-and I do not think printing
offices have been referred to anywhere ; and nine flour mills,
that bave not been referred to in any case. Those make
thirty-four out of the fifty which are not referred to any-
where, and which lessen, to that extent, the statement of
the hon.gentleman. But I find that a local paper in Chatham,
has in reply to the other local paper which furnished the
hon, gentleman with the statement he made here the other
day, gives us some information on this point:

"0f these sixteen namely, nine foundries, two furniture establish-
ments, one biscuit factory, one crs'!t factury (srnall), one tanneryF,
on.e cigar factory (small), one woollen factory-do not occur in tue
report at all, and if we deduct from these all the industries employing
less than ten hands-and that is the rule that the commissioner adopted
-we reduce the number to a figure which shows that the commissioner
was not far astray."

I find this statement in the paper:
"Of these, the biscuit factory and the tannery (whicl do not figure in

the commissioner's report) have come ut o existence since 1878. Two of
the small foundries are gone, but another, which in 1878 was a small
concern, has developed into a large and prosperous business. Another
has built new and large work3hops, and stili another has been merged
into one of the most prosperous joint stock companies in the west."

That is the condition of things with reference to that town.
If anyone has reason to complain of the report it is the
Ministerial party, because the commissioner las not done
full justice to the rapid development of the industries in
Chatham. Then the local gives the industries which are not
mentioned, and which I have just referrod to, and adds:

" If these had all been taken in, the report would have been equally
favorable, as there l now four times the amount of milling done than
was in 1878. One planing mill has dropped out and two have taken its
place.,,

That is the position with regard to Chatham, and I do not
think, therefore, that il. is necessary to go further on that
point. I have no doubt that later in the Session there
will be a more thorough discussion in regard to the com-1
missioners' report. But, Sir, there is another way in which1
you can estimate, to some extent, the development of thej
manufacturing industries of the country. Perhaps one of1
the most striking ways is to take the importe of coal
into a country-the consumption of coal indicating the1
character of the manufacturing industries of a country. I

Mr. WmTz (Cardwell).

find, Sir, that of coal-which is an especially good test-the
importations were as follows : Of anthracite coal there
was imported,in 1878, 420,110 tons,and in 1884,868,000 tons;
of bituminons, there was imported, in 1878, 513,970 tons,
and in 1884, 1,118,615, tons, or altogether there was im-
ported in 1878, 933,980 tons, and in 1884, 1,986ß5l-tons,
or an increased importation of coal of 1,053,635 tons; and
I find that the increased output of Canadian coal during
that time, according to the statement of the Minister of
Finance the other night, was 900,000 tons; so that we have
an increased consumption of coal in the country, between
1878 and 1884, of 1,952,635 tons. I think, Mr. Speaker,
that this is a tolerably good indication of the growth of
industries in this country during that time. Then, Sir,
another indication which may be taken is the increased
importation of raw material, which, if lion. gentlemen will
take the trouble to examine the figures, they will find has
increased about the extent of $13,000,000. Our cotton mills,
for instance, it has been said, have been standing still; and
yet, curiously enough, we have imported, of raw cotton, in
1884, between 19,000,000 and 20,000,000 pounds, against
about 7,000,000 pounds in 1878. That certainly does not
indicate that the cotton mills have been standing still. They
have not been running as constantly as they were before;
they have not been running full time, and some of them have
been stopped altogether for a few weeks or months, although
business is now reviving and they are beginning to run again.
But in the facts of the importation of raw material and the
consumption of coal, we have an indication of the growth of
industrial enterprise in the country which shows that the
statements made in the commissioners' report are what one
might expect would be established from the figures fur-
nished by the Trade and Navigation returns. Now, Sir,
tiues have been less active perhaps-that would be the
proper way to put it-less active recently than in 1882 and
1883, and there are reasons for it altogether apart from the
question of the Government policy or any policy that might
be adopted. We had first a large withdrawal of capital
from legitimate enterprises to put into speculative enter-
prises in the North-West. In Toronto, for instance, when
the North-West Land Company, which had bought a large
quantity of land from the Canadian Pacifie Railway Com-
pany, opened their books, I am told there was almost a
riot in the effort to get into the room to subscribe for the
stock of that company, so valuable was it supposed to be.
People were anxious to go into all these new enterprises.
The tendency of the age, 1 am sorry to say, is a gambling
tendency, in commercial as well as in other matters. There
is an eager disposition to make fortunes rapidly. We know
that there was an idea that in the North-West there was a
remarkable opportunity for making rapid fortunes,and people
took money from their ordinary legitimate business and put it
into North-West enterprises, and lost it, to the great injury
of the credit and business of the country at large. Then we
have had, as a result of the boom thus produced, over-impor-
tation. That is an event that comes, as we all know, at
regular periods. Fortunately, in this case, I believe the
merchants of Canada discovered early the mistake they
were making, and they began to pull in sail mugh earlier
than they did in 1874 and 1875. They saw, for instance,
that manufactories were springing up in the country; they
saw that the place of imported goods was being taken by
goods manufactured in the country; they sat down and
calculated what the effect of this would be; and they com-
menced lessening their importations at an earlier period
than they otherwise would have done. In the meantime,
however, there was some depression in consequence of over-
importation; but I think the cotton industry may be said to
be, after all, almost the only great industry in which there
has been any serious or continued depression; and is it to
be very much wondered at? We had hon. gentlemen
opposite rising in Parliament and declaring what great
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profits the cotton lords, as they called them, were get-
ting. We had them tellingtà tlist the botton manu-
facturers were making their 60 or 70 per cent.; and
many people, anxious to make money rapidly, and believing
those hon. gentlemen, went into this enterprise. New mills
spi-ang up; and some of the hon. gentlemen themselves, if I
mistake not, were so confident of the success of the policy
they were condemning, that they actually put money into
these cotton milfs. If I mistake not, the hoi. member for
South Huron (8ir Richard Cartwright) had an interest in a
cotton mill in the city of Kingston. I know another gentle-
man who is a vory pronounced opponent of this Government,
who was on two Occasions the opponent of the hon. First
Minister in Kingston, Mr. Carruthers, invested money in
it, and I think my hon. friend, the present member for
Kingston (Mr. Gunn) put money in. These hon, gentlemen,
although declaring that the policy was going to uin the
country and everybody connected with it, actually thom-
selves aided in this inflation and this over-production by
putting money into these industries. At the start, the cotton
mills ail went largely into the manufacture of grey goods,
because that was a kind of cotton they thought they could
get an early market for, and could turn out easily.
The result followed which everybody regrets. But
there is this fact to be borne in mind with satisfaction,
that the cotton industry, as every other industry
in the country, is getting down to a business basis ; that
people are now more careful ; that they are multi-
plying the varieties of their products, and are studying the
market very carefnlly; and I venture to suggest, that if each
mill had been its own merchant, a great deal of the diffi-
culties that have arisen would not have arisen in connection
with the cotton industry of the country. All these things
had their effect. Thon another circumstance was the depreci-
ation of values. Every one knows that that was a very
serious circumstance; it happened in England as well as in
this country. I find, in the London Economist of the 31st of
January last, an article on the condition of trade, which I
have reason to know is from the pen of Mr. Stephen Bourne,
who will be remembered as having read a very valuable
paper on Inperial Confederation before the British Associa-
tion last year in Canada, and who is the chief of the Statistical
Branch of the Department of Customs in England. He quotes
a number of figures, all going to show that there bas
been a very serions depreciation in the value of goods in
England as well as elsewhere. For instance, he takes four
classes of goôds -textile manufactures, minerals and metals,
articles of food, and miscellaneous-and ho finds that there
Was a larger quantity of these goods exported in 1884, by
£2,733,00, estimated by the price of the year before, than
inthe year before, and an absolute decrease in price of
£9,605,00. I think that is a remarkable statement in
relation to the depreciation in values. Then he eomes to
these conclusions:

'lFirst. During the yearjust ended our whole exporte were valued
at £10,ooo,000 lese than last year, for, although our increased sales are
represented by nearly £2,000,000 for quantity, the falluin prices have oc-
casioned them tobringu less by £12,O0,000. u other words, our ex-
p tradebae expanded a littie beyond. '6 per cent. du volume. This

ger volume hasshrunk by just aboui4 per cent. in value.
"Second. 'That of British producée and manufaetùre alone, the in-

creased qurantity figures for not far from-£3,000,00, or at the rateet 1
pex cent. for addition to volume, accompanied by a decreaoed value of
naarly £10,000,000, or 4 per cent"

And he makes the general statement that, taking the aggre-
gate trade of teitritain, the.depreci0loiH ö&f *fahes alone
repre*efitts the» u1rgé sura of, £46,000,000'sterling. That
deprtltton had'its effeét. The merchants in JCanada had
boughfmt gdds at figmeès on which they could not realise a
profit.- Take, fôr 1wtance, the case of the sugar refiners.
The suga+'rfmners, -niny of whom are mechants as well,
imported-the sugar at prices which they supposed were
ef-tai"*o being them a profit, bocause the prices were lower

than any known for years, yet the refiners found the prices
going down lower and lower, and they had to stand a loss;
but the loss suffered by them during the past year could
not, in consequence, be charged in any way to the effect of
the National Policy. Owing to the enormous depreciation
of the value of the raw material, which they had imported
at higher prices than they could sell it at, they had to stand
heavy loss. These facts have tended very considerably to
reduce the volume of business in the country, and to bring
about in that way the comparative depression thnt has
existed. The same thing has occurred in the United States.
In Bradstreet's circalar we find an estimate of the prices in
the United States of certain articles in July, 1878, and De-
cember, 1884. The remarkable thing with regard to that
estimate, and it applies equally I believe to Canada is,
that while the articles which the farmer uses have gone
down enormously in value, the article which he pro-
duces, leaving out wheat, or, at any rate, many of them,
have actually increased in value during that period. The fol-
lowing are the figures:-

July Dec.
87. 1884.

FOOD PRODUCTs:
Wheat, No. 2 red, bashel.......... 1·05
Flour, extra (winter), barrel.... 4.00
Corn, No. 2, mixed, bushel ....... '47f
Butter, State dairy, pound .........- 16
Oheese, State factory, fancy,

pound............................. •081
Sugar, fair refining, pound......... -07
Sugar, refined granulated, pound -09ï
Ooffee, fair Rio pound ............. •15J
Tea, Formosa, ôolong, superior,

pound ........................ ......... 25
Tea, Japan (good medium),

pound ......................... 23
Rice, domestic, fancy, pound......'•07
Tobacco, leaf, pound.............'•05
Fresh beef, pound ..................... •08Î
Fresh mutton, pound................-08
Mess pork, barrel ..................... 10-30
Mess beef, barrel ..................... 11.50
Lard, refined, per pound........,.. 0·72

3-16

•87
3.00

•75
-25

'i2

5-08

-09{

-23

'19
-067
•081
'10
*06J

12'25
11.50

0·72
MIsoELLANEoUs3:

Cotton .......................... -11 7-16 '11 1-16
W ool ...................... ............... -36 '32
Cotton clotb.................. ......... -03Î '03 3-16
Nails ...................................... 2.25 2.10
Ooal ............. .............. ... ...... 2.75 3.00
Lumber .................................... 8.00 8.50

Those depreciations in the values of the articles which enter
into the ordinary businetss of the couritry have had the
effect to which I referred. Another thing which has had a
depressing effect is, that the settlemont in the North-West
bas not been as large as we reasonably expected it would be.

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

After Recess.
SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 72) respecting the Ontario Pacific Railway
Company.-(Mr. Rykert.)

Fill (No. 73) to incorporate the Calgary, Edmonton and
Athabasca Lauding Railway Company.-(Mr. Williamb.)

Bill (No. 74) respecting the Manitoba and North-Western
Railway Company of Canada.-(Mr. Royal.)

Bill (No. 76) to amend the Act respecting the London
Life Insurance Company.-(Mr. Macmillan, .Middlesex.)

Bill (No. 77) to incorporate the Hamilton, Guelph and
Buffalo Railway Company.--(Mr. Kilvert.)

Bill (No. 78) to incorporate the Truro Bank.-(Mr.
Tupper.)

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). When the louse rose I was

about proceeding to refer to another of the incidents which
led to some check in the flow of business in this country, and
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that was the disappointment in relation to the extent of set-
tlement in our Canadian North-West. I think we may fairly
say that under all reasonable circumstances we had a right
to anticipate a larger settlement than took place in that
part of the country, but there is a remarkable fact in con-
nection with it, and that is, that although the settlement in
the Canadian North-West was not quite up to what was
expected, the deficiency in the settlement was about the
same in the United States as weil. In Dakota and Minnesota
I find that the proportion of the falling off in the previous
year was just about as great as that in the North-West.
Nor instance, in 1883 there were taken up of homesteads,
in the Canadian North-West, 970,719 acres; and in 1884,
582,280 acres. Of pre-emptions there were taken up in
1883, 659,120; and in 1884, 364,060. Of sales there were
were 202,143 acres, in 1883, and 213,172 acres, in 1884; or
a total, in 1883, of 1,831,982 acres ; and in 1884, 1,110,512
acres. We find that in Dakota and Minnesota the falling
off was as follows: From 15,196,594, in 1883, to 9,222,757,
in 1884. That is to say, the decrease in the settlement of
the A.merican Territories was 39.56 per cent., and in the
Canadian North-West, 39-92 per cent., so that the decrease
in each country was, in comparison, almost precisely the
sanie. The most serious regret in connection with that is
that the falling off is to be traced to circunistances which I
believe were largoly within our own control. In the open-
ing up of that country, in incurring large obligations for the
purpose of putting a railway through it, to supply railway
facilities to the people who might go in there, we
had a right to expect, whatever differences of opinion
might exist as to the policy of the Government or
as to the manner of constructing that railway, that, in rela-
tion to the effects of that railway upon the country and as
to the country itself, there would be no difference of opin-
ion. We had a right to hope, and I think everyone will
say that it was not an unreasonable hope, that, while we
might have our conflicts and our controversies on the floor
of Parliarnent as to which was the botter way of developing
that country and constructing a railway through it, at any
rate, as to the country itself, there would be a unity of senti-
ment in the louse and out of it. But we found that in
almost every debate in this House hon. gerittemon opposite
were doing whatever they could to discourage imnmigration
to that country, to create an impression that it was not a
desirable country to emigrate to, and to depreciate its value
in this way as a desirable field for emigration. We had a
member of that party, no less distinguished than the leader
of the Opposition, at a meeting in Bowmanville, doclaring
that, although he had not theretofore said very much in
relation to that country, although ho had been cau-
tious not to express any opinion of his own, yet, hav-
ing made thorough enquiry from a number of persons
who had seen the country and whose opinions were
therefore of value, he was in a position to state, and
he did state, on his responsibility, that 300 or 400
miles of the country were utterly unfit for settlement.

Mr. BLAKE. No.
Mr. WHITE. Well, it was so near that, that if the hon.

gentleman will state what he did say, I venture to say it will
bc found to be practically that, that the road ran through a
country practically unfit for settlement. On the floor of
this House, what had we in regard to the route of the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway? We had statements that it ran
through a country, for the large part of it, several hundreds
of miles of it, simply fit for the growth of the cactus and
unfit for ordinary cultivation and for successful settlement;
and yet we have had evidence since, from a quarter that I
think will be recoived in this House as worthy of all pos-
sible acceptance, that is the testimony of the hon. member
for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), who, after going through
the country, after travelling over that railway, after ex-
amining for himself, in bis own practical way, the character

Mr. WHnIT (Çardwell).

of the country through'which the railway passed, came
back to Winnipeg, and in a speech there, declared that
he was himsolf surprised, gratifyingly disappointed,
at what he had seen, and condemned his own press and
his own colleagues in public life, members of his own
party, for the exaggerations they had been guilty
of in regard to that country. That was one of
the reasons why the settlement of that country was not as
great as it might otherwise have been. Thon we had the
agitations in the North-West itself. We had those agitations,
largely promoted, I believe, by political motives. I should
be sorry to say that all those who engaged in the meetings
of the Farmers' Union, that all those who believed honestly
that they had grievances that might be remedied by
meeting together and having concerted action, wore
influenced by partly political feeling. But, I have no
hesitation in saying that the motive and inspiration of those
who took the leading part in the organisation was political
and only political, that it was designed for the purpose of
creating a feeling against the country, in that way lessening
the immigration to the country, in that way lessening
the value of the policy which this Government had adopted,
and to the extent of the failure of that policy resulting from
those causes, discrediting the Government itself. Thus we
had these attacks made u pon that country. 1 can quite
understand that last year, or rather the year before, owing to
the early frosts that occurred, the exceptionally early
frosts, such as had not been known for years before,
and may not be known, I trust, for many years to
come, judging the future by the past, many of the
farmers thero felt they had come to a country where they
were liable to these disadvantages ; but, when this organisa-
tion met together in Winnipeg, and deliberately passed a
resolution-a more insane proceeding one could hardly
imagine-warning people against coming to the country at
all, one could readily understand that under the influence of
an agitation of that kind and action of that kind there
would be a less gratifying flow of immigration to the North-
West. I am glad to see by the papers of this evening that
the Farmers' Union, at any rate, whatever they may have
to say about their local grievances, are no longer disposed
to attack the country itself. I am glad to sec, if the state-
ment is true, that whon it was supposed that a
secession movement was on foot, and when some
loyalists went to put it down, they found only
one man a secessionist. I am glad to see that this is the
fact, and that the Farmers' Union are not disposed to be made
the tools of political agitators to injure the future of the coun-
try. If they will fight their own political battle, with which
we have nothing to do herie, if they will conduct their own
local controversies with respect to their own Local Logisla-
ture, with which we have no concern, and will do it as men
auxious each to promote in the best possible way the advan-
tage of the country, nobody can possibly object to contro-
versy of that kind, and I think we may very
fairly look forward, in view of what has occurred
last year in Manitoba and the North-West, to a better
condition of things in that regard and a larger immigration
into that country in the early future. The hon. gentleman
from South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), spoke of the
conduct of this Government as having retarded settlement
in the North-West; ho desoribed it as having prevented

eople fiom going in; he even referred to the Canadian
acifio Railway and its construction as one-of the causes

which had prevented seulement from going in. Whatdo
we see this year, with all this huge monopoly, this grinding
monopoly of which we have board-the Canadian Pacifie
Railway ? We see these two remarkable facta, that
while in the American States of Minnesota and Dakota the
railway companies and the millers are practically one
combination, the one playig ito the hand of the other,
sa that no man is permitted to buy wheat unles he buys
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it through the elevator, which is the property of the miller
as well as of the railway company, and while, as the result
of that, the millers have been able to control the price of
grain in that American North-West, to the great disadvan-
tage of the farmers, the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company,
in their operations in our Canadian North-West, have refused
to yield to any such influences as that, and have declared
that every man shall have the opportunity of going into
the market as a free man and getting the highest
prices for wheat, and shall have the best facilities
for the shipping of it at every practicable point;
and, Sir, what has been the practical result of this? The
statement has beau made, upon the responsibility of gentle-
men who are themselves interested, and who have paid
money in connection with the wheat products of that
country, that the average price of wheat in Manitoba and
the Canadian North-West this year has been 12 cents a
bushel more than it has been on the American side. And
more than that, we have seen farmers on the American side
actually teaming their wheat across into the Canadian
territory, paying the 15 cents duty, and then going back
with 4 cents a bushel more in their pocket than they
would have had if they had sold their wheat on their own
side. These are evidences that the policy of the Govern-
ment in connection with the Canadian Pacifie Railway has
not been an irjury to the farmers of that country; and it is
a proof that the farmers are beginning to realize the ad-
vantages which they possess in the Canadian North-West
over the farmers of Dakota and Minnesota. There is no
doubt that there will be, in the noar future-in fact, I believe
the movement has already begun-a migration ofCanadians
hitherto settled in Minnesota and Dakota-largely because
of the agitation in this country against our own territory,
the statements as to the greater advantages offered by the
Americans, who will take up their residence in the Canadian
North-West, becoming loyal British subjects, and live under
the old flag which;Iam sure, in spite of the fact that they have
gone to Minnesota and Dakota, they still revere and honor.
I think, therefore, we may fairly expect that this cause
which has tended to place a momentary check on the com-
mercial prosperity of that country will soon pass away.
We have, as one of the evidences often referred to, of the
fact that there has been some depression in Canada, a rofer.
ence to the failures that have taken place ; and let me, for
a moment, state the facts briefly, in order to complete this
part of the argument. Everyone who knows anything
of England will admit that the depression has been more
severe there during the past year than it has been at any
time during the last quarter of a century. Ask any com-
mercial traveller who has beei in England buying goods
what condition of things he found there; ask anyone who
has an opportunity of testing the feeling of the commercial
cireles in Great Britain; look at the records of people out of
employment, and at the record of failures, and you will find
the statement is absolutely accurate, that for a quarter of
a century no such depression has existed in England as was
that which has existed during this last year. In the United
States the depression has been about as severe as the de-
pression of 1877-78. I find that the failures in Canada this
last year have been 1,327,with liabilities of $19,191,306; while
in 1879 the failures were 1,902, with liabilities of $29,347,937.
Then, Sir, the trades have increased in number from 56,000
to 69,994, an increase of 13,994; so that while in 1884 we
had one failure to every 53 persons in trade, in 1879 we
had one failure to every 29 persons in trade; while in the
United States there was one failure to eiery 82 persons in
trade in 1884, and one failure to every 62 persons in 1878.
This shows that while there has been a depression in Canada
in some particular lines, and while all have felt the effect
of a depreciation in values, the number of failures, relatively1
to the number in 1879, has been very much less in
Canada than in the United States. Now, Sir, I daresay 1

that hon. gentlemen opposite will say that thore ought to
have been no failures, and that at the time of the adoption
of the National Policy the country was promised that thore
would be no depression; they will no, doubt contend that
we ought to have avoided thea evil resuits of a deprociation
in values. I have no doubt that my hon. friend from
Brant (Mr. Paterson), who is going to foelow me,
will take that lina of argument, and will probably
quote a number of extracts from speeches made by
Conservatives in 1877, when this question began to be
agitated, for the purpose of showing that thare should be
no failures whatever. Sir, what was urged in 1877-78 was
this: That in view of the conditions of this country and
its relations to the neighboring Republie particularly, there
were means which might be adopted by the Parliament of
Canada that would do much towards mitigating the de-
pression which at that time existed. The question of
the National Policy, allow me to say, has never been a
question of 20 per cent., or 25 per cent., or 30 per eont.; the
question of the National Poliey has bon simply this:
What arrangement of our tariff, what arrangement of our
commercial system, will reisonably give to men of capital
an opportunity to carry on thair business with a prospect
of success against the competition of our neighbors on the
other side. At that time we pointed out two or three ways
in which injury was being donc by the absence of legisla-
tion, and when we urged legislation to remady it, these hon.
gentlemen folded their arms and took the ground that it
was no part of the business of Parliament to consider how,
by legislation, our commercial interests could be promoted,
but that on the contrary it was a matter which nia
be left to the ordinary lawo of supply and deman 1, and that
in relation to a commorcial policy Parliament should
have regard simply to the question of raising so much
revenue to meet the expenses of the Government. Sir, we
pointed to the West India trade-gone. We urged that a
change should be made in the sugar duties, not altogether
for the purpose of promoting refining in Canada, but of
promoting the West India trade through refining in Can-
ada. That was the policy we urged and that policy was
adopted. Did it produce the effect?

Mr. VAIL. No.

Mr. WHITE. Let the hon, gentleman look at our import
trade from the West Indies to-day, compared with our im-
port trade from the West Indies in 1878, and will ha tell me
that the result of the policy that has been adopted has not
bean to bring in raw sugars instead of the refined sugar,
which formerly came from the refineries of Great Britain
and the United States, by that means to promota trade with
the country of production instead of with the country where
the sugar was refined ? Sir, I know that the people of
Halifax have an idea that a rearrangement of the method
of collecting the duty might have the effect of promnoting
still further trade with the West India islands to the pre-
judice of trade with other foreigu countries. I know they
have an idea down there-I am not going to say whether
it is correct one or not; that is a matter, I fancy, that the
people will have to arrange with the Government-I know
they have an idea that if people could be prevented from
introducing raw beet root sugar, they would have a larger
quantity of sugar brought in from the West Indies.
That may be true, and it may be wise to adopt that policy.
I am not discussing that question; but what I am discussing
is this, that the policy which was adopted has had the effect
of bringing enormons quantities of raw sugar from the
West Indies, and creating in that way a trade with those
countries of sugar production which, at that particular lime,
had practically ceased to exist. Thon, Sir, wa pointed out
to them, with respect to the tea trade, that their policy was
destroying the distributing trade in Canada, that the large
tea merchants were being deprived of the business which
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legitimately and fairly belong'd to them, and that Americin similar to that which we enjoyed a year or a year and
merchant< were beconingdistributors, not to the alvantage a half ago. We have rome evidences of this in what is said by
of Canadian consumers, but to the disadvantage ofCanadian the peopie. Take the city of Montreal, which may be said
merchants We pointed out how that might be renedied. to be in -ome sense a barometer showing the commercial
But the hon. gentlemen said: No, we will do nothing of the condition of the country. The Star, which is certainly not
kind ; that is a matter we have not care of, that affects us not a conservative newspaper, and it is certainly not a lineral
in the least. Well, Sir, that policy was changed, and what has one in the party sense, sent a reporter to find ont from the
been the result ? Let the hon, gentleman look at the figures different merchants and manufacturers of Montreal what
of the direct importations from China and Japan, as compared was the present condition of trade. He found that vast
with what they were in 1878, and let him look at the distri- differences of opinion existed. He heard in some
buting trade in the hands of Canadian merchants, results quarters statements that there were a large number
which have been secured since the National Policy bas corne of people out of employment ; in other quarters that
into play. If he will look at other industries he will find times were tolerably duil; but he found in other quarters,
similar result4. That men who, before, could have little and the curious fact is, that in those quarters
chance, and less chance in view of the steadily growing con- where they had the means of making a substantial test, the
dition of things in theUnited States, than they had before to condition of things was reported to be a great deal botter
continue business in Canada successfuly under the competi- even than the editor of the Star had imagined them to be.
tion of the manufacturers of that country, have been able to For instance, Mr. McMillan, superintendent of the Pro-
carry on business since. In 1873, in 1872 and still further testant flouse of Industry and Refuge, reports that there
back, during the period of and succeeding the American war, were in the institution during the first three weeks of
when there was an inflated currency on the other side, January, 1884, 2,840 inmates, and during the same month
when values were exceedingly high there, when, as the hon. of 1885, 1,956, a decrease of about 900. The number of
member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) admit- meals distributed, because that institution distributes meals,
ted in his spoech the other night, the smuggling was from taking the same months, was, in 1884, 8,467; in t885, 6,033,
this aide into that country, there was no necessity for pro- or a decrease of about 2,500. That doos not look like a serions
tection, no necessity for a high duty. We had, as a matter of condition of things in a great manufacturing city like
fact, in the conditions which existed in the two countries at 3|ontreal. On the contrary, it shows that the destitution
that time, even a higher protection in our favor than the among the working class is just about the normal
protection we have had since, in view of the relative con- destitution prevailing at the same season in other years.
ditions which existed between the two countries. But as We have in Montreal, as they have in Toronto and other
those conditions changed, as, according to the statement of cities, institutions for taking care of the poor and helpless
the hon. gentleman, the smuggling is from that country who will always be with us; we have those institutions to
into this, instead of from this country into that, thon came which wealthy men, recognising the responsibilities of
into play the policy which has been and is now adopted, and wealth, conr+ribute of their money in order that persons
without which the vast majorities of the industries may not sutleýr gant or starvation; and we find in Montréal
of this country would have ceansed to exist and the capi- that the condition of things is, as I have stated, at that lead-
tal invested therein would have been absolutely destroyod. ing institution, as between that period of 188i and 1S84.
No policy can compensate for the want of capital; no We find Mr. Gilbert, of the Canada Engine Works, saying:
policy can compensate for the want of skill, because ilThe men are working full time. The firm bas discontinued alto-
in these days we have keen competition, we have im- gether the manufacture of steamboat engines, and the employés are
proved machinery, and when the appliances are so great engaged solely upon work for the establishment, repairing credges, etc.
as they are the competition is necessarily keener than it was There.have been a large n umber of applications for work from workmen,sometimes as many as twelve a day, and tales of distrees are frequently
before. And all we propose to do, all the Government heard. They had no personal knowled:e of any cases of absolute want,
policy proposes to do, is to give to the skilled, industrions, but had heard rumors of instances in which the men hardly knew how
comptent manufacturer, the opportunity of carrying on to get a living. Mr. Gilbert is of te opinion that there wil shortly becomptentan improvement in the state of trade, as matters have begu to assume
business lu fair competition with his American neighbors a more favorable aspect in the States.
who are engaged in the same occupation. I believe that at 4The railway car wheel manufactory of Messrs. John McDougall &
this moment there are indications that trade is getting into o00 is running full blast, and bas a full complement of men employed.

. t was learned here that there had been a great many applications for
a better condition. We have been enjoying for some time work, but in nine cases out of ten the unemployed were either men of
past the free traders paradise-a cheap country to live in. unsteady habits or men who could not take such work as he offered
The real trouble has been that articles have been too them."
cheap, and that very thing which hon. gentlemen opposite There is no one who knows anything about large cities who
have been arguing we should endeavor to bring about ja the does not know that this is unfortunatoly a class to be found
very thing which has produced the difficulty from which in them at all times, and unfortunately there are numbers
to some extent, we have been suffering during the last of them who appeal to the charity of those who are dis-
twelve months. Go to a merchant and ask on what his posed to be charitable.
hopes rest for a revival of business. He will tell you, in " A responsible employé of the foundry said that in bis opinion there
the fact that prices are beginning to stiffen, as he express was lots of work for all men who are of good character and men who
it, and there are likely, therefore, to be botter times. I say wanted work.
there are indications of that at this moment, indications Thon I find that:
that give hope to the commercial community that things "About four hundred hands are employed "at the mills of Mesers.
are going to be botter than they have been recently. Belding, Paul & Co., silk manufacturers. of these, about one-fifth are
Then we have an indication in the revenue for the men. •'There bas been no decrease in the number of emploves as com-

pared with this time last year,' said an official. 1 There have been nolast two months, as compared with the corresponding twO more applicatinnî for work than formerly, and there is no more distress
months of last year, th" there is a probability of a revival among the bread wiuners.' The official who teadered this information
of t ade. I shallbe sorry, I have no hesitation n sayingit, stated that business is not as much d.moralised here as i i the Ntate4.

They have bad some employés who went to the other side for work,
if merchants imagine that all possible difficulty passed retura to t hm after a short time wih. the iatelligence that in the face
away. But I am satiefied of this, that busi ness in îîs coun- of the high rate of living and other similar circumstances, they were
try is at this miment in a condition of greo. er promnise than unao e to secure as good a living %s in Canada."
has prevailed for the two years past, and that by reasona4l- Then find that both ofthe sugr refineries were practiclly
precaution on the part of the commercial community we tworkig at full tim. Then, I have. the staeient ofa
are likely to enter upon aperiod of substantial prosperity¢ gentleman wholopinion will be received by hon. gentie.

Mr. WmITE (Cardwell.
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men on the other side as of some value-Mr. J.K. Ward, the
gentleman who was the Liberal candidate in West Montreal
at last election, and who, if report speaks truly, will be the
Liberal candidate there at the next electiori. He says : "So
far as the cotton trade "-and he is largely interested in
that trade:

"So far as the cotton trade was concerned, the mills were not employ-
ing their full number of bande; the Merchants Company were running
about two-thirds of their machinery; the St. Ann's about one-third or a
half, and the Hudon about two-thirds. Of course in all cases the best
bande bas been kept on, and the inferior or unsteady ones have been
dismissed. In the timber trade -

In which Mr. Ward is also largely engaged,
" there was the usual slackness, but married men often refused to go out
in the lumber camps where they would get good wages, and preferred to
remain at home in idleness. He did not think that there was very much
more than the usual number of unemployed work people."

Then Mr. P. W. St. George, who is city surveyor, and is in
a peculiarly favorable position to know something of the
labor market in Montreal, says:

" That he was of the opinion that there are no more laboring men out of
employment now than there have been during the past few winters. He
remarked that after the recent heavy snow storm his foremen had been
unable to procure the required number of men to clear the streets, and
when the ice roads were made, considerable difficulty was experienced
in procuring laborers."

Now, that does not look as if people were seriously-there
are always a number of them-as if an unusual or abnormal
number of people were out of employment. Mr. King, of
Rogers & King, foanders, said:

" He believed that the want said to be existing in Montreal was not
greater than that usually found at this period every year. Investigation
would show that the majority of those out of employment were laborers
who worked along the docks in su-umer. The works of his firm are run-
nin g full time, and employing over 110 men. They have not discharged
a hand, nor have the wages uffered any reduction. A greater boom in
business is anticipated at an early date."'

Mr. A. F. Gault, the well known director of the Hochelaga
cotton mills, said:

" We have not discbarged one hand on the score of retrenchment
during the season, but, on the contrary, want more weavers; our staff
now numbers about 900 operatives at Hochelaga, all told, and 400 atSt.
Ann's, all working on full time and at current wages; any rumor of
distress through eischarge of hands from our mills is without the
slightest foundation."

Now, Sir, it will be seen, with regard to that, that the con-
dition of things in that large manufacturing and commercial
centre is about the same as the year before, and certainly
no one will pretend to say that the condition of things the
ycar before was a condition of distress or depression in con-.
nection with the business of the country. The hon. gentle-
man made complaint as to the future policy of the Govern-
ment. Referring to their failure in the past, as he described
it, ho said there were no references whatever to the
question of a treaty with the United States, and ho evi-
dently thought that was, on the part of the Finance
Minister, a serious omission in a Budget Speech in a time
like the present. The hon. gentleman is quite right
in saying that this year we shall enter on a new
condition ofthings; that the lapsing of the Washington treaty
will close the markets of the United States to the fish of the
Maritime Provinces and Quebec. But, what I am bound to
say, is rather remarkable, is to hear these hon. gentlemen
who denounced, as we all reomember they did denounce, the
Washington treaty when it was adopted; who charged the
First Iinister with having been a recreant to his trust as a
Canadian, in consenting to that Washington treaty at all,
now conjuring up enormous evils as certain to result from
the lapsing of the very treaty whose enactment in the first
instance they so strongly condemned. In the elections of
1872, as I remember very well, their strong card was "the
Washington capitulation," as they were pleased to call it. and
we were told that the Government committed an act of
arrant folly in entering upon the treaty at all. Well, if that
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was true, if the treaty was a bad one; if it was one which
should not bave been negotiated; it seems to me that we
should not be seriously alarmed now, when the time has
come when we are to be rid of a bad bargain. But I did
agree with the hon, gentleman then; this country did not
agree with him then, and [am satisfied the people of this
country, not agreeing with him thon, realise that it
wt uld be to the advantage of Canada, and to the
advantage of the United States as well, if wo had fair
reciprocal relations, both as to fish and the other natural
products of the country, between those two great peoples.
But when the hon. gentleman says that there has been no
reference to treaties, he does not quite state the fact as it
exists. We find that this Government, in the very firet
Session in which they met Parliament as a Government,
placed on the Statute Book, an enactment which was practi-
cally an invitation to the people of the United States to enter
into reciprocal relations with them. They took the power
from Parliament, that whenever the United States chose to
remove the duty,chose to enter into reciprocal relations with
them, they would have authority to enter into those relations.
The Finance Minister is charged with having made no refer-
once to treaties in his speech; but we find that he has, in a
much more formal manner than by a more speech, by resolu-
tions which ho las submitted to Parliament and which will be
embodied in an Act of this Parliament-taken power to
arrange for such a treaty, if the United States are disposed
to enter into it. We have imposed duties on fish, and I sup-
pose hon. gentlemen opposite will not say that that is not a
wise thing to do with them, in view of the fact that the
American market las been closed to us. We have adopted,
in regard to fish, practically the same policy which bas
been the policy of this Government in relation to other
matters. Not having reciprocity of trade, we are going to
bave reciprocity of duties; and those duties are imposed so
that the Canadian market may, to its extent, be supplied by
our own fishermen- the Canadian market is to be kept for
the Canadian fishermen. But while doing that the hon
gentleman has put into his resolution this proviso:

" Provided, that the whole or part of the said duties hereby imposed
may be remitted upon proclamation of the Governor in Council, which
may be issued whenever it appears to his satisfaction that the Govern-
ments of the United States and the island of Newfoundland, or either of
them, have made changes in their tariffi of duties imposed upon articles
imported from Canada, in reduction or repeal of the duties in force in
said countries."

Now, Sir, there is a distinct statement, made in the most
formal manner in which a statement can be made-a state-
ment in an Act of Parliament, that the people of Canada are
ready to enter into reciprocal relations with our friends on
the other side or with our fellow.colonists of Newfoundland,
the very moment the one or the other is prepared to enter
into arrangements with us. No more formal declaration
of the opinion of Parliament could possibly be made; and
I think it is a much more dignified way, in view of what
has occurred in the past, of dealing with this question, than
would be the plan of sending commissioners once more to
Washington, to be received as unfortunately as our commis-
sionors have been received in the past. Sir, I had the privilege
-I regard it as a very great privilege-during six years, I
think, of attending the meetings of the National Board of
Trade of the United States. I went there, along with other
gentlemen fron Canada, as representatives of the
Dominion Board of Trade, which was thon in existence,
for the purpose, not of urging, but of discussing
this question of reciprocal trade relations between the two
countries. At every one of those meetings we had
reasonable and fair discussion; but if hon. gentlemen will
look at the records of the National Board of Trade dnring
those years, if they will look at the record of its last moet
ing, as the expression of the opinion of the morchants of
the United States, they will find that that body, in view of
what Canada has done in the past, in the way of sending
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commissioners to the United States, recognise that all that
Canada is called upon to do is to indicate its willingness to
enter into negotiations, but that, in view of the past, the
first advances in that direction should come from the United
States. I do not think for a moment that the Government
of Canada should stand upon any punctilious form in regard
to a matter of this kind. No doubt a suggestion from the
British Minister at Washington, for instance, that there was
a prospect of fair relations between the two countries, would
at once lead to such negotiations as might result in bringing
about reciprocity between the two countries. But for the
Government of Canada to do as hon. gentlemen opposite
indicate they should do, as the hon. member for South Huron
(Sir Richard Cartwright) indicated in bis speech, by bis
reference to this question, was lis desire they should do-
send down to Washington, without invitation, without
suggestion, verbally made or received, another commis-
sioner, to meet with the samo humiliation which was
meted out to the late Hon. George Brown, when
he went there, and when he constructed a draft
treaty, which practically gave up everything and got
comparatively little in return, and then found that it was
not even discussed in the Sonate of the United States-
that this Government should be asked to do that, is that they
should be asked to do what I venture to say the people of
Canada, having regard for their own self-respect, would not
ask them to do. Now, Sir, we have had in this debate from
the hon. gentleman, and we have seen in other quarters as
well, extraordinary appeals, both direct and by way of sug-
gestion, to the workingmen of Canada. We had in the
know-nothing proclamation of the hon. member for South
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), a suggestion that we were
to have, hereafter, nothing but native Canadians in Canada;
that, practically, it was an offence for any man who was
not a native Canadian t come into the country or to
remain in it. We had the suggestion that the policy
of the Government in relation to workingmen, and
especially with regard to immigration, bas fnot been
a favorable policy; and we have had statements by
hon, gentlemen on the platform outside of Parliament,
and by some of them in Parliament, calculated
to excite the feelings of workingmen against the Gov-
ernment of the day. For instance, as to the quesiion of
the terrible burden which lias been imposed on the working
men of Canada, the leader of the Opposition, in one of bis
speeches, in Toronto, I think, made the statement that the
direct burden of taxation which workingmen have to bear
under the present tariff is about $50 per family. Now, &r.
Speaker, one does not know quite how these figures have
been arrived at; but if you look at the census of 1881 you
will find that at that time there were 812,136 families
in Canada. Taking the accepted increase at 2 per cent.
a year since that time, there will be an addition of
about 50,000 families; so that to-day there ought to be
802,16 families in the Dominion. What were the total
Cuastoms daties ?-and after all, as a matter of the incidence
of taxation, that is all a man bas to pay in Canada, because
ho does not need to pay any Excise duty. If ho drinks
whiskey, it is bis own lookout; it is a luxury; he takes it
and ho pays for it. If he smokes tobacco, that is a luxury;
ho is not bound to smoke tobacco.

Mr. BLAKE. Is ihe bound to take sugar, too ?
Mr. WHITE. Is there an Excise duty on sugar ?
Mr. BLAKE. No; there is a Castoms duty on it.
Mr. WHITE. I am discussing the question of Customs

duties, and I have just stated that the Customs duties are
what the workingmen have to pay.

Mr. BLAKE. Very well.
Mr. WH[TE. Does the hon, gentleman agree with me, I

then ?
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell).

Mr. BLAKE. No ; what I said was, that the bon. gentle-
man said the workingman was not bound to take whiskey,
and therefore the Excise should not be charged. I ask, was
ho bound to take sugar, and should the Customs be charged ?
Does he take sugar in bis ?

Mr. WHITE. There is a model temperance man for you.
There is the hon. gentleman who is going to lead the tom-
perance cohorts in Canada, who is pleading to.day for the
support of the temperance people, and who insinuates that
whiskey and sugar are equally unnecessary, are one and the
same thing, and that because a workingman is not bound to
use whiskey, the same argument applies to sugar. Well, I
think sugar may be regarded as a necessary of life. I do
not think whiskey is a necessary of life. I do not know
whether the bon. gentleman thinks so or not.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not.

Mr. WHITE. I do not think so; but I do think sugar is
a necessary of life; and when thelion. gentleman endeavors
to draw a parallel between the workingmen's ability to give
up the use of sugar and their ability to give up the use of
whiskey, he simply insults the intelligence of the working-
men, whose intelligence, let me tell him, ho very grealy
underrates. I was saying that the Customs duties, and
they include sugar, are, after all, what the workingmen
may be said to have to pay; and the Customs duties in that
year amounted to $20,02à,890. or at the rate of $23.22
instead of $50 per family, as the hon. gentleman put it.

Mr. BLAKE. No.
Mr. WHITE. No ? Doos the hon. gentleman pretend to

say that $20,000,000 of Customs duties to 862,000 families
is more ?

Mr. BLAKE. Doos the bon, gentleman want to know
the basis of my calculation ?

Mr. WHITE. Yes, I do; most decidedly.
Mr. BLAK E. What I stated was reportod in the news-

papers. I aid not exclude the Excise. I took the Customs
and the Excise duties, and I pointed out that the consumer
paid something approaching 50 per cent. in excess of what
went into the Treasury. I took the Customs and Excise
duties and I added something approaching 50 per cent.,
and that made $50 a head.

Mr. WHITE I see that hon. gentlemen behini the
leader of the Opposition are satisfied with that statement.

Mr. BLAKE. It was the statement I made.
Mr. WHITE. What then bas become of all the argu-

ments we have had during this debate, as to the relative tax-
ation of the United States and Canada? Are we to be told
that because we charge an average bore of somewhere about
20 per cent. on our importations-

Sir RICHARD CAR TWRIGHT. Nearer 40.
Mr. WI[TE-that the man who buys, pays that fine on

the article that is pi oduced in the country, and that in the
United States, where nearly double is charged, the man who
buys doos not pay it ? Let the hon. gentleman take one
ground or the other; but let him not, in this House, as in
everything else, take one measure for the people of Canada
and a different measure for the people of the United States,
in order that he may prove -to people outside that the peo-
ple of Canada are much more burdened with taxation, much
less advantageously situated, than the people of the United
States. The bon. gentleman should take one position or
the other, and I care not which ho chooses to take. If ho
choopses to take bis last position, and will apply it
al around, to the United States as well as to Canada,
he will have to revise the figures he as been giving us
and I am sure the Finance Minister will be glad to
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revise the figures he gave, and will show, upon that basis, Government the larger interest, as, for the moment, they
that the condition of things in Canada is infinitely more choose to consider it, of the banking institutions of the
advantageous to the people of Canada than is the condition country, then they forget the workingmen and they
of things iu the United States to the Americans. Every denounce the Government for that measure of encourage-
loyal mau, every man in Canada who loves his country, ment to thrift and savin which the Governrment have
will 'ecline to adopt one basis ofcalculation for Canada and adopted, by giving a fair liberal interest to those who put
a different basis of calculation for the United States. their money into the savings banks. It bas been said
I will give the hon, gentleman the benefit of the Excise; those savings banks are injuring the banks of the country ;
nay, more than that, I will give him the benefit of the that they are taking deposits which otherwise would go
entire revenue, and I find that if he takes the whole revenue, into the banks of the country. A gentleman, one of the
including the revenues from post office and railways, he best officers in the services, Mr. Cunningham Stewart,who is
will find that instead of $50 per family it is only $36 per at the hoad of the savings banks, in the Post Office Depart-
family. Why should the hon. gentleman, with bis respon- ment, read a very interesting paper before the British AE-
sibility aq a public man, looking in the future, I suppose sociation last year, and I take my figures from that paper.
ho thinks the noar future, to be the leader of the Govern- I find, taking the classes of persons who are depositing
ment, and therefore to control the public affairs of this their money in the savings banks, that, in the first place, theyDominion, why should ho go on to a public platform, and, comprise 14,000 farmers who had deposits when the paper
addressing an audience of fellow Canadians, venture to was written to the extent of $4,722,000 in the post office
make a statement of that kind, a statement which is false savings bank, or an average per farmer of $337. Now, these
in fact, which is false in inference, whi3h is false in every hon. gentlemen would be very glad indeed if these farmers
relation in which you can possibly look at it-a statement who are getting 4 per cent, for their money, and who,
which bas simply one result, that of creating the impres- when they unfortunately have to borrow, are compelled
sion outside that the people of this country are less advan- to pay a great deal more than 4 per cent.-these hon.gontle-
tageously situated than are the people of the United States. mon would be very glad to have those farmers deprived of
These hon. gentleman have been making their appeal to the j or 1 per cent. on their savings. I would like to sec
workingmen and they talk to as about immigration. Well, some of those gentlemen before an agricultial constituency
in the earlier part of what I had to say, I referred to the con- in Ontario say to the farmers: 'Gentlemen, this country is
dition of immigration during the time they were in office, and boing ruined, bocause you are getting 4 per cent. on your
I do not feel disposed to repeat what I thon said. But what savings instead of 3 per cent., the banks do not like it, and
is the position of the Government, as regards the work- therefore you must give up 1 per cent. Thon we find that
ingmen ? In the first place, we have had the announcement there are 7,850 mechanics who have deposited their savings
froin the Minister of Agriculture, in answer to a question to the extent of $1,422,000 in those banks, or an average of
put to him by an hon. member of this louse, that the $18 . each. Now surely these mechanics who have deposited,
Government not only is not going to assist but is actually those, on an average, small sumq, sums which certainly
going to discourage the introduction of ordinary laborers would not ordinarily go into a bank by way of deposit.
and of ordinary mechanics into Canada; as, in view of the surely it is an advantage, an act of kindness and considera-
fact that the Pacifie Railway will shortly be completed and tion towards them, much more valuable than the state-
that there will not ho much prospect of any great railway monts and praises which are bestowed upon them by
work being constructed thon or in the immediate future, it hen. gentlemen opposite, to allow them this 4 per
may not be necessary or advisable that these people should cent. interest upon their savings. Then I find that there
come to Canada. We have that statement from the hon. the are trust accounts and young children's accounts to
Ministerof Agriculture. Then we have an important statement the number of 5,500 and $170,000, or $31 each,
in the Tariff resolutions which are now brought down. When It does seem to me that it is an advantage, and 1 know the
I was in Gananoque the other day I had an opportunity of lon. member for West Durbam (Mr. Blake) will agree with
visiting a large industry there, and found that industry to me in that, because the other day he urged, in a very admi-
b asufferig very severely-from what? Not from the honest rable speech, the importance of encouraging these children
competition of honest labor paid for at honest prices, but still further, encouraging them to collect postage stamps
from the competition of prison labor in the United States, and te put a shilling's worth of them on paper and deposit
hired by manufacturers at 30 cents a day, the products of that. Wellb ere is an opportunity for those children to
which were sent into this country to compote against the take advantage of, with the encouragement of their parents,
honest mechanic in Canada, who receives his 82 a day. What to collect their pennies and half-pennies and put them into
did the Government determine to do in view of this fact ? the savings banks, a dollar at a time, under the encourage-
The Government determined to prohibit the products of ment of their parents, who become their trustees. It is, I
prison labor coming into this country. That is an act venture to say, a way cf encouraging thrift among children
worth dozens of the kind words which, as the proverb tells which is more valuable than that which the hon. gentleman
us, "butter no parsnips, " of the hon. gentleman opposite. suggests. And for this reason, that the child muay learn not
I am glad to see that Act has been put into force, and that only the benefit of saving but that ho may gather those
the importers of prison labor have already been made to savings at a time when be can get at his little bar'k and tako
understand that, hereafter, prison labor will not be allowed them out, and it is a great advantage if you can get a little
to corne into competition with the fair labor of the honest child to understand that, if he puts a penny into a bank, it
mechaniecof this country. What more do we find ? We is better to save it though if he likes he can take it out-
find a large part of the hon. gentleman's speech devoted to a that it is better to leave it there until a dollar las accumu-
denunciation of the policy of the Government with referenc lated and thon to go to the bank and deposit it. But they
to our savings banks; and hon. gentlemen opposite are' get their 4 per cent., and the hon. gentleman wants to
urging that the interest on the savings of the laboringmen give them only 3. Thon there are 3,000 clerks with
and mechanies should be reduced ý, or 1 per cent, $174 each ; 1,600 tradesmen, with $293 each. Probably these
for the benefit of the banks. When these hon. gentlemen are almost the on.-y ones, if» ibey are tradesmen in the
were on the stump in Ontario, or addressirig a large sense of small shopkeepers, who might perhaps keep their
audience of workingmen in the city of Montreal money in the ordinary banks. There are 1,470 farm and
or the city of Toronto, they had nothing but kind other male servants, with $188 each, 1,572 professional
words to say to them; but when they come to men, with $249 each. Miscellaneous, 1,680, with 8128 each
Parliameut, and they think they can excite against the 12,000 married women, with $196 each-women who
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probably have made that deposit against a rainy day, if any
misfortune should overtake the bread-winners ; 10,500
single women, with $120 each, and 3,240 widows, with $214
each. That is the way in which that $13,000,000 is dis-
tributed in the post office savings banks. It shows that these
banks in no serious way interfere with the ordinary banking
institutions of the country, and I venture to say that the hon.
gentleman, when he undertakes to urge that the Government
should reduce the interest upon these deposits, is not
speaking in the interest of those workingmen, whose good
opinion and whose votes at this moment he is so anxious t)
cultivate. I do not wish to detain the House longer, but,
before I sit down, I desire simply to refer to one statement
made by the hon. gentleman. After recapitulating all the
iniquities of this Government, all the enormous expenditures
which it had made, ho made up his mind to go to an
imaginary statist and find ont what ho would say upon the
question. And he said:

" If I were to take those figures and place them in the hands of any
statist of reputation, and if I were to say to him that, in a period of
eleven years, or a period of six years, as the case might be, these figures
exhibited the progress, the increase in population, the increaee in ex-
ports, the increase in the total volume of trade, the increase in debt,
and in the expenditure of a young country, having large fertile territor-
ies not occupied, why, Sir, that statistician wouldsay to me : It is clear,
on the face o? it from those figures, thongli I do flot know to 'what
country you allude, that some great calamity must have swept over it;
either there has been a fearful pestilence, or there has been a fearful
war, or there has been a famine in the land ; no ordinary causes would
account for such an exceedingly slow progress in a young country ha-
ing large resourees yet untouched ; there muet have beea some great
misfortune. And, if I came to explain to him that for twelve years not
a shot had been fired in Canada, that we had as good harveats and better
than our neighbors-"

That is including five years of bad harvests that they
had-
" that we had been free from earthquake and pestilence, then the
statistician would have been perfectly unable to account for the fact of
this extraordinary and unprecedented stationary condition of a country
like ours, until I had further explained to him that, although Providence
had spared us man had not, and that for the last six yearm this unhappy
country had had a protective tariff, administered by a Government of
practical politicians, presided over by a philanthropic Minister of
Finance, who desires to increase the greatest happiness of the greatest
number-and I do not doubt the hon. gentleman a desire to increase
their happiness-by giving to afew hundred persons, influential political
partisans, who had access to him, unlimited right to tax the millions of
consumers who were not equally fortunate."

That is the picture of this country as stated by the hon.
gentleman. Now what is the picture of this country as it
really exists, as every gentleman in this House knows that
it exists ? What has been the progress of this country
during the time that the ion. gentleman is pleased to refer
to ? If I were to go to the statist, to the same statist, Mr.
Speaker, and if I were to tell him that here were four small
Provinces, with hostile tariffa, with little or no prosperity
among them,united together in a Confederation ; that during
the period to which the hon.gentleman referred, had succeeded
in adding to that Confederation illimitable fields, the finest
wheat field belts on this great continent; that they had
secured an outiet on the Pacifie coast, adding there a Pro-
vince which, although formerly called a sea of inhospitable
mountains, is fast developing into the condition which its
friends believed it would occupy, that is, one of the most
valuable and most prosperous of the Provinces of this great
Dominion ; that we had during that time bound these Pro-
vinces together by a railway, for the purpose of developing
the trade of these several Provinces; that we had built up an
interprovincial trade, which compensated for the loss of trade
which had passed away because of altered conditions in for-
eign countries, in relation to the class of shipping, more parti-
cularly, which is used in the foreign trade of those countries;
that we had managed to build a railway which we
were just now completing, some 3,000 miles long, which
would develop that enormous territory of ours, and united
by one great band the two extremities of this Dominion ;
that we had a system of internal navigation, the like off
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which the world does not possess, in our canals; that we had
built through our great St. Lawrence, light houses and fog.
signalis until, from the time of entrance at Belle Isle until
yon got to the western end at Lake Ontario, it was almost
like going through a street lighted by lamps at night; tiat
we had adopted a system of marine telegraphy by which
intelligence could be received in the commercial centres of
any accident to a vessel entering that great St. Lawrence;
that we had built up industries in the country which were
prosperous, which were employing people, giving them a
fair day's wage for a fair day's work; that we had great
centres of population, enjoying ail the advantages of old
world cities-social, educational, commercial; that we had
the freest institutions that are to be found on the face of the
globe; that we had done all this without adding perceptibly
one dollar to the burden of taxation per capita of the people
-thon, Sir, I would not be afraid to submit the facts
as they exist to the statist of the hon. gentleman,
and I venture to say the answer would be this:
low can it be that, in a country so favored, there
are mon occupying positions in public life, pretending to
he statesmen, who will undertake to dony the advancement,
who will undertake, in the interests of a foreign country,
because that is the actual fact, to belittle the land which
gives them bread and affords them subsistence? Sir, i ven-
ture to say that the condition of this country fairly stated,
as I said in my opening remark, the full truth told, all the
truth told, will leave us, in the estimation of those who may
choose to take an interest in our country, in a position of
which every Canadian, every true-hearted Canadian, may
well be proud.

IMr. PATERSON (Brant). Mr. Speaker, I will endeavor,
in making a few remarks on the subject before the House,
and on the statement made by the Finance Minister in
reviewing the situation of the country, to do so within a
limit that will not weary the louse. I think my strength
will compel me to ho somewhat shorter, at any rate, than
the hon. gentleman who has just addressed the House, or
the Finance Minister when he made his statement the other
day. Tie hon. member for Cardwell Ias gone over a good
deal of ground and gone over it at great length. He has
shown himself capable of making two speeches on the same
day, and ho has also been able to do that after making a
speech on the preceding day, which I noticed the correspon-
dent of the Montreal Gazette has termed one of the greatest
efforts ever made in this louse, and one that effectually
silenced the hon. leader of the Opposition.

An ion. MEMBER. And it is true.

Mr. PATERSON. I am not saying it is not true. I only
regret I was not here to hear it; it is so seldom we see the
leader of the Opposition in that situation, it would have
been something worth seeing. But what alarmed me most
was, that the article finally wound up by saying that, in
fact, the speech left the Opposition without any possible
answer. Well, I feel it is a little dangerous for me to follow
a gentleman who makes bis arguments so complotely unan-
swerable; and yet it may be because I lack somewhat in
appreciating the force of his arguments, and the accuracy
of bis statements, that I think perchance I might touch upon
some of the subjects that he has touched upon, and arrive at
a different c >nclusion. I was not surprised that the Finance
Mmnister, in making his statement, colored it somewhat, and
gave to it a rosy hue; because I have entertained a belief that
the rumor we have heard from time to time that ho may soon
be elevated to a higher position in the service of his coun-
try, as the head of one of the Proviinces, would lead him, in
making his last Budget deliverance to this House, to take
to himself, in his one last effort, all the credit that he had
been claiming for himself for years past, though in the esti-
mation of most people this last year has played sad havoc
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with his reputation. But, if the hon. gentleman who sue-
ceeded him is to have his mantle fall upon his shoulders, he
assumes a more difficult position and may, perhaps, in the
future, be more embarrassed than the present Finance Min-
ister. I do not know, however, that the Finance Minister even
could afford to let some of the statements that he gave to
the House go out to the people of the country, or go out to
the people of England. No doubt his utterances will be read
in England by the men who handle, we may say, almost
the wealth of the world, who know the affairs of most
Governments, who know how their affairs are conducted,
their financial position and their strength. I bardly thought
that he would have ventured to give us a table and endorse
it, by which ho pointed out that the Customs and Excise
revenue-for that was the drift of his argument-the amount
paid in that way by the inhabitants of the Australian
colonies is from $30 to $40 per head per annum. I do not
wish to enlarge upon that subject. We will endeavor to
divide the work somewhat on this side, so that we may not
unnecessarily weary the House. No doubt it will be dealt
with more fully ; and I just mention it as one of the
tables he gave us that will bear a little investigation, and
that, when properly investigated, and the real state of the
case and the difference in the book-keeping are explained,
will make him regret that ho gave the people of the country
to understand that the inhabitants of the Australian
colonies were taxed by way of Customs and Excise from
six to eight times as much per bead as are the people of
Canada.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I did not say so. I said five
times the taxes. I did not say it was the taxes for Customs
and Excise.

Mr. PATERSON. But it was the drift of the hon. gentle-
man's whole argument. He had just laid down the posi-
tion in this House that the principle of taxation was what
was paid in Customs and Excise, and it was in that connec-
tion the statement was made, and I believe it is on that very
basis that ho computes the amount of taxation that is levied
upon the Canadian people. His utterance, of course, is be-
fore us, and while I was reading it over I understood him
as conveying that meaning through his argument. There
were some other statements of the hon. Minister, and the
course ho pursued was one that I think, perhaps, he would
not have adopted had ho expected ever to deliver another
Budget Speech. He pursued the novel course of placing
two or three good years along with the year 1884, which
now they reluctantly admit to be a year of depression and
of trouble; and by averaging his three or four good ears
with this one, ho says: After all, you are not so very bad
off; you have come out pretty well. But I do not under-
stand that system to ho a safe or a good one to adopt for a
merchant at his usual stock-taking, nor do I consider it a
good one for the Finance Minister to adopt at his annual
stock-taking. Fancy a merchant who bas had three or four
prosperous years in business, who had accumuated a sur-i
plus, but who, elated with lis success, should lavish on the
right hand and on the left his savings, till he had nothing
left. When ho came to the end of the next year, which1
proved a disastrous one to him, ho found he
was not making ends meet, and lulled himself intoi
security by putting the profits ho had made the three
or four years before in with the deficiency of this year,1
and said : Though it has been a bad year, yet, by,
putting in the profits of the last three or four years, I am
worth so much-although ho had not one dollar of that in1
his pocket, but bad given it all away. Where is the dif-1
ference between the two individuals? The twenty millionà
dollars surplus the Minister boasted about, has he got it in
the Dominion Treasury? fHas it not been given to the1
Canadian Pacifie Railway, as he told us himseolf? Andi
bave they not put it into an enterprise that is their own ?1

Have they not put it into an enterprise which, if we may
take the tone of the organs of hon. gentlemen opposite at
the present time as an indication, is an enterprise that
perhaps may not redound to the benofit of Canada as much
as at one time they thought it would. I will not allude at
any length to the novel statement ho made, that he had
taken twenty million dollars surplus out of the pockets of
the people of Canada by way of taxation, and that ho had
spent it, as I have said, in giving it to a corporation ; and
thon ho turns around and says : Because I gave that to the
Canadian Pacific Railway, because I did not pay your Civil
Service with it, because I did not use it in some other way in
the publio service, but gave it to that corporation, you did
not pay it all; it never came out of you; it was no taxation
But ho bas done this, and it has opened up a suggestion to
my mind. He has told us that by taking 820,000,000 of
surplus from the people of Canada and giving it to the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, ho las by virtue of that lowered
the interest that Canada had to pay on the loans in Britain
by 1 per cent. I believe that the rate of interest on bonds
and securities of other Governments, as well as of Canada,
have fallen 1 per cent. on the London money market, and
therefore a general cause has been operating. So the Finance
Minister of Canada, by taking $20,000,000 of extra taxation
out of the pockets of the people and giving it to the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway, bas, according to hon. gentlemen
opposite, lowered the rate of interest that all nations have
to pay when they go on the London market. That is a
sample of the rosy statements made by the Finance Minis-
ter. Upon those I do not desire to enlarge. There are a
few points, however, which I desire to touch upon, and I
will in doing so deal with most of the statements made by
the hon. gentleman who last addressed the House. I will
allude very briefly to expenditure, as a gentleman will
follow me who will go into that subject very thoroughly.
The Finance Minister ut his annual stock taking finds the
resources of the country not what they once were, and he
finds that the surplus, although ho did not lower the rate of
taxation, is small, showing that the people have not
been able to pay the taxation-$150,000 he thinks it may
be, though the present figures would not justify us in au-
ticipating even thut sum. A prudent business man would,
on finding bis business in that position, seek to retrencli
and economise, and he would lower bis expenditure. Is
that the course pursued by the Finance Minister ? Is thore
any evidence of economy in framing the Estimates ? No.
The Estimates for the coming year, 1885-6, are framed on
a basis even more extravagant than the expenditure for the
year 1883-4; and we are proceeding with our resources
diminishing and our expenditure increaming, tili, instead of
the surplus which the hon. gentleman anticipates ut the end
of 1885-6-unless there should be a change that ho cannot
ut present predict-we shall stand in the position which
those hon. gentlemen formerly affected ·to look upon
with great alarm, that of being unable to make both ends
meet. There have been comparisons made by the Finance
Minister with respect to the expenditure under the Macken-
zie administration and under the present administration. I
look at it in a burried manner, and I simply point to this
fact, that those bon. gentlemen, since they have been in
office, have increased the expenditure $7,604,548 since 1878.
Taking that part which is the ordinary expenditure, which
those bon. gentlemen told us was controllable, and
which Ministers could control, as well as they could control
their own expenditures, there bas been an increase during
those years under their management of $5,751,804. How
bas the increase taken place? The Finance Minister bas
alluded to it. The member for Cardwell (Mr. White) bas
alluded to it, and they have given explanations with regard
to it, some of which hold good: nevertheless, the fact re-
mains that such increase bas taken place, and reasons might
be pleaded by the Finance Minister for an increase, were
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the increase twice as great as it is. But is it an excuse for
the Finance Minister, who declared that twenty-two and a
half millions was a sufficiently large sum with which to con-
duct the affairs of the country, and who denounced us for
being extravagant when the Reform Administration took
twenty-four millions with which to carry on the public
business, to say that the public service bas increased and lie
is thorefore justified in taking seven millions more ? How
has this ordinary expenditure been increased ? Take civil
government. There you find an increase in the staff of
229, or an increase of 57 per cent. in the staff of the civil
service since hon. gentlemen opposite came into power;
and an increase in salaries of $254,837, or 57 per cent.
Grant increased population, grant increased work, will
anyone tell me that there has been anything like 57 per
cent. more work required to be done now as compared with
1S78 ? Will anyone say that 57 per cent. more hands are
required in the public departments than were required in
1878, when this Chamber rang with the denunciations of
hon. gentlemen opposite with respect to the extravagance
of the Mackenzie administration, and in having so many
clerks that they were said to be running over one another
in the corridors of the buildings. The hon. member for
Cardwell has resurrected an old saying and applies it to the
Opposition, and termed us an organised hypocrisy. What
is the hypocrisy of those hon. gentlemen who found fault
with the Mackenzie Administration for increasing the num-
ber of employés and increasing their salaries, and now stand
up to justify an increase of 57 per cent. in the staff and 57
per cent. in the amount paid to it ? I will now take up the
subject on the discussion of which the hon. member for Card-
well (Mr. White) spent so much time, namely, the statis-
tics with respect to the population of the country, with
special reference to the inciease of the population. First,
as to the question of immigration. While I admit that
under the Mackenzie Administration there was an expendi-
ture for immigration purposes, I hold, as I held last year,
that under the circumstances in which the peoplo found
themselves, there was no necessity, nay, more, that it
was absolutely wrong to take money from the
people of this country and expond it in bringing
immigrants of the laboring and mechanical class to
this country. We have, since the advent of the present
Administration, spent $2,000,000 on this work. What has
been the result ? That leads me to look at the present
state of our population. I will not enter into disputed
territory, but I will take the statistics of hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, the census returns. I find, in 1881, in
the four Provinces that originally made up the Confedera-
tion, there were 4,044,060 people, and in 1871, 3,185,761
people, or an increase in the ton years of 558,299. I take a
very low estimate for the natural increase of the country.
I take an estimate that the hon. member for Cardwell him-
self adopted, an estimate below one I would be justified in
taking. I take the estimate of the natural increase at 2 per
cent. or 20 per cent. in 10 years. But the increase of our
population did not amount to 2 per cent., it only amounted
to 1-61, according to the figure I have given. Had there
been a natural increase of 2 percent per annum it would have
given a population of 697,152 more in 1881 than in 1871.
The fact remains that we were short of our natural
increase- taking the low basis of 2 per cent. per annum
of 138,853, besides losing all the immigrants which
an expenditure of $2,000,000 brought into the country.
Now, when this fact stares us in the face, what is our justi-
fication for spending, as we did last year, over half a million
of dollars, in endeavoring to promote immigration ? The
immigrants that have come into the country, as they claim
they have, if they remained in the country, remained in it,
according to our own census returns, by the displacement
of an equal number of our on Canadian people. These
are not American figures, for I am taking our own census,
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returns. Thon again, if you take the figuresgiven to us by
American statisties of the Canadians entering into the
United States, and compare them with the figures of our
own Minister of Agriculture, as to the number of
immigrants brought into this country, you will find it tend-
ing to prove the unpleasant statement which our own consus
gives forth to the world. If you take tfie statisticsof school
population, as the bon. member for South Huron (Sir Rich-
ard Cartwright) has done in Ontario-as I myself did la4t
year for the Provinces of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick,
they all point in the same direction, that we had not only
not kept the immigrants that came into the country, but
that we have actually lost 4 p Sr cent of our natural increase
in ten years; andin this time we have been spending millions
and millions of the people's money to promote immigration.
It is quite time that the hon. Minister of Agriculture made
the announcement that ho bas made in response to a ques-
tion the other day, that one class of immigrants at any rate
were to be discouraged, were not to be assisted in coming
into this country, though he, in company with his col-
leagues last year, voted down the proposition offored from
this side of the liouse that that shoutd be the rule which
should prevail. Now I wish to say a few words with refer-
once to the rules which were laid down by hon. gentlemen
opposite in days gone by, as to the means by whieh a nation
should promete its prosperity; and to examine whether
those rules have been complied with, and if they have,
whether that has been the cause of the prosperity we
enjoy. Now I remember very distinctly that the Finance
Minister laid down as a proposition, firm and unalterable,
as somothing which would follow as naturally as
effect follows cause, that if the imports of the country
exceeded its exports, that was a state that evidenced that
the country was not in a prosperous condition; but that on
the other band, the nearer we could get the exports to
approach the imports, a surer and more inevitable a sign
was it that the country was prosperous. In case I should
not represent him correctly, I will quote what the hon.
gentleman said on this subject in his own words In 1881,
speaking in Toronto, and reported by the Toronto Mail, ho
said :

" During the last two years we find that we are equalising our exporte
with our importe. (Cheers). Whatever Free Traders may say, our
people cannot underetand the theory that the larger the excess of our
importe over our exports the more prosperotis is the country. We say
that as with an individual, so with a nation,and that if he exponds more
than he receives, poverty stares him in the face. If, on the other hand,
hie receipte exceed his expenditures, his condition is hopeful, The lat-
ter e thet ondition of the Dominion, if we take into account our receipts
fer freight."

That was uttered during a year when there was poverLy,
when the people were unable to import as much as they had
in days gone by. The hon. gentleman may say I have read
that extract already. True, I have. I have no desire to
read this old literature again, but I am forced to do so-
Why? Because the Finance Minister laid that down as a
rule which would work like cause and effect. And he bas'
not rescinded it; ho has not receded from it ; ho las never
said ho was wrong in that parti ji ar, and therefore he stands
to-day in the same position, and that is the rule by which
he is to be j-dged to day. Now I will test the prosperity
of the country under the hon. gentleman, and contrast it
with its prosperity under- M.'. Mackenzie, by the rule ho
gives to us himself. And in this matter we are not dealing
with guesa work at all; we have the accounts given to us
by hon, gentlemen themselves, which ieveal the facts in
reference to this matter which I now read to the House.
I take the last four years of the Mackenzie Administration
and the last four - ears of hon. gentlemen opposite.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Why not take them ali ?
Mr. PATERSON. Why? Bocause you have been

in power a little longer. And is it not, Mr. Speaker,
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a very modest request for the Finance Minister to ask me to
take certain years to pleas him, when ho bas tossed his
figures about in every possible way in order to make out a
cape for himsolf. Am i not taking a fair way, because
we are talking of things as they are at present; we
must thon take the preseut year and ascertain where we are
now, and I do not want to leap over two or three years;
and so I take this year, and I must take the three years
preceding, and the last four years of the Mackenzie Admin-
istration. And what do they show ? Surely according to the
rule laid down by the Finance Minister, if when our importa
exceed our exports poverty stares us in the face, four
years is long enough to face that stern and gaunt poverty.
Now, in 1876, the balance of trade, according to the Trade
and Navigation returns, was against us $12,243,911; in
1877, $23,452,569; in 1878, $13,758,120, and in 1879,
$10,473,172, or in the four years the balance against us
was $59,927,772. Compare with that the last four years of
hon.gentlemen opposite. In 1881 the balance against us was
$7,040,017; in 1882, $17,282,297; in 1883, 634,168,218,
and in 1884, 624,990,547, or in these four years an adverse
balance of $83,481,079, against an adverse balance during
the four years of the Mackenzie Administration of
$59,927,772. And will you believe it, during the last four
years we were absolutely and relatively worse off than we
were under the Mackenzie Gevernment by $.:3,553,307, and
yet the hon. gentleman says we have been prosperous all
the way through. Now, the hon. gentleman must either
say that ho was wholly and totally wrong when he laid that
down as a rule, as he did in Toronto; or if he will maintain
it, as ho does maintain it, thon out of his own mouth I con-
vince him that the country is in a worse position, and is
brought nearer to poverty under his management than
under the management of hon. gentlemen on this side,
when, according to the Finance Minister and his friends, the
country was in such an unprosperous condition. I desire
now to ask the Finance Minister what ho thiuks with
reference to what he predicted a year or two ago,
as to the length of prosperity this country would enjoy.
The hon. gentleman said first, you know, that we were to
have ton years of prosperity, and a year or two afterwards
he modified his statement, though he stood to it that we
would have seven years. Sir, at the very time ho was
making the prediction the banks were pursuing a conserva-
tive course; mon who were authorities on this matter were
beginning to curtail and draw in sail; and now the hon.
member for Cardwell (Mr. White) bas told us that by the
conservative course which has been pursued by importers
and others, greater depression than at present existe has
been averted. What a commentary on the foresight, on the
sagacity, on the financial intelligence of a gentleman
entrusted with the finances of this country, that the only
way the country was saved from greater depression than
exists, was by flying in the face of the Finance Minister and
doing the direct opposite of what he told us. And yet
the ship of state is under the guidance of that
hon. gentleman whose supporter has told us that only
by disregarding his advice to put on sail, only
by reefing the sail, have we escaped greater depression
than the country suffers. Another matter that I have a little
curiosity about is, to find some of the millions of dollars of
capital that the Finance Minister said was going to come
into the country immediately after the elections of 1882.
Now, i think he bas a right to take the House into his
confidence, and to tell us just where that money bas been
expended -where those millions are to be found-where the
happy employees who were coming are employed; beoause
I notice that his commissioners who were sent to seor the
country have failed to report that they have found any, and
they would have reported had there been any. Now, what
did the hon. gentleman tell us in May, 1889, in addressing a

mass meeting in this city ? I am quoting the Ottawa
Citizen, which i am sure reports exactly what he said:

" Gentlemen, if the people da as we have no donbt they will, as Ottawa
will, record their votes in favor of the present G>vernment, then we will
find capital pouring in. When I have been in other parts of the country,
in the United 8tates and elsewhere, and have come in contact with capi-
talists in all directions, there is an uncertainty as to the course wbich
this country will purse.. There are many industries that wdl be estab-
lished the moment the question is aettled."
Thon ho told us that he had been waited upon by two
gentlemen within the last three months prior to the time
of his making those remarks, one representinz a capital of
$2,000,000 and the other a capital of$ 5,000,000, and thtey
wanted to invest in this country. We know, they said,
that the tbing is all right, and we are ready to put in our
money, but we do not know whether this policy will last or
not; we are not certain about that. The Finance Minister
assured them that it would be permanent. le said, look
at the bye elections; there have been a great many bye
elections, and we have been sustained. He said to the
people of Ottawa: That is the reason wu have dissolved
Parliament a year ahead of time, so that we could settle
this question, and if this Government were returnel to
power, the millions would ut once come into this country.
I will give you his words :

" Another gentleman who came since Parliament opned, who repre-
sents a capital of $5,000,000, is, I think, satisfied tiat this policy is going
to be smstained, because the gentlemen whom he representi are pur-
chasing property in this country to-day, and investing capital in
erecting buildingi; se that after the 20th June, next, they are prepared
to put over a million of dollars in here to develop the country."
That was the 20th of June, 188., when there was to be the
general election. The day after they were going to put in
a million. And the people cheered. I know that the peo-
ple of Ottawa like to hear about millions coming into the
country. Thon, ho said:

" Gentlemen, it is because we want this affirmed, and believe it will
be affirmed, that we are ready and prepired to appeal to the people and
ask them for their Andorsement. If they do not endorse it, then I
believe a public calamity will befall the country-that the millions of
dollars about being invested in this country would ibe withcdrawn, and
that there would be a retrograde movement."

I want to know where the millions are. Will the member
for Cardwell tell me? We have paid some hundreds of
dollars-I do not know whether it will not run into thoeu-
sands-for commissioners te go through the country to tind
evidences of prosperity. They have not found these mon ;
they have not found these millions. And years have gone
by since the Finance Minister told us that they would come
in the day after the 20th of June, 1882. Well, i ara little
curious about another matter-about his declarations with
reference to the grand effect of the National Policy, in his
speech delivered in this louse in 1882. I want to know
whether the statement he made to this louse thon, stand-
ing in his place, with the responsibility upon him of leading,
in a measure, this flouse, of controlling one of the most
important departments of the Government, has been fulfilled.
He made this statement:

" The hon. gentleman opposite (Sir Richiard Cartwright) imposed bur-
dens on the people, but gave them no food to supply them with strength
to carry them. We asked Parliament to give u3 such changes in the
tariff a would not ouly protect the industries of the country, but give
us an increased revenue. Was there a response ? I stated at the ont-
set that the response was ample, provided the money had been paid in
for the year 1879 that belonged to that year. And the year that fol-
lowed, what was the response? They gave us a surplus of $4,000,000
and upwards, because we found employment for the people, because, by
obtaining for them emaployment and higher wages, they were able to
buy more than formehlT. Men who were rormerly working at half time
and on low wages received higher wages and were working overtime.
Farmers whe had low prices and found sales difficult received high
prie and prompt cash sales."
Well, the Finasee Minister said that ho did this. If ho did
it once, he ie able to do it again. It is not for me to doubt
the Word of the Finance Minister; no, I must believe him;
but believing him, I muet arraign him for now being
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recreant to the trust placed in his hands. He claimed that
ho had powor to give mon fulll ime work and to increase
thoir wages. 1e has not given thom work, for idle men are
crying for work. He has not given them higher wages,
but has allowed some employers to eut down their wages
10 per cent. He claimed that ho had power to bring
ihe farmers higher prices for their grain. If I be-
lieve him, I must arraign him for being recreant
to bis trust, in that ho bas allowed the receipts of our
farmers to dwindle down to a comparatively small sum,
because ho allowed the price of wheat to drop to 70 or 75
cents a bushel. No, I do not impugn the veracity of the
Finance Minister ; that wouli be wrong; but accepting lis
statement as true, I must arraign him for proving recreant
to his trust. I cali upon him to get the idle men the em-
ployment ho promised, to get the working mon the increased
wages ho promised, and to got the farmers the higher
prices ho promised. Why, ho bas failed most lamentably
ia everything. He told us, among other things, that ho
would secure to our farmers the home market for their
perishable stuff, or the little articles that might be consumed
on the spot, instead of allowing so much of it to be shipped
away to foreign countries, where they could not get so much
for it. We had not then received the Trade and Navigation
returns for 1882, to as5ertain what correctness there was in
the statement ho gave us, but we have since; ai d what is
the fact? Has his promise to give the farmers a home
market, avoiding the necessity of sending their produce out
of the country been fuillod? Let the returns speak.
Instead of having this home market for all the butter and
cheese that is made here, they had to export 2,000,000 lbs.
1,000,000 Ibs. more than they did in the last year of the,
Mackenzie Administration ; in cheese they had to export
12,000,000 more than they did under the Mackenzie Govern-
ment; in eggs they had to export about $1,000,000 worth
more in 1882, when the Finance Minister was boasting of
having given a home market to the farmers of the country,
than they did in 1873; in potatoos, that ought to ha,7e been
eaten at home by the operatives whom the Finance Min-
ister was to have set at work, nearly $2,000,000 worth more
had to find a foreign market in 1882, when ho claimed to
have a home market, than during the last year of the pre
vious Administration; and so on through ail the list. Now
the question may be asked what position did the Finance
Minister, what position did the Government, take in the
year 1882, that has not been overthrown, that has not had
to be abandonod by theom? The hon. gentleman may
claim that he said ho would benofit the manufacturers of
this country; ho may stand on that. Well, in order to
establish that, ho had commissioners appointed last sum-
mer to go through the country and prepare statistics re-
lative to the various industries in the country and report
to Parliament. I desire to comment on those statistics for a
short time, but before doing so I will tell you, Sir, that I
approach the investigation, or partial investigation, not
prepared to place very implicit reliance in what I should
find there ; and I will tell you why. Because, in 1881, the
Finance Minister took occasion to collect statistics, as ho
informed the House. What they weore, we do not know;
we never saw them ; the source from which ho obtained
them, I do not know; but ho gave to the House statisties to
show that there had been a very great incroase in
the manufacturing industries of the country. He dealt in
generalities, but in one or two items ho came to particulars,
and one of the branches ho particularised was that of boots
and shoes, and the statement of the hon. gentleman, in 1881,
was that there was 25 per cent. more men employed in that
industry and 25 per cent. more goods produced in 1881 than
in 1878. Well, I had the curiosity to look up the census of
1871, because if we were making a certain amount of those
articles in this country in 1871, we must, by the actual
growth of the country, have been making more in 1878; but
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when I compared the statistics which the Finance Minister
gave, in 1881, with the consus returns that his own
officials to)k in 1881, I found that, instead of there
having been an increase of 25 per cent. in the bands
employed and 25 per cent in the quantity ofgoods produced,
there were actually 125 mon less employed in manufactur-
ing boots and shoes in 1881 than in 1871. Ho may say the
census returns were inaccurate, but if ho does ho is casting
odium upon the administration of a Departmont of this
Government. It is from lis own census returns that I
judge the statement he made, and as the statements ho thon
made were extravagant, I claim that the report of the
commissioners laid before this House is utterly misleading
in character, and that the Finance Minister in giving them
to the flouse in bulk as ho did, in endorsing them as ho did
from his place hore, is whether by design or not, misleading
the country on a very important matter. Let us examine a
little the statistics and see what they show, that we may
ascertain if we can see whether there is any internal evi-
dance of accuracy on the part of the statistics they contain,
whether thore is much reiance to be placed on them. They
wero gathered, I venture to say, for the purpose of enabling
the Finance Minister to cover somewhat the position in
which ho stands before the people and the country to-day,
that of having failed to implement the promise ho male in
1832 to the people, when ho asked them for a renewal of
their confidence. The hon, gentleman appointed two com-
missioners. The commissioner he appointed for New
Brunswick is a gentleman I do not know.

Mr. BOWELL. A very good man.

Mr. PATERSON. I believo ho is a very good
man. I understand ho was a very good supporter of the
Mackenzie Government all the time it was in power, and I
believe ho lost confidence in thom shortly after they lost
the confidence of the people of the country.

Mr. BOWELL. He was like a gool many others.

Mr. PATERSON4. And that in order to benefit the
people of the country and maintain the interests of the
country, and the prosperity of the country, he supported
the presont Government.

Mr. BOWELL. Certainly.
Mr. PATERSON. And got some patronage, did ho not?
Mr. BOWELL. Yos.

Mr. PATERSON. fHis newspaper continued in exis-
tence, so long as the former Government was in power,
did it not ?

Mr. BOWELL. We did not give him so much.

Mr. PATERSON. There appears to have been a di3aster
to an industry in that case, at any rate, under the hon.
gentleman's own rule. It may have been a struggling indus-
try under Mr. Mackenzie, but it did struggle and live; but
when hon. gentlemen opposite came into power it was too
much far them, and the Morning News, I think that was the
nameof the paper, succumbed. fonly heard this, but the hon.
gentleman, the Minister of Customs, vouches for its accuracy.
Now that is saying nothing against the gentleman himself,
because thore are very good mon who have failed in busi-
ness and have been unsuccessful. But I am more pleased
with him as a writer than as a statistician, tbough I believe,
to do him credit, that when ho started out on his work, and
before ho received subsequent instructions-for I fancy ho
got instructions after ho got partly through bis work,
because ho was doing it a little too thorough-that
thorough work most effectually disproves the balance of h s
report as well as the whole of the report of the commis-
sioners for Ontario and Quebec. He indulges in some
general remarks, He tells us :
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" With a view to thoroughness, I made my investigations in St. John

and Portland embrace everything, large and small, that could be fairly
considered industrial, except farming...

I want the House to remnember that, because it is the only
cas£ in which the work was done thoroughly; and presently
I will look at this portion which was done thoroughly and
see whether it gives the extra production in that year
claimed by the hon. Minister. He continues:

"I think I bave gained not only accurate information as to the num-
ber of persons employed in connection with industrial pursuits during
the two periodi and the amount of the earnings of the class, but a
pretty accurate idea of the general condition and of the industries at
the present time and an insight into their perplexities and resources
of encouragement. The information [ ubmit in connection with this
report and without embellishment and in the order and form in which it
was gathered."

Then he says:

" The bad crops of the.past two years, over-production, the diminisbed
purchasing power of the industrial classes from this cause, the locking
up of capital by investments in non-productive enterprises, over-produc-
tion in certain industries, depression in the lumber irade, and the revo-
lution which the substitution ot steamers for sailing craft bas brought
about in the carrying trade ofthe world, are among the leading causes
variously assigned for the troubles which have clustered around the
year 1881.''

that he did not go into a few industries, but that ho went
into and examined large and small-the only thorough way
in which this could be done. But, before giving us the
table, ho gives us a nicely written desoription of St. John
and how it is situated. I do not know whether ho thought
the members of this House-and the information was
gathered for th e members of this Honse-did not know whore
the good city of St. John was situated, but ho tells us:

" With reference to the city of St. John the starting point of this
investigation, it may be needful to say that for the benefit or some under
whose eye this report may fall, that it is the commercial capital of New
Brunswick, and stands at the mouth of the St. John river-that it bas
a fine harbor open at ail seasons, and connection by the Intercolonial
Railway east and west, and by the New Brunswick Railway and
branches, and the Grand Southern Railway, with the interior and the
west and that the districts kuown as St. John and Portland, although
under two corporate systems, are really one in business and industrial
life and unitedly form an important commercial and manufacturing
centre. The chief staples of this community in a long period of - years
were shiDs and lumber. The competition of iron ships with wooden
craft in the carrying trade ot the world revolutionised the ship-build-
ing interests and destroyed the magnidcent business which had
made for many citizîns of this place comfortable competencies, if not
colossal fortunes. The demand for vessels of large tonnage is no longer
what it once was, and the shipyards do not resound with the busy hum
of industrial lite."

Therois their own commissionor admittingthat troubles have Is thero any proposition in the legislation introduced to
clustered round theindistrios of the yar, and he points eut this House to get up this hum in the shipyard ? If thorac t uthe in hhhve dtof itheear and hepoints .aout~ is nothing of this kind introduced, I declare that the
the causes which have lead to it; and I want the lhouse to appointment of this gentleman to ascertain facts in order
remember that, in the Order in Council appointing these that we may have legislation is a farce and has been set atgentlemen, it is definitely stated that they are appointed to nau htigather information to enable the Governmont to mould ag'
legislation in the pro er direction to find out if there are "An occasional large vessel finds ber way from the blocks in one or

p another of the almost silent shipyards to supply some special trade
any causes at work that are not working properly, if there requirement of the builder or bis friends rather than to find an eager
aie any defects that require to be remedied, so that purchaser. The prostration of this trade in wooden ships-how impor-
they may apply the remedy. Well, ho gives the cause. tant can best be appreciated by those engaged in shipping ventures-
It i "the bad crops of the pas two years. had naturally a detrimental effet upon the proiperity ana progresa of

Whore is tho legislation introduced to remedy that? Do I
ask a foolish question? To say so would be to impute Thon I consider that, according to the theories of the hon.
foolishness to the Finance Minister, for he has claimed the Finance Minister, he utters some doctrine that is very
credit for good crops and for the prosperity that flows unsound,
from them. "Over-production " he gives as another cause. "Commercial policies could not bring back the lo t trade, Govern-
Has the Finance Minister taken any steps to stop over- ment edicts coull not be made to shackle the wheels of progress, legis-
production ? I do not see anything in the tariff to lead us lative enactments were unsuited to revivify waning industries, though
in that direction. He points out "the diminished pur-capable ofstinulating substitut. emplymets.'
chasing power of the laborng classes." Has any logisla- Thon ho says, alluding to the fire that laid St. John in ashos:
tion been introduced to increase their purchasing power. "Prior to that time industries of various kinds had been strug linHe points out "the locking up of capital by investments In into life. A small cotton warp factor1 bas been cautiously worked
non-productive enterprises."R as any scheme been devised Shoe factories are cropping up. Rolling mills, foundries, machine
or any legislation proposed to release this capital locked shopu, rope walks, an d what not, were fighting bard for position in the

busy life of the place. But the fight with the competition from the
up ? The Finance inister might perhaps reply : How United States superadded to the ordinary competition from Dominion
can I do that ? It is not for me to answer. fie claimed ho communities, was too much for them. Striving bard they managed in
could do almost everything; ho claimed that ho could give most cases to maintain a fair position, but they did not move onward
you prosperity, whether other countries were prosperous or witb tbe degree of celerity wbich their promoters and friends expected.

net.Hieuttranc ar onrecod. tel hl terelaseTbey worked bard, but merely for an existence and without heant. Thenot. His utt erance are on record. Itellhimto release. struggle was one of deeperation, but there came a chance at last. The
the locked up capital. He points out " over-production in National Policy dawned in 1878, and, though not meeting with a cordial
certain industries." Why does ho not stop that over-pro- endorsement from the trading people of St. John, was not without.a

o goodly host of ardent admirers and warm friends. The sturdy mechanic
duction ? Does he say that then these mon would 10ose rejoiced at its adoption, and the struggling manufacturerbade its hearty
their capital ? Thon lot him give it back to them in a welcome. The enforcement of the policy gave new life, new energy,
more diroct way. Lot him give them a bounty out of new beart, to a people suffering from.a trinity of calamities. New in-
the publictfad.Ltwold etomcdustries were started, and old industries were strengthened. The busy
the public fnds. It would not be much more than ho life of the place improved, and the prosperity, which seemed likely to
has done to some classes, not much more than he proposed last for years, loomed grandly up. In the rush of the time short-sighted
in some cases when ho introduced and carried through his people counted too muc upon the belpful character of a policy which
tariff. Theso are peinted ont as the causes which are was only intended and could only be expected to furnish 'reasonable

refreshments,' and they allowed thenselves, partly by the stimulating
operating to produce distress. These gentlemen were ap-. influences of the policy and largely by the unnatural and transitory
pointed-so their appointment shows-in order to find thig stimulation which business ot every kind experienced during the hurried

o . rebuilding of the fire-crushed city, to b. carried to the verge of folly in
out, so that-proper lgislation might be introduced. We many instances. This is not a new, nor yet an unnatural condition of
ought toe have legislation to things; it bas been common, too, and is linked in with, the
remove these causes, thon the labors of these men have history of communities and peoples everywhere. Over-production
pune for nothing; thoy have been apnintodtbey have in special lines was the result in the St. John community, and,

n e to make the matter worse, the world's business got into confusion.
been set to work, the information they have gathered has
been set at naught, and no action has been taken in regard What right had the world's business to get into confusion;
to it. Now we come to the city and county of St. John and just at that particular time, too; and with the hon. gentle-
Portland, and I ask you to bear in mind again the remark man at the head of the Finance Department, controlling the
of this gentleman, that his work there was thorough work world's business ? It was very unfortunate.
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To make matters worse, the world's business got into confusion and

general business prostration was added to the injury and the agony thus
caused. The St. John people, just gathering a little strength trom the
successionof calamities, felt the pressure, but they stood the shock.
remarkably well, though, of course, not without many business trials
and some disasters. Yet withal, the industrial life of St. John still stands
in fair condition compared with its state a quarter of century ag o."
He is somewhat like the Finance Minister. It suits him
better to take one year sometimes than to take another, but
be had to go a long way back, from the year 1878, the year
lie was sent to enquire about, in order to find whai ho says
he found:

" IThe shipbuilding interest excepted, it contrasts as does the giant
oak with the sapling juniper."
Thon I can imagine with what a majestic wave of the
hand ho uttered ere he penned this sentence-" But a trnce
to more words for the present; lot facts and figures engage
attention for a time." Now, then, we will look at the facts
and figures. We are now considering the county and city
of St. John and Portland that, ho tells us, ho investigated,
in order to be accurate, and it is the only place that was
thoroughly gone into. Now what does he find? le finds
in the facts and figures that ho wants to speak
for themselves, that the total number of persons
employed al over the city and county of St. John at
the various industries was 8,855 in 1878, and 8,862
in 1884. There were seven mon more employed in St.
John. His work was thorough. He went into the matter,
and there were absolutely seven men added to the 8,555
who were at work there in 1878. Who will say that the
Finance Minister is not a success ? Who will say ho bas
not carried out all bc agreed to ? I givo the Fnance Min-
ieter oredit, as ho claims, for what ho has dono. Let us give
him credit for adding seven men to the total number em-
ployed in the city and county of St. John in 1878. But

have a serions charge against him. He allowed the weekly
wages of these men to fall $1,769.16. We give him credit
for adding seven men to the eight thousand odd, but to
let their weekly wages fall $1,769, I think, is rather
too bad. "A trace to mere words, lot facts speak for them-
selves." Now, I desire to say this, because, I think, in
dealing with these matters we should be fair. He goes on
to explain this fact, that in 1877 the city of St. John was,
unfortunately, destroyed by fire. It was a calamity that,
I am happy to say, was not without one compensating
advantage, if I may use that expression. It is under
calamities great as that that we are led to feel that we
are one people. We are not drawn together as closely
as we desire to be, yet when the telegraph wires flashed
from one end of this Dominion to the other the fact
that one of our cities, though its inhabitants were unknown
to us personally, had suffered as St. John had suffered, meet-
ings were at once called, resolutions were passed, money
was poured in from the cities and towns of Ontario, to holp
our sister city repair the devastation caused by the fire. It
had that compensating advantage. By the enterprise
and energy of the men of St. John-and I say there
is energy and enterprise in the city of St. John; it
stands out prominently, as one must see, as I saw it
nyself this past summer for the first time-the enterprise
of these mon led them to go on and rebnild the city, and make
it as beautiful as I have no doubt it was before. But, ho says
there were, in rebuilding that city, some more laborers and
builders set to work than otherwise there would have been;
they have not all gone away since 1878, and that raised the
total number that were to be found in 1878 something above
what it would have been under other circumstances. But I
think yon will find, if you look through the figures, that
there was not so very many. We have no means of
ascertaining how many of them loft the city for other
tountries after the city was rebuilt, and how many
remained ; but I think, even if you take that into accoantthat
you will find, from what he says, that there would be over a
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thousand brought into the city through that cause. Now a
thought occurred to me bore with reference to the remarks
this gentleman makes as to the destruction of the city of St.
John, and I commend the Finance Minister's attention to it.
On the face of it, short-sighted people would say it was an
advantage to the city of St. John to be laid in ashes. Why,
you would ask ? Because it has given employment to extra
men in rebuilding the city. But ho would be a short-
sighted man who would say that the capital that had to ho
used in this rebuilding had not been lost through the fire,
and the people of St. Joh4 and the country that much
poorer. The output of this capital and the locking
of it up in real estate, capital that should have gone
into commerce, though it gave a temporary impetus to some
kind of business in 1877, nevertheless proved a loss to them
because the capital had been sunk and was not productive.
Has not the Finance Minister, by his policy, as effectually
sunk and destroyed millions of the capital of this country ? In
1882-83 ho sees extra menu at work, but were they not in
the position of mon employed at St. John who were building
up that which, if it had remained, and had not to ho rebuilt,
would have left greater wealth to the country. The very
fact that those men were employed during two or three years
in making machinery and erecting factories that are now
lying idle, gave the apparent prosperity that we had. The
result of it is, that thousands of mechanics have since been
out of work, and we are experiencing the depression that
is mentioned bore. Now, thon, having finished with
the city and county of St. John, I wish to look at what
ho says with reference to sorme other of the towns.
He bas told us that ho worked more thoroughly in St. John
than elsewhere. It was just af ter ho got through with the
city and county of St. John he, perhaps, received a hint
that it was not necessary to go into particulars with respect
to every place. He curtails his report. He says ho has
not time to go through every town ; and I suppose we must
accept that statement. So when ho goes to Prince Edward
Island ho credits it, in 1884 as compared with 1878, with an
increase of 255 hands and a yearly aggregate of products of
$44,102. And yet the fact remains that the yearly wages
per hand in Charlottetown, in 1884, was only $315, while in
1-78 it was $419, a decrease of $104. In Halifax and Dart
mouth the yearly wages per hand was, in 1884, $330, as
compared with $327, an increase of $3. At the London-
derry iron works he brings before us a very remarkable
state of things, which, perhaps, the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries will kindly explain to us. He gives us the fol-
lowing figures-they may be correct, I do not understand
thom if they are correct.

Mr. BOWELL. It is not surprising.
Mr. PATERSON I hear the Minister of Customs

say it is not surprising. We will see if hoecan explain
thom, and if they are consistent with his ideas. London-
erryd iron works are works I should like to see progress. I
was very much pleased indeed to see such large works in our
midst. I take the same ground that every hon. member on
this side takes: that no men in this country desire or are
more pleased than we are to see industries growing up and
thriving., if they are doing so in a legitimate manner. The
figures in regard to the Londonderry iron works are those:
In 1878, 500 hands; yearly wages, $171,600; capital in-
vested, $330,(20; yearly product, $440,10. 1884, 625
hands; $234,325 yearly wages; $1,460,000 capital; $550,200
products. What I want the Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries to explain is this: How it occurs that there is an in-
crease in capital equivalent to 442 per cent while the in-
crease in the number of hande and value of products eis only
25 per cent. Such a state of things means sinking capital
rapidly. I ask this House if the capital invested in 1878
was not more profitably employed than the capital in
1884. I ask if it is worth while to invest increased
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capital to the extent of 442 per cent. when the increase
in the number of employees and the value of the pro-
ducts is only 25 per cent., and if the country will not
rapidly grow poorer under such a condition of things. I
think hon. gentlemen opposite will agree with me in
regard to this matter. I will now contrast the statements
of the two commissioners in order to ascertain how the
Provinces are prospering relatively under the tariff.
1 find that Mr. Blackeby, the Ontario and Qaebec commis-
sioner, places the increased number of hands, in 1884, over
1878, at 100 per cent.; yearly wages, 107; product, 126;
capital invested, 85; while in the Lower Provinces tha in-
crease in the number of hands is put at only 46 per cent.;
yearly wages, 32 per cent.; produets, 62 per cent.; capital,
62 per cent. These are facts for the Finance Minister to
consider, facts furnished by bis own commissioners, ap-
pointed for the purpose of ascertaining facts, in order to
guide him in legislation. las there been any legislation
proposed to increase the number of hands in the same pro
portion in the Maritime Provinces as in Ontario and Quebec ?'
Why should the tariff be so arranged by that hon. gentle.
man-and as every blessing comes through the tariff, and
so every ill must be ascribed to it--that the increase in the
number of hands in Ontario and Quebec is 100 per cent.,
while it is only 46 in the Maritime Provinces; that the in.
crease of yearly wages in the two Province is 107 per cent
as against 32 per cent. in the Maritime Provinces ; that
the increase of product is 126 per cent. as against
42 per cent. ; while the capital increase is 85 per
cent. as against 82 per cent. These are matters to which
the hon. Finance Minister should direct his attention. He
appointed the commissioners for the purpose of ascertaining
how the National Policy was working, in order that legis-
lation might be introduced, and ho bas these facts before
him. He h s accepted them; I do not accept them. Not
only do I consider the information and statistics furnished
as worth nothing, bat I consider them as absolutely worse
than nothing, because I hold they are misleading in their
character; and if the Finance Minister were to pay any
attention to them and be guided by them, he would land the
country in still worse difficulties than those which at present
encompass it. Let us look at some of the figures given by
the Ontario commissioner. He gives us as the increase in
the agricultural implement business: Factories, 46 per
cent.; number of hands, 87 per cent.; yearly wages, 90 per
cent.; product, 106 per cent.; capital invested, 90 per cent.,
in 1884, as compared with 1878. I will not dispute the
accuracy of this statement, but I have chosen that table for
this reason: It is claimed by the Finance Minister that in
regard to boots and shoes, ready-made clothing and other
articles of that kind, the increased consumption is on account
of the increased number of operatives in other factories
who require those articles. I call attention to the
fact that operatives in factories do not buy reaping
and mowing machines and agricultural implements, yet
here is an inerease in agricultural implements as great
as in any other branch of industry. The hon. gentle-
men has never yet claimed that he has brought in
agriculturists through the operation of bis tariff; if he
did so it would be stupid, for he bas been unable to benefit the
agriculturists in the slightestdegree. Yet, as I have pointedi
out, there has been as great a degree of progress in the1
agricultural implement manufacture as in any other
industry, which shows that the claim that there is this extra1
consumption of manufactured goods, from the fact that'
articles manufactured in certain branches are purchased by1
operatives engaged in other lines of manufacture. We corne
now to a branch of manufacturing of which I know a little,
about myself, which fact will enable me to furnish the hon.,
gentleman with some ideas. The hon. member for Southi
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) has already shown, from,
information obtained directly from different towns, that I

the accounts here given of their business are wholly
misleading. A certainfewfactorieswere visited. Isuppose
the commissioner went in and asked what number of hands
is now employed, what wages are paid, what is the value of
the product, what is the capital employed, and how do these
compare with 1878. As the statement was given, so it was
put down. But the member for South Huron pointed out
that while 15 factories were visited in Chathani there are
50 there. Thus, an erroneous idea was given respecting the
industry. So it is in respect te other towns and cities.
Yet in these statisties, furnished by the hon. gentleman's
commissioners, endorsed by the Finance Minister, we are act-
ually forty-four millions better off undor bis National Policy
than we were before. Take confectionery and biscuit manu-
facturers-which I know something about-and J find that
they have increased 12 per cent. in the number of factories,
55 per cent. in the number of hands, 58 per cent. in the
amount of wages, 56 per cent. in the value of product, and
54 per cent. in capital invested. The increased factories
he-gives ai 2. In looking over the manuscript I saw the
names of these two, and one of the two be mentioned is,
according to information I had, to be sold under the sheriff's
hammer to the highest bidder, the proprietor making an
offer of 25 per cent. on the dollar. The other is not-a large
one, and then he says:

" In 1877 two or three firm, which were largely engaged in this busi-
ness, succumbed to the pressure of the hard times then prevailing, and
as no one, at that time, felt inclined to invest money in manufacturing
pursuits, the trade of these firms became divided amongst those that
remained.'

I think he is wrong in that-I think this took place in the
year 18719, after the National Policy came into oporation-
though I speak subject to correction. Now thon I come te
a test which the Finance Minister must accopt, which
tho hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) must accept,
becauso they have used it in this House as a test to prove
the positions they have taken in previous years, that the
industries of the country have thriven, and therefore J say
they cannot fairly take exception to it. They have been
in the habit of proving, from the increased imports of raw
material, that there has been an increase, as they claimed,
in the manufactured goods in the country. Lot us look at
some of the lines. One of the linos which they have been
found comparing is hides and polts. Of bides and pelts im-
ported in 1884, $1,431,848 worth, and in 1878, $1,207,300,
or an increase in the importation of hides and pelts, in 1884,
over 1878, of only $224,548. I want you to remember the
figures, and yet the statistics furnished by this commissioner
te the Finance Minister, and which he bas himself endorsed,
show that there bas been $3,835,000 worth more of boots
and shoes alone made in 1884 than in 1878, though we only
imported $224,000 worth of bides more. But that does not
represent it at ail, because they did not visit ail the factories,
and you must add, the Finance Minister said, 50 per cent.,
and therefore yon bave of that article of leather alone over
85,000,000 worth of goods made out of $224,000 of raw
material.

Mr. SPROULE. The supply is found at home.

Mr. PATE RSON. My hon. friend from East Grey
says that the supply ls found at home. Well, I think
that we have exported of live cattle-and I believe live
cattle bave their hides on-a greater number of late years
than before. We corne now te woollen factories, and as the
Finance Minister told us of that fairness which ho said was
part of bis nature, that desire to be so accurate, I am bound
to suppose that he entirely overlooked the importation of
wool this year, that ho did net designedly do it, but that ho
just accidentally missed it. In previous years he did not
overlook it. I remember him talking about the imports of
wool and pointing te them as a proof positive, as something
that could not be denied; that there must be a greatly
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increased manufacture of woollen goods from that fact. He
cannot recede from that position. What do these statisties
give us, with reference to woollen factories ? There was an
increase of 54 per cent. in the factories, of 91 per cent. in
the number of hands, of 94 per cent. in the yearly wages,
of 104 per cent. in the value of the product. There was
an increase of 19 factories, of 1,623 hands, or $404,050
extra wages, and of i2,108,900 in the incroased
value of the product. As I said before, you must add 50
per cent., as they only visited two-thirds of the factories,
and thus the statistics presented to the Finance Minister and
endorsed by him state that over $3,000,000 worth of extra
product came out of the woollen mills of Canada in 1884
than came out of them in 1878. It seems to me that it
must have required the importation of a good deal more
wool in order to have accomplished that. What were the
imports of wool relatively ? In 1878 we imported 6,230,034
pounds; in 1884, 6,189,096 ; in other words we imported
absolutely less in 1884 by 40,998 pounds than we did in
1878, and yet we produced $3,000,000 worth more goods with
40,998 pounds less wool. Now that is certainly enough to
convince anyone as to the value, as to the accuracy, of the
figures we have here. Npw I hear my hon. friend from
iast Grey (Mr. Sproule) trying to find out from his neigh-
bor some solution of this problem, and ho wants to know if'
there is not a duty on wool. Evidently the same idea is
running through his head with regard to sheep as he
gave utterance to with regard to cattle. I know ho
will find that the home-grown wool exports in 1878 were
greater than in 1881 by $397,259, but even that amount
would be very well invested if the woollen factories
had taken it and turned out $3,000,000 worth
more product, especially as all these mills are said to
be selling their goods from 10 t. 20 por cent. lower than uin
1878, but it ts a fact that in 1878 the average export price
of wool, according to the Trade and Navigation returns,
was 29 cents per pound, while the average export price in
1884 is only 20 cents per pound. I tell the hon. gentleman
what he will not deny, that under the fact that wool bas
averaged lower under this Administration than it did before,
mon have gone out of the business of raising sheep and
growing wool, because it would not pay. But that is not
all, because we have another table bore with reference to
knitting factories, and I think knitting factories use wool,
if I am not mistaken-not wholly, but largely. Lot us see
what they have done. They are credited with an extra pro-
duct of $1,174,000 worth, and adding 50 per cent. to that,
and we have a product of wooilen and knitted goods of
nearly $5,000,000 extra, with a less importation of wool.

Mr. SPROULE. They got supplied at home.
Mr. PATERSON. I think I answered that by allud-

ing to the export, and if the hon. gentleman will find
from the census or any other means that there are more
sheep produced, I think it would be well if ho would ascer-
tain that point. The Finance Minister himself bas paid no
attention to the report of the commissioners, further than
to use it for a purpose, which I hold is wrong, because it
is misleading. He has not used it for the purpose of mould-
ing his legislation; why ? Because, as near as I can re-
member, after looking through the manuscripts, his com-
missioner from the Maritime Provinces pointed out that
what the manufacturers in the Lower Provinces want, in
order to enable them to do a more successful business and
to compote, is that the Government shall take off the duty
on flour; and the Finance Minister has not proposed to
do that and he is thus disregarding the information given
to him and which he sent the commissioners to get in order
te enable him to act. There are other interests that might
be taken. ln 1881 there was an industry in the country
called flour and grist milling. I remember that the mills
numbered about 2,000, employed over 6,000 lands, had

Mr. PAmoN (Brant).

over $13,000,000 of capital invested, and showed a product
of over $40,000,000 a year-the largest industry, I believe
-regarding the capital invested and the value of .the pro-
duct-in this country, next to the saw mills; and yet the
commissioner who went through the Province of Quebec,
apparently by his report, never saw a grist mill, never saw
a flour mill, did not know that there was any such thing,
and therefore we are bound, according to his report, to
assume that there can be no desire or necessity to look after
them. The only representation the Finance Minister has
with reference to the article of four, from his own commis-
sioners, sent to make enquiries in order to enable him to
bring about legislation, is that certain manufacturers desire
that the duty may be taken off four in order that their busi-
ness may succeed. Has he given his attention to that repre-
sentation ? Now I come to the charge made against the
Mackenzie Administration, that manufactures were lan-
guishing u'nder their policy, and were in danger of being
wiped out. Lot us apply this test of the importation of raw
material to these enterprises, and see what is the result.
Take the article of cotton. These gentlemen gave a very
graphie account of the increased production of cotton. One
would think that it was owing to their tariff that we have
cotton mills in the country at all. We are not indebted to
the present Administration for having cotton mills in this
country; we are not indebted to thom for that at all; but
we are indebted to thom for this: that we have cotton mills
in this country, in which millions of dollars of capital
have been invested, to-day lying idie. I will prove it
conclusively. If the cotton mills in this country had been
languishing and dying under the Mackenzie Administration,
the importations of the raw cotton would have been grow-
ing les year by year ; but what are the facts ? In
1874 we imported 3,514,287 pounds of raw cotton; in 1875,
3,778,109 pounds; in 1876, 5,527,428 pounds; in 1877,
5,578,222, and in 1878, 7,243,413 pounds. Every year of the
Mackenzie Administration was increasing the importations
of raw cotton, proving that we had cotton mills in the coun-
try, and that these cotton mills were doing well and increas-
ing their output year by year. The difference between the
importations in 1878 and 1874 was 3,729,126 pounds, or 106
per cent.; and yet these hon. gentlemen talk as if we were
indebted to them for the cotton mills we have in the coubtry.
I repeat that cotton mills in this country were brought into
existence under the Mackenzie Administration; that they
were thriving, which the Finance Minister cannot deny, and
that the cotton mills are indebted to the present Administra-
tion, not for bringing them into existence, but for bringing
more mills and more machinery into the country than
the country required, causing millions of dollars of capital
to be idle, and which may lead to a combination, so
that the consumer will have to pay more for his cotton
than ho would pay in the open market, in order that these
men may get some return for the money they have invested.
The Finance Minister, touching on this question, said: No
man who believes in the National Policy but would like to
see these men get a fair return. I can tell him that there is
no man who does not believe in the National Pohoy but de-
sires every man to get a fair return in a fair way; but the
Finance Minister knows that these cotton mon are not
getting a fair return on the money invested to-day in mills
which are lying idle. Now, lot us apply the same test to
the importations of woollen materials. To hear these
goentlemen talk, you would think we lad no woollen mills
in the country prior to their advent. What are the facts
as to the importa of wool ? In 1874 we imported 3,756,558
pounds of wool ; in 1875, 7,947,879 pounds ; in 1876,
8,621,296 pounds; in 1877, 4,608,825 pounds, and in 1878,
6,230,084 pounds, an increase in the imports of wool in
1878 over 1874 of 2,473,496 pounds, or 66 per cent. Does
that not prove that woollen mills were in existence and
were thriving under the Mackenzie Administration long
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before these gentlemen came into office at ail? What the
are the woollen mills indebted to hon. gentlemen for ? No
for their being brought into existence, not that they wer
a new industry established in this country; but tbe,
are indebted to them for this, and this3 alono, tha
they have multiplied mills that there was no room for i
this country, and have caused millions of capital to be sunI
in enterprises that do not pay. They are not indeLted t
them for establishing the woollen industry in this country
but for bringing misfortune to that industry and to the moi
who put their capital into it. Now, with regard to th
subject of cheapening goods to the consumer, I wish th
hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) was here, becaus
he was unable to understand why the leader of the Opposi
tion added 50 per cent. to the Customs and Excise dutie,
which he said did not go into the Treasury in fixing th
burdens on the people. The hon, gentleman made the state
ment that sugar was as cheap under the present tariff as i
would be under the Cartwright tariff. He made the broac
statement about cottons and woollens and sugar, that they
could be bought as cheaply now under the National Policy
as they could be bought under the Mackenzie tariff. And now
I want to go into that sugar question ; and if any hon
gentleman here, if you, yourself, Mr. Speaker, should desir
to follow me in it, I think you will agree that it is not as
difficult a question to understand, and to arrive at a definite
conclusion upon, as some of the hon. gentlemen opposite
would have us believe. I think I can make
the matter sufficiently plain and can give figures
that any hon. gentleman can work out for hinself
and ascertain the accuracy of the statements of the Finarnce
Minister, that under this tariff of his the people are getting
it as cheaply as under the Mackenzie tariff. Hon. gentlemen
opposite have a favorite way on the public platform, though
they do not adopt it in this House, of putting the question
in such a shape before their audience as to lead them to
imagine that the imposition of the duty had actually
lessened, instead of increasing, the price; and, as a proof of
this, they say: Look at your sugar Of to-day; it is cheaper
than before the tariff was imposed-scekiug, in fact, to make
the people believe that sugar has actually been cheapened
in value by the imposition of extra taxation, I will say this,
and I may be pardoned if I illustrate it by a statement
which I made a short time ago, when addressing an audience
at Belleville, and which has since been taken up by the press
and commented on. I was alluding to the fact that Govern,
ment supporters put the case in such a way as to endeavor
to lead the people to believe that by the increase
of duty the price of sugar had been lessened, and
I told them what had occurred at a meeting which I
had addressed at a place not far from Kingston, a night or
two previous, when I had also occasion to touch upon this
sugar question. A friend of ours, who occupies a seat in
another place, had been there the night before, and I was
told he had used,with some force, this sugar statement. There
happened to be a large sugar dealer from Kingston present,
whom I knew very well and with whom I had been dis-
cussing the subject of.sugar and other material as we drove
to the meeting. I had pointed out to him that good bright
yellow [sugar, about No. 13 Dutch standard, a sample of
which I had in my hands a few days before, had been bought
at the rate of 9s. 3d. sterling per 112 Ibs. in England, or as
near as might be, 2 cents per lb. He said: I have sugar, about
1o. 9 Dutch standard, that I bought for 8s. 3d. sterling per
112 Ibs. I then suggested we should make a calculation of
the cost. We sat down and made a calculation ; we added
the freight, and all charges incurred before the sugar could
b. peted i bonded warehouse, and the result was, that we
found the sugar cost him, laid down u his bonded ware-
house, about $2.15 per 100 lbs. You can soel that, I said,
for 2j cents per lb. and do well. He answered : Yes, I
wih I could soeil all the sugar I eau shovel out at

n that profit for a year, and then I would soon retire.
it At the meeting, in the course of my speech, and after refer-
e ring to the way in which this sugar question had been
y placed before the people the previous night by a Conserva-
t tive speaker, I askei the audience, At what price can you
n get your sugar to-day ? A gentleman in the audience-
k whom, I presume, was a friend of the Government, because
o- as he replied there was a ring of triumph in his tone-said,
y, I can get 20 lbs. good yollow sugar te-:Iay for $1. Yes, I
n answered, sugar is very chcap ; 1 believe you eau, but ail I
e have to tell you is this, that here, on this platform, is a
e gentleman, well known in Kingston, with whom many of
e you have traded, and he is prepared to-morrow, if yon will
- go to Kingston, to give you 40 lbs. of brown sugar for
s $1, provided you will pay the duty. Is that correct?
e I asked the merchant. I[o answered : You can have
- all you want at that rate. Somoeof you, I said to
t the audience, have been indoctrinated by some of your
d Conservativo frionds with the belief that it is not the
y man who buys tho article who pays the duty, but
F the man who sells it. If you have faith in that, and if
v it be true, you will tind that yon can get 40 Ibs. for $1,
. but I fancy before you can get it out of the bonded ware-
e bouse Her Majesty's officers will tiemand from you a very
s large sum per lb. Now you can see how the case stands.

That statement was published in a Belleville paper. The
.Mail, a day or two later, said this -

Mr. BOWELL. I would ask the bon. gentleman if he
accepte the report of his speech in the Reform paper at
Belleville as corrcet ?

Y Mr. PAT E RSON. Well, I will say this to the hon.
gentleman, which he will undcrstand, that substantially, as
a condensed report-

Mr. BOWELL. Figuratively spoaking, I would say-
Mr. PATERSON. It cannot necessarily report all the

explanations I gave.
Mr. BOWELL. I accopt that.

Mr. PATERSON. Tho Mail newspaper, and I allude
to this, because sometimes our friends wonder. how it is
that their Conservative friends in the country cannot
really see things in the same light as wo do. Yet, when
you remember the fact that the great bulk of them take but
the one newspaper, and that a newspaper of their own
political st'ripe, and that it gives to them, not only its own
version of the affair, but actually at Limes misrepresents
what is said on the other side of tne question, their blind-
ness is not to be wondered at. Now, the .Mail newspaper
said this :

'" ir. Paterson told a Be1leville audience the other day that ifit-were
not for the high tariff he could import granulated sugar from Great
Britain, and oeil it here at 2j cents per pound."

*I have told you, Sir, what I did say, and here is the Mail
newspaper deliberately misrepresenting what I did say.
Thon the writer go.es on to argue on that statement, which
I never made, and which is wholly and absolutely false.
The fact I mentioned is teobe found in the Belleville paper,
and the Minister of Customs can see whether I was not
speaking of yellow sugar or not.

Mr. BOWELL. I read the speech carefully.

Mr. PATERSON. Is it not yellow sugar I mentioned ?

Mr. BOWELL. I will tell you some other time.

Mr. PATERSON. If yon have read the speech care-
fully you must know, and I ask and demand of you to state
whether I am net correct in saying that it was yellow sugar
of whieh I spoke?

Mr. BOWELL. I am not in your confessional just now.

1986. 421



COMMONS DEBATES. MARnc U

Mr. PATERSON. After making this false statement
the writer goes on to base an argument upon it. The very
statement to any business man carries with it an evidence
that the writer must have known botter, because, if we
import granulated sugar, we do not import it from Great
Britain but from the United States. He goes on to say that
the lowest price in Glasgow was 3½ cents a pound. We
have thon the confession of the editor of theMail, that sugar
which was 61 cents here was 3 cents in England. It is al-
most worth while to have an untruth put about you in a paper
in order to get out that much. Then the article goes on to
show how wrong I was, after quoting this statement which,
as I have said, was wholly without foundation. Now, Sir,
there is a Conservative paper published in Belleville, called
the Intelligencer, which was owned for years by the hon.
Minister of Customs, and it is supposed that ho still bas
a sleeping interest in it.

Mr. BOWELL. Do not make insinuations.
Mr. PATERSON. No; I will not say that; but ho knows

the editor of the paper, and would not desire, I am sure, to
have that paper do anything but what was right and proper.

Mr. BOWELL. Hear, hear.
Mr. PATE RSON. The editor of that paper was in the

meeting. He heard my speech. Ho says, in his article, that
ho was there and heard part of my speech. If I remember
correctly, he remained in until I reached ihat portion of my
speech where I was laying down what the essential principles
of Toryism were: that if you find thirteen Ministers
striving to get from Parliament the power which the people
placed in their hands and te contre it in themselves-that is
1oryiam. Could the king take froi Parizament, from com-
moner as well as from noble, the power and centre it in
himself, you would have Toryism in its essenco. I had
spoken so far-

Mr. BOWELL. And ho left thon?

Mr. PATERSON. Yes; thon le went ont.

Mr. BOWELL. I think it was time.

Mr. PATERSON. I am not sure whether it was aftor or
before I spoke in reference to the sugar that be left. At
any rate, ho was in the meeting, and ho saw the Belleville
Ontarno in his office, and saw wihat I said. The next day
in an editorial ho stated that Mr. Paterson had addressed
some sixty or seventy young mon of the Liberaj club in
Belleville, and added: "We may have occasion to refer to
some of his remarks in a day or two, perhaps." He let
some four days pass, and never alluded to any of my argu-
ments or attempted anything of the kind; and when the
Mail newspaper publishod its article, that editor, who was
in the meeting, who heard what I said, who knew that what
was in the Mail article was untrue, positively untrue, would
not write it down himself in his own paper, but copied
bodily the lie from the Mail and gave it to his readers for
their benefit. That is the way in which the thing was done,
and after copying the Mail article, knowing it was not
true, ho said, editorially:

" We had the pleasure of listening to a portion of the address delivered
by Mr. Paterson on the occasion referred to. Mr. Paterson enjoys-and
we believe deservedly-the reputation of being one of the fairest men of
his party, but whether, from inadvertence, or in order to win the
applause of his hearers, he tried to leave the impression that were his
party in power such sugar as he made reference to-

He will not write granulated sugar. He was bold enough
to publish the Mail article, which said granulated, but he
would not say it himself-

" would be sold in Canada fer 2j cents per pound. Had he desired to
tell the truth he would have stated the price at which the article could
have been sold under the old tarif. As he did not try to make any
such comparison we can come to no other conclusion than that etated
above."

Mr, PATEUSON (Brant).

I was talking on one point, and showing what the price of
yellow sugar would ho were there no duty on it, and it was
no part of my duty to do in that connection what he asks.
But I have alluded to this in order that in Parliament the
Minister of Customs, or anvone else, may controvort the
statement I made to the audience. I do not attempt to
deceive an audience when there is no one to answer me any
more than I do bere, and I am claiming nothing for myself
fhat I would not give credit for to other members of the
House. I have repeated the statement here; lot them
answer it if they can. Now, I will consider what granulated
sugar, which I was not speaking of, could be laid down for
bore now under the Cartwright tariff, and will see
if the Finance Minister stated correctly that it had been
as cheap under his tax as under the Cartwright tariff. It is
not such a difficult matter for people to understand. You
can figure it out yourselves; you need not take the word I
say, or the word that anybody else does. The New York
Iferald, of 27th February, gives the price of granulated sugar
in New York at 6* cents; the Alonetary Times, of 27th Feb-
ruary, gives the cost here at 6g cents; the Journal of Com-
merce, of 27th February, gives it as 6g cents; the Montreal
Gazette, of 5th March, gives it as 6j cents to 6 cents. I have
given you authorities there as to the Canadian price that
hon. gentlemen cannot question? The New York Herald
quotations for New York will not be questioned, and there
is a half cent per pound that the Canadian consumer has te
pay more for his granulated sugar than the American con-
sumer does; and the fact, I think, is known to the Minister
of Customs, that the New York refiner has to pay about ý
cent more per pound duty for his raw material than the
Canadian refiner. Add that to the i cent less that ho
sells his sugar at, and you find a difference of 1 cent a
pound between the price in New York and the price in
Canada. Under the Cartwright tariff, if we were buying at
6î, 32.82, less 1 per cent. of a drawback, would be al-
lowed to the Canadian consumer, or a net drawback of
$2.79. The net price to the consumer would, therefore, be
$3.34 per 100 lbs. for sugar from New York. To that would
have to be added, under the Cartwright tariff, a duty
of 1 cent a pound and 25 per cent. ad valorem, amount-
ing to $1.83*. The question of freight is left out of
consideration, because the freight on sugar to nearly all
points in Canada from New York is about the same as from
Montreal. Thus granulated sugar from New York under
the Cartwright tariff could now be laid down for $5.17J
w ithout freight, while the Montreal sugar without freight
was $6.62, less 2j per cent. cash discount, which I take
off in order to give them the benefit of all, and
that leaves their price without freight $6.45J per
100 pounds. Thus, the price of granulated sugar
under the Cartwright tariff, by the quotations of last week
would ho $1.28 per 100 pounds less than it is under
the tariff of the hon. gentleman opposite. I have desired to
give these figures. They challenge investigation. This is
not a more statement, such as the Finance Minister has
made, staking his reputation upon the fact that sugar could
be bought as cheap now as thon. These are the data upon
which this can ho worked out, and no other conclusion cau
be arrived at than that you are paying $1.28 per 100
pounds, or l¼cents a pound more for granulated sugar than
you would do if the Cartwright tariff were in force and the
same prices prevailed. Let as see what that figures up to.
We had more than a 170,000,000 pounds in all imported
last year. About one-3ighth is wast.ed in turning that into
granulated sugar, and we have to take granulated sugar,
because that is a standard sugar, and all the others
are nondescript sugars. The 170,000,000, allowing for the
waste, would make about 150,000,000 pounds of sugar; 150,-
00,000 pounds at 31.28 cents per 100 pounds would be just

$ 1,920,000, the extra price for a year's consumption, if it
were ail grauulated sugar; and that one fact bears out the
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statement of the leader of the Opposition, that it is not the
taxes only that go into fier Majesty's coffers, by way of
customs, that the customer pays, but that ho pays a large
amount indirectly that does not go into the Treasury, and is
a loss to the consumer. Now, then, some people will say:
then there is so much extra money that has gone into the
Treasury. Not at all. On that same quantity of sugar,
under the Cartwright tariff, you would have got a revenue
of $2,752,500 for it, but under the present tariff we only get
a revenue of $2,581,549. You absolutely get 8171,351 less
duty, though you pay nearly $2,000,000 extra for your
sugar. There are several tests you can apply to this, in
order to prove its correctness. You may take the extra duty
that the New York refiner pays and you can lake the
lower price at which it is quoted, and you find that it
amounts to 1 cent a pound. Now, I just wish to call atten-
tion to omeother point. I have pointed out that the Finance
Minister has totally misapprehended and misunderstood
the causes of the prosperity that this country enjoyed
during the first two or three years of this Administration.
It is my duty, having stated that ho bas misapprehended and
misunderstood it, to give you what I think to be the secret
of the prosperity that was enjoyed by this country during
the past two or three years, except this year, of course, the
depression of which we have now entered upon ; and in
doing that, I ask the attention of the House for a moment.
There are certain things that I hold no man would care to
risk his reputation by seriously affirming, and one of
thom is that the National Policy in any way helped
the fishing interests. I say no man who cares for bis repu-
tation would dare to affirm that the National Policy had
benefited the fishermen, had enabled the fLhermen to make
larger catches, or had enabled thom to get larger prices in
the United States. I hold no reasonable man would risk
his reputation on the statement that the National Policy
raised the price of lumber in the United States market or the
English market. I do not think that any man who cares for
hisreputationwould care seriouslytoaffirm that the National
Policy gave us Heaven's rain or Heaven's sun, and the
bountiful harvest that we have had. I do not believe any
man who would care for his reputation would seriously
sffirm that our tariff, cnacted in the Canadian Parliament,
raised the price of wheat in Liverpool. I do not believe any
man who cares for his reputation would affirm that
the National Policy had enabled us to raise more
cattlie, had enabled us to produce more butter and cheese,
or had raised the price of our cattle or the price of our but-
ter and cheese in the English markets. I say there are
four great interests that no man would cure to risk his
reputation by seriously affirming that the National Policy in
the slightest degree could help. Sir, I want to speak for a
moment or two with reference to these four industries. In
doing so I take the period of five years as challenged by
the Finance Minister; I take the five years that the Mac-
kenzie Administration were in power, and leaving out the
year 1878-79 as a neutral year, and taking the five years
from that period until now, what do we find ? I find that
our total exports during the five years from 1874, to 1878,
wore 8342,8,4,506; and the total exports during the last five
years that the hon, gentlemen opposite have been in power
have been $402,478,067. During the latter five years Canada
exported $59,593,561 worth more goods than she did in the
five years of the Mackenzie Administration. There were
$60,000,000, in round numbera, extra brought into the
country and circulated in the country during the latter
period of five years. Any hon, gentleman can see what a vast
benefit this would be. Now, to what extent is the National
Policy to be credited for this extra export of $60,000,000
worth ? We have all agreed, I think, that with reference to
the fisheries, and the forosts, and agricultural products, and
animals and their produce, the National Policy can claim
no credit, and yet in these four lines there was an extra

export of $65,009,711 during the five years these hon.
gentlemen have been in power, over and above that of the five
years of the Mackenzie Administration. Thore is thesecret
of the prosperity and the success that Canada had in the
years 1881-8-83, and it can be easily seen, by any man
who examines for himself, that this period gave as increased
export in goods that the National Policy was powerless in
the slightest degree to affect. But, while we had $65,000,000
extra wealth brought into the country as a result of
increased exports of those linos over which their National
Policy could have no beneficial influence, there are two linos
of exports that the National Policy can operate upon, and that
is the mine and manufactured goods. We had legislation
in order to promote the mining, and in order t> promote
the manufacturing industry, and our friends, the Government
now content themselves with claiming power alone to bene
fit these two industries. and these they claim they have
benofited. Well now, there is this strange fact in reference to
the two industries that they can benefit by legislation, as
they said. The industries that they could not help brought
in $65,000,000 extra wealth during the past five years, and
in reforence to the two industries they could help, we abso-
lutely exported $6,262,056 less of them than we did before
during the five years of the Mackenzie Administration. Of
the two linos that their policy can increase, we have had
86,000,000 less come into the country, as the result of their
export, than we had in the five years of the Mackenzie
Administration. In these four other great linos which their
policy could not affect, we have benefitted by 865,000,000
worth, which Providence gave to the country, and which
these goutlemrîen could not give. The industries that these
gentleinen cari operate uoon gave us $6,u00,000 less in
decreased exports of the mine and manufactures. I wonder
how much the mines have been developed under this policy,
judged by the increased output of coal. The fact has been
ignored that, from 1874 to 1878, wood was largely used as
fuel, whereas coal is now consumed, and the increased
output and incrensed egnsumption of coal are the result.
The railways in those years were largely using wood, while
they are now using coal alinost wholly. But it will take a
large increase of the output and consumption of coal to
make up for a decrease of 83,170,000 in the exports dur:ng
the fivo years as compared with the exporis during the
administration of the late Government. I have pointed ont
what I consider the causes of the prosperity which the
country bas enjoyed and the sources from which it came,
and I have shown, I think conclusively, that it is not to any
legislation that Uas been initiated or carried out that we are
indebtei for it. I come now to speak of the condition of
the country, a subject on which the bon. member for Card.
well (Mir. White) toucbed. I wish ho were prosent; but it is
not my fault that ho is not present.

An hon. MEMBEIR. You have scared him away.

Mr. PATE RSON. An hon. member says I have scared
him away; ho is not so easily frightened. I suppose
that that hon. gentleman, who is able to extinguish the
leader of the Opposition and defeat him in single combat,
and rout the whole Opposition, so that'it is impossible for it
to get up even a combined answer to bis unanswerable
arguments, would not be frightened by one humble member
of the Opposition. But I think an hon. member who makes
such a charge on the Opposition, should, if it is all
convenient, be in bis place to get his answer in regard
to it. He admitted that the situation in the North-West was
not as prosperous as he would desire. ie stated there were
causes operating, and he boldly charged upon the Opposition
that one of the great factors which brought about the
destruction of their hopes of a greatly increased population
in the North-West was that the Opposition had decried
the country and endeavored to stop emigrants from going
into that country. That was bis statement, I believe. f
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wanted him in his place, so that I might hurl back to him
the statement. I deny it. The hon. gentleman having
made the statement should have given some proof as to iti
truth. The charge is too serions for an hon. gentlemar
to make, in regard to any body of men, even if they
are in the Opposition in the Commons, without being

repared to substantiate it. No proof was attempted. WE
ave heard at other times allusions to remarks made by

the hon. member for East York (Mr. Macknzie), to remarkE
made by the leader of the Opposition, who, in speaking on
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, when the Government camE
forward with their airy schemes and statements, that bor
on their face evidence of the actions of men who were build
ing castles in the air instead of doing business ina business
like way and making prudent calculations, told them they
must not overlook certain difficulties that were connected
with the opening up and development of that country; re
minded them that emigrants from the old country were not
forced to go. to our North-West, there being other lands to
receive them; pointed out to them that some of the Ameri-
can States were stili offering free homesteads and free lands
to settlers, as we are doing in the North-West ; told them
they must not calculate upon getting all the immigration
that was coming to this continent, and not to ignore the fact
that they had formidable competitors for the incoming im-
migration in many of the States of the Union. That we
have heard hon. minmbers on this side of the House say.
More than that we have not heard them say. It was a wise
and a prudent statement for them to make, and it would
have been wise and prudent if the Government had recog-
nised that fact and pursued a course in harmony with it,
whereby they would have donc more for the benfitL of the
country. They have failed in their Norh-West policy as
they have failed in their National Policy, and they are not
manly enough to acknowledge it, but seek to cover their
own shame in the matter, speaking in a parliamentary
Bense -.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Speaking figuratively.

Mr. PATERSON. Yes, speaking figuratively; but it
is not a nice figure for the people. ion. gentlemen
opposite have been endeavoring to throw the blame on the
Opposition for what they themsolves have done. Do hon.
gentlemen not see that when they make that misstatement-
and outside of the House it would be put in the form of
falsehood-when they bring that charge against the
Opposition they are not writing dishonor oni our brows but
upon their own brows. And why? Because it does not
take five years for the people to understand if statements
are lies, and had their statements been true and those ofthe
Opposition false, we would have been discredited by the
country. We hold that the North-West is a good country,
but we recognise the fact that there are other lands and
other countries as well as this. I am glad to say,
notwithstanding what bas been stated by the hon.
member for Cardwell, that thore is beginning to dawn
upon the organs of the party the fact that it
will no longer do to deny that the statements made by the
Opposition in regard to this matter were true. And it
would have been a good thing for the country if those
statements were given heed to. The Toronto Mail, the
chief organ of the Government, in its issue of February
27, 1885, just a few days ago, contained an article on this
subject; and I ask hon. gentlemen opposite, I ask the hon.
member for Cardwell, to point to utterances made by hon.
members on this side of the Hlouse, containing as strong
language, language that might be construed to be so adverse
to that country as that language which is printed deliberately
in the chief organ of hon. gentlemen opposite. What does
that article say. It points out the fact that the sales of
land in the North-West during the last year have been
rather discouraging. He goes on to say that we have

Mr. PATEMRsN (Brant).

some comfort in the fact that, though the sales have
g dropped off, there bas been a fhlling off in Dakota and
s Minnesota as well. Then he adds:
n " Thus the decrease in settlement in these American territories was
F 39-56 per cent., and in the Canadian North-West 39-92 per cent. on-
r sidering the start Minnesota and Dakota have had in the race, and the
Shelp they have received from the Opposition in the Dominion Parlia-

ment and from the anti-immigration patriots in Manitoba, the wonder is
Ynot that our North-West should have suffered as much as they, but that

s it did not sufrer more. The effects of the boom-the headache after the
r debauch-must also be taken into account as a factor operating tem-

norarily against Manitoba. Then again, while the frost of September
e 7, 1883, did some damage throughout the American North-West, lu
a Manitoba it wrought wholesale destruction."

We all remember well how hon. gentlemen opposite de-
nounced us on this side because there had been an allusion,
a neccssary allusion, to the fact that some of the wheat had
been touched with the frost in Manitoba. But here is the

- leading organ of hon. gentlemen opposite speaking of wheat
being touched with frost in Dakota and Minnesota, while
in Manitoba wholesale distruction took place-

" And the panie that followed the cry that early frosts would always
menace wheat, inflicted grave injury upon the country, which nothing

1 but a series of good harveste can repair. These, in our opinion, are the
true causes of the depression in the North-West. The Government
probably did commit mistakes - few men are infallible ; but the
marvellous energy they have displayed in developing that region, sud
the care they have taken in securing for the settler fair rates and free
compctition for bis produce, stand out infinitely beyond the sum of their
short comings."

Then ho uses this language with reference tocolonization
companies whieh the Government chartered :

" The Globe says, however, that the Ottawa people encouraged
speculation, and instances the formation of hundrede of bubble coloniza-
tion companies under Ihe Dominion Land Act. No doubt, the coloniza-
tion companies have sufferei. Many of them deserve to suffer. Their
Dr jectors attempted to make money without workng for it-an offence
against the economies which is within a measureable distance of steal-

ing. But the Government is in no way reponsible for the collapse in
that quarter."

We have here an article stating that many of the promoters
of these colonization companies, which were chartered by
the Dominion Government by the score, were within a
measurable distance of stealing, or in other words, that they
were within a measurable distance ef being thieves. The
article concludes:

"It is only fair to add, however, that in all probability the Govern-
ment now in power has taken to sanguine a view of North-West de-
velopment. It has been the habit, lu making up calculations of future
progress, to ignore the fact that -Minnesota and Dakota offer to the
p orer class of settlers advantages fally equal to those held out by
Manitoba; while the western, south-western and southern States pre-
sent to the welI-te--de immnigrant wbo eau aiford to choese biis clia-«e,
an influite aud incomparable varietyo f attractions. Nothing but a
loyai and united effort on the part of the Canadian people could, under
such circumstances, prevail against the array of American influences in
the emigration fields of Europe ; and while the Opposition continues in
its present frame of mind we may expect to be distanced."

Rank heresy. Listen, Mr. Speaker:
"While the western, south-western and southern States present to

the well-to-do immigrant, who eau afford to choose hie climate, an infi-
nite and incomparable variety of attractions."

That is the language of the Toronto Mail, and I challenge
hon. gentlemen to find any statement as strong as that ever
uttered by hon. gentlemen on this side of the House. Now
we have the chief organ of the Government admitting that
these facts which were pointed out by leading men on the
Opposition side, if they had been heeded at the time, it
would have tended to secure the better development of the
North-West, and that the Government mado a great mistake
in ignoring the facts so pointed out to them. Yet the hon.
member for Cardwell (Mr. White) has the assurance to rise
up in his place and denounce the Opposition as unpatriotic
because their leaders gave the warning which, according to
the Mail, was requisite, and for not heeding it the Govern-
ment were recreant to their duty and have brought about
the sad results that have followed. Now about the future
of the country. I am not one of those who think that the
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country muet necessarily perish and be ruined because the
present Administration are in power. I think they can do it a
great deal of injury, and I think they have done it a great
deal of injury. But we have a good deal of recuperative
power, and I think perhapo the country will be enabled,
after it bas shaken off hon. gentlemen, in a constitutional
way, to recover itself under the management of gentlemen
who conducted the affairs of the country once before,
during a severe financial crisis, and brought it through with
a low rate of taxation, by economising expenditure and
keeping the interests of the country in a'bealthy condition
as possible. Then we come to speak of the future of the
country, and I have some more articles to read. The future
of the country, according to the organs of the hon. gentle-
men opposite, is intinmately bound up with the success of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway. But what does the Montreal
Gazette, of the 20th, say in an article headed "The Can-
adian Pacifie IRailway."

'' Rumor lias been busy for some weeks past with the affaira of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway. The company is reported to be seeking
further assistance from Parliament, to have incurred a fioating liability
of a considerable amount, and to have failed to raise a loan in the
money market, and it is no longer a secret that these reports are sub-
st*ntially correct."

There we have, from the Montreal Gazette, the statement
that the Canada Pacifie Railway, notwithstanding the loan
of last Session, is in an embarrassed position, and the whole
tone of the article is in the direction of showing that Par-
liament is to be appealed to again to add to the millions
upon millions which it has already given to the company.
Two or three days earlier the Toronto Mail had an article
on the saine subject, in which it pointed out:

" The rumor that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company is about to
ask for further aid from the Government has excited the violent wrath
of the Reform party. Whether the rumor-be true or false we do not
know. it is evident, however, that unless Canada la to be involved in
financial ruin the road muat be completed either by the present com-
pany or by the Government."

It goes on to speak of the financial prospects of the com-
pany, and compares it with the Northern Pacifie, and then
makes this statement with reference to it-one which is
eminently unpatriotic from the standpoint of those hon.
gentlemen. It says:

"If our land subsidy of 25,000,000 acres be worth $2 an asre,
the Northern Pacifie lande must be worth much more. For while the
population of the whole territory through which tie Canadian Pacifie
runs, from Callander to the Pacifie, does not at this hour exceed
200,000, the smaller and more compact region traversed by the Northern
Pacifie is comparatively well uettled."

Farther down it says-and I call hon. gentlemen's atten-
tion to it as a most unpatriotic utterance:

" If it be said that the mountain section of the Northern Pacifie was
more costly than the mountain section of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
and that in the case of the Canadian Pacifie the heavy work on the
Pacifie alope has been assumed by the Government, the answer is that
the Northern Pacille had no rock division, 650 miles long, such as that
which stretches in unbroken desolation between Port Arthur and
Callander."

There is the statement of the Mail newspaper, the leading!
organ of hon, gentlemen opposite, that on the north shore of
Lake Superior, where last year Parliament gave to that
company $22,600,000 to enable them to build that line, the
whole 650 miles traversed by the road is a country which
" stretches in unbroken desolation from Port Arthur to Cal-'
lander," and 1 suppose the description they would give to
the part between Port Arthur and Winnipeg-or a large
portion of it-would be in much the saine language had they,
required to touch upon that point. It goes on further:

"Another demand for help would without doubt involvethe gravest
coneideration. But, as has been said, the completion of the road, either
by the present company or by the Government, is a supreme necessity.
The collapse of the Northera Pacifie in 1873, in the very early stages of

ZI4

its career, shook the United States to the centre. The abandonment of
the Canadian Pacifie within a year of its completion, involving the sacri-
fice of the $47,500,000 which the Government has already paid the syndi-
cate, of the $11,000,000 sunk in Onderdonk's contraet, of the $t7,060,000
spent on the Port Arthur and Winnipeg division, would be a catas-
trophe upon the far-reaching effects of which it would be idle to dwell.
it is too late for Mr. Blake to rise now and oppose the completion of the
line. Such a course was possible in 1873, when ho took office with 1fr.
Mackenzie. Some surveying had been done at that time, but the scheme
might have been indefinitely shelved without any loue to the country more
serious than the secession of British Columbia and the North-Wot. Now,
however, its abandonment would mean not only the diaruption of Con-
federation but the financial ruin of the older partners, unless indeed they
preferred suicide by repudiation."

That is the statement of the Toronto AMail with reference to
the condition of the Canadian Pacifie road, showing how
intimately the Government of the country and the prosper-
ity of the country are bound up in that road. The argument
is that it is so near its completion that it must be completed
or financial ruin and the disruption of Confederation must
take place. Who is responsible for the rapid completion
of that road ? Who urged it ? Who put it through in
in spite of the protests of those who advocated the adoption
of a wiser course ? If financial ruin and the disruption of
Confederation are involved in it, hon. gentlemen opposite
will have to answer for it. The Opposition have declared
their views; they have declared that the only safe policy
with reference to that work was to push it over the prairie
as fast as seulement required it. Even in advance of settle-
ment, to open up branch lines everywhere, and by-and-bye,
when the interests of trade should require it, and
the resources of the country warrant it to build the
650 miles through the unbroken desolation that the Mail
speaks of. The responsibility, if there be anything serious
involving the financial standing of this company at presont,
rests upon the Government. The peole of this country
will recognise that fact, and will deal with these hon. gen-
tlemen accordingly whon thé proper time comes. Now,
I have only to notice one more point touched upon by
the hon. member for Cardwell. He intimated that if it was
desirable in the interesta of the Maritime Provinces that
steps should be taken to secure reciprocal trade relations
with the United States, the Government did not intend to
move in that direction, but would wait until advances were
made from the other side, and if the proposition were
made, they would ontertain it. All I can say is, that it is
a matter of great importance to our friends by the sea that
a reciprocity treaty should be negotiated, and they desire
it; and I say that when they desire it, and when the inter-
ests of the country are bound up in it, it would be for the
welfare of this country if gentlemen wero sitting on the
Treasury benches whose policy it would be to make an
effort to secure fair trading relations and reciprocal ar-
rangements with the United States. I believe the remedy
for our present depression is to enlarge our foreign market,
not only for our natural products, but for our manufactured
goods, and thus to relieve ourselves of our surplus pro-
duction. I sec that the Government have placed a vote of
something like $12,000 in the Estimates for commercial
agencies in different countries. I will support them in that.
I would desire to see our foreign relations extended and new
and important markets opened up to Canadian producers.
But I have little faith in foreign markets being opened
up by hon. gentlemen opposite. Their whole theory is to
limit trade with other countries. I would say this to the
hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White), if he were present,
that some of the commercial agents, whom they will
appoint and send to other countries in order to promote
the foreign trade of Canada, may be gentlemen who
entertain views like the hon. member for Cardwell himself
-views of their country so vast and so grand that, as ho
told us the other day, u pon the motion made that-we should
be properly representec at the exhibition about to be held
in one of the countries of Europe, and upon the remarks
that followed by the hon. leader of the Opposition in
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reference to a motion of his made some time ago for Canada
to secure to herself the right to make her own commercial
treaties-the hon. member for Cardwell, said: Make
your own commercial treaties. Fancy Canada going to
negotiate a treaty with another nation; the first question
asked would be. Who are you ? That is the sentiment the
hon. member for Cardwell bokds with reference to his own
country-that if we went to negotiate a treaty on our own
account with a foreign nation, it might be expected that
the question asked by the nation we approacbed would be,
who are you ? I say that the interests of this country are
not to be promoted, its resources are not to be developed
by men being in power who hold such small ideas of
their own country as that. Canada is a country that ought
to be known among the nations of the world. I was glad
au hon. member brought up the question of our being pro-
perly reprosented at the exhibition to be held at Antwerp.

have heard, and I believe I am correctly informed, that at
the last exhibition at which Canada was represented, I think
it was at Paris, the medals which the Canadian exhibitors
reoceived bal to come to them through the English repre-
sentatives, and Canada's individuality was lost in the matter.
We want a Government in power that will give te this
country a large prominence; we want to be known among
the nations of the world; we want the right te negotiate
our commercial treaties; we want mon in charge of our
affaira who will strive te secure for us that right, and having
got it, we will go to the nations of the world and ask them
te open trade with us. We want a Government that will
give this country a start towards her great destiny. But
we have not much faith in hon. gentlemen opposite. True,
we shall have to put up with them for a time, until there is
another appeal to the people; what the result of that
appeal will be I annot tell; there will be an opportunity
then for - the people to pronounce upon their policy.
But I cannot but view it as an unfortunate thing
that at this juncture of our affaira We should have at the
head of the Government a gentleman whose judgment of
constitutional law on almost every important question that
bas come up lately has been set aside by the highest tribunal
of the land-that we should have the misfortune of having,
in the control of our financial affairs, a gentleman who has
failed in almost every one of his promises and violated nearly
every rule laid down by himself. Meantime, we, on
this aide of the House, will continue to raise our
,voices in favor of what we conceive to be the best interests
of the country, pointing ont the course that we think ought
to be adopted; and having done that, we shall feel that
we have discharged our duty. We shall send forth
from this place the sentiment, that we do net believe
the power of the present Governmient is being used aright
te administer the affairs or to develop the resources
of this country; but that, though our affaira are thus
crippled for the time, there is hope for the country, there
is a bright prospect ahead. The cry must go out that the
destiny of Canada is in the hands of the people of Canada;
and the message I send forth is this : Up, mon of Canada,
and assert your rights! Strike off the bonds they are
placing upon you, shako off the shackles with which they
are endeavoring to fetter your prosperity, and give our
country an opportunity to go forward and fulfil its grand
deatiny.

Mr. TUPPER inoved the adjournment of the debate.

Motion agreed to.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
MONDAY, 9th -March, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

DAVIS DIVORCE BILL.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) moved the first reading of Bill
(No. 84) for the relief of Amanda Esther Davis from the
Senate.

Motion agreed to on a division.
Mr. WHITE (Oardwell) moved that said Bill be read the

second time on Wednesday next.
House divided:

YZAs.

Messieurs
Abbott,
Allen,
Barnard,
Beaty,
Blake,
Bowell,
Burpee (Snnbury),
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Victoria),
Carling,
oasey,
Charlton,
C ochrane,
Cockburn,
Davies,
Dickinson,
Dundas,
Edgar,
Fairbank,
Farrow,
Ferguson (Welland),
Fisher,
Foster,
Gault,
Gillmor,
Gordon,
Guillet,
Hall,
Harley,

Armstrong,
Auger
Bain (Soulanges),
Béchard,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Blondeau,
Bourassa,
Burns,
Cameron (Inverness),
Caron,
Casgrain,
Oatudal,
Chapleau,
Colby,
Costigan,
Coughlin,
Coursol,
Cuthbert,
Daly,
Daoust,

Hay,
Hilliard,
Innes,
Irvine,
Jamieson,
Kilvert,
King,
Kinney,
Kranz,
Lister,
Livingstone,
Macdonald (Sir John),
Mackenzie,
Mackintosh,
Macmillan (Middlesex),'
McCallum,
McCarthy,
McCraney,
MeLelan,
McMullen,
MeNeill,
Mitchell,
Mills,
Moffat,
Mulock,
O'Brien,
Orton,
Paint,
Pruyn,

NAys.

Messieurs

Reid,
Robertson (Hamilton),
Robertson (Hatingi),
Robertson (Shelburne),
Rykert,
Scott,
Shakespeare,
Small,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce},
Springer,
8proule,
Stairs,
Sutherland (Oxford),
Temple,
Townshend,
Tupper,
Vail,
Wallace (Albert),
Wallace (York),
Watson,
Weldon,
Wells,
White (Cardwell),
White (Hastings),
Williams,
Wilson,
Wood (Brockville).-86.

Dawson, Labrosse,
De St. Georges, Landry (Kent),
Desaulniers (Mask'ngé, Landry (Montmagny),
Desaulnieru (St.M'rice), Langelier,
Desjardins, Langevin,
Dugas, Laurier,
Dupont, Macdonald (King's),
Forbes, McDougall (C. Breton),
Fortin, McGreery,
Gagné,McIaae
Gadet,Patterson (Essex),
Geoffrion, Pinsonneault,
Gigault, Platt,
Girouard, Pope,
Grandbois, Ray,
Guilbault, Trow,
Gunn, Valin,
Hackett, Vanasse
Jackson, Wright,
Kirk, Yeo.-61.

Motion agreed to.

FISHERIES ACT AMENI DMENT.

Mr. MULOCK, in moving for leave to introduce Bill (No.ýSir LEONÂBD TILLEY moved the adjournment of the 90) to amend the Fisheries Act, said: The object of the
Rlouge. Bill is to enable the Department of Fisheries to grant per-

mite for fishing in waters that bave been set apart for the
Motion agrecd te, and the louse adjournoi at 12.:10 a. m. propagation of fih, The practice bas heretofore prevailed

Saturday. of placing permits in the bande of the filshery overseers in
Mr. PATERSON (Brant).
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the neighborhood of these waters, and the overseers have, 1
suppose, using proper discretion, given these permits to
people in the viciniy of these waters allowing them to fleh
for their private use, thus to no material extent interfering
with the object of the Order in Council which has set apart
these waters. During the last winter, applications were
made to the Department of Fisheries by a great many of
the people living on the waters of LakeSimcoe
for permission to fsh through the ice. The per-
mission was not given, the reason assigned being that the
point had been referred to the Department of Justice, and the
Minister of Justice had given it as his opinion that, where
waters were set apart under the Act for the propagation of
fish, the Department had no power, so long as the Act was
in force, to allow fishing of any kind in those waters. If
that opinion is adhered to by the Department, it prevents
fishing in the winter, and it will prevent fishing in the
summer as well, even in the restricted way allowed under a
permit. I hope the Government will sec its way to allow
this Bill to become law, or to rescind the Orders in Council
or te some extent if possible to modify them, in order to get
over the difficulties in question. The Bill at present is to
give the Government power to grant permits to fish in
waters set apart substantially for the propagation of fish.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

UNAUTHORIZED COLLECTION OF DUTIES.

Mr. BLAIKE I desire to call the attention of the Gov-
ernment to a statement which has been made to me, and
which I think requires some information at their hands.
Our custom, and as I understand the custom of the Imperial
Parliament, has ben to recognise the .right of the Execu-
tive Government, after a change in the tariff has got to
such a stage that the proposals of the Administration have
been reported by the Committee of Ways and Means, to act
upon them in a temporary manner; and instructions, I
believe, are customarily given to the Collectors of Customs,
from the time the report of the committee has been made
to the flouse, even although no further action has been taken
by the House, to enforce the new tariff provisionally, the
understanding being that, if the duty should not be ulti-
mately agreed to by the House, there should be a refund of
the excess. In that view, which I understand to have been
the common and ordinary view, the hon. gentleman oppos-
ite asked us the other evening to allow that portion of the
proposals of the Government which they thought important
te go into immediate effect, to pass through the Committee
of ays and Means; and they did pass through the com-
mittee-I refer to the duty on cigars. We understood the
reason for the hon. gentleman's proposal; but, although no
other proposals of the Government have been submitted to
the House otherwise than by the speech of the Minister,
aithough they have not been discussed by the Committee of
Ways and Means or reported upon, I am informed that
others of the resolutions have been ordered to be enforced
at the Custom fouse. That is a departure from the prac.
tice, and demands some explanation.

Mr. BOWELL. The practice referred to by the hon. the
leader of the Opposition I believe to be quite correct, but it
bas not been acted upon on the last two or three occasions
when changes have been made in the tariff. The object of
the louse, when the leader of the Government asked that
the resolutions relating to cigars, tobacco and snuff should
pas& through committee on the first night of their introduc-
tion, was to enable the Department to issue orders for the
collection of the increased duties imposed upon those arti-
cles. The commissioner at the time, instead of confining
his orders exclusively to the collection of duties upon those
particular articles, issued a general order for the collection
of duties upon ail articles which would be affeeted by the
proposed resolutions.

Mr. BLAKE. They had not been proposed.
Mr. BOWELL. They had been, because they were laid

upon the Table. Well, I wili withdraw that word if it is
any advantage to the hon. gentleman. As oon as the
attention of the Government was called to the fact that we
had issued that order, it was withdrawn, and the 49y now
is only colleeted upon that portion of the resolutions which
affectscigars, and not upon any other article contained in
the resolutions which were laid before the H1ouse.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Mr. MILLS. I would ask the Government when we
may expect the correspondence relating to the question of
Indian titles in Ontario. It is desirable that we should
have that correspondence at a very early period. Several
weeks have elapsed since it was ordered and it is not yet
laid on the Table. I would also like to ask the hon. gentle-
man when we may look for the correspondence relating to
the northern boundary that the hon. gentleman promised
to bring down. A considerable part of the Sessionhas gene
by and it has not yet been brought before the House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will bring it down as
soon as I can.

Mr. CASEY. I would like to call the attention of the
hon. Secretary of State (I suppose it should be) to the fact
that the return brought down on Thursday last, in answer
to an Order of the House for a copy of the case submitted
by the Governor in Council and the opinions given by the
counsel consulted by the Government as to the amount of
damage awarded to the contractors of Section B, Cana-
dian Pacific Railway, is incomplete. The retuxn, as
brought down, consista of a letter from the Depart-
ment of Justice to the counsel consulted, stating, that
they enclosed certain documents for their considera-
tion; also the opinion given by the counsel on those
documents; also a letter from the Department of Justice
to the Department of Railways stating the opinion given
by the counsel; but it does not contain the documents sub-
mitted by the Departnent of Justice to the Governor mi
Council which were asked for by the Order of the House.
I will make a memorandum of the documents which are
wanting and wiIl hand it over to the Minister, and I hope
that he will bring them down at an early date.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If the hon. gentleman will sond me
a note by one of the clerks i will attend to it.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not know whether the returns in
reference to the Short Line have been brought down.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are two Short
ILines.

Mr. BLAKE. It is a long time to bring down a roturn
about a Short Line.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are two lines oom.
monly called the Short Line. One is the shortest and but
lne, and the other is the snow line.

Mr. POPE. I think that return is not ready. As soon
as it is I will bring it down.

Mr. CAME RON (Huron). I made a motion on the6th
of February lst for a return of the number of Qnplo$s,
and their salaries, under the Liqµaor LîqeosçAçt, andt e
amount of money received by the Board of oramisiooers,
and how the money was disposed of. I am an*ions to
know when the return will be brought dowf. I would aiso
call the attention of the First Mmister to the fact that I
have given notice of a resolution which I propose môving
in regard to that subject. It is a very important motion,
in which a good maiy members would like to discuss.
Perhaps the First Minister would fix some date, so that we
may definitely know when we can disouas it.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We cannot well do that.
Mr. COSTIGAN. In reference to the return asked for by

the hon. gentleman, I may say it involves a great deal of
work. It is now in course of preparation and will be
brought down as soon as possible.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I would also call the attention
of the Government to the fact that on the 15th of February
last I introduced a Bill concerning Elections of Members to
this House, and it has not yet been printed in French. The
same thing happened last year. I introduced the Bill at an
early date last Session, and my recollection is that it was
not printed in French at all; therefore, I could not move
the second reading of the Bill. It is an important Bill, and
I have no doubt the Ministry will likely assist me in carry.
ing it through the House. I would like to have it printed
in the French language. The hon. gentleman will find that
fifteen Bill% introduced after this Election Bill of mine, have
been printed in both languages, and some of them have
been moved in the House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As far as I am concerned
I never enquire about those matters. I think the oflicers of
the House will see that the parliamentary contractors per-
form their work.

Mr. CAMBRON (Huron). I think the hon. member for
Cardwell (Mr. White) stated the other day that the printing
contractors had not anything to do in their Department-
I understood him to say so. This Bill was introduced on
the 15th of February last, and I would liko to know why
the printing is delayed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is great neglect on
the part of the contractors, and they should be called to
account. It may be the translation.

EVIDENCE IN DIVORCE CASES.

Mr. JACKSON. When members of this House are ex-
pected to vote on Divorce Bills I think we should have the
evidence before us so that we may know what we are voting
upon. As far as I am concerned I want to see the evidence,
and I think the members of this House should be supplied
with the evidence in regard to every Bill that comes before
us.

Mr. SPEAKER. The evidence is on the Table of the
House, and any hon. member can see it who wishes to. It
is not customary to have it printed, and after the second
reading of Divorce Bills they are referred to a Select Com.
mittee who examine the evidence.

Mr. IVES. I would ask if the exhibits are also to be laid
on the Table.

CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE - TIIIRD READING.

Bill (No. 10) to reduce the capital stock of the Federal
Bank of Canada, and for other purposes.-(Mr. Small.)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 69) respecting the Huron and Ontario Ship
Canal Company.-(Mr. Tyrwhitt.)

Bil (No. 80) to incorporate the Fort McLeod Ranche
Telegraph Company.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

Bill (No. 81) respecting the Canada Co-operative Supply
Association, Limited.-(Mr. Curran.)

WINNIPEG AND PRINCE ALBERT RAILWAY.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria) moved second reading of Bill

No. 82) to incorporate the Winnipeg and Prince Albert
ilway Company.

Mr. CAMEnoN (Huron).

I
Mr. BLAKE. It does not seem to me that the Bill

should be read the second time. Section 7 contains this
clause :

" The company, in aid of the construction, equipment and maintenance
of the said railway, shall receive from the Government of Canada a
grant of six thousand four hundred acres of agricultural land for each
mile of railway constructed, along the Une of railway, such land to be
laid out in alternate seotions on each side of the railway; and if sufficient
area cannot be obtained in such manner, thon the complement shall be
made up in sections within the district of Saskatchewan, subject to the
approval of the Governor in Council, together with such additional
lande as may be granted or leased from the Provincial Government of
Manitoba, or other Provincial Governments."

This is not an enabling clause, but an absolute, positive par-
liamentary declaration, alienating 6,400 acres of the public
domain for each mile of railway constructed. This cannot
be done by the proviso in question. There must be a com-
mittee and the assent of the Crown must be given.

Sir HECTOR LANGE VIN. lu this case the assent of
the Crown has not been given. My attention has just been
called by one of the officers of the louse to the fact that
this section is beyond the power of a private member, and
the assent of the Crown must be given. The Bill might be
sent to the Railway Committee, and this circumstance
would, of course, be borne in mind.

Mr. BLAKE. I cannot agree to the proposal of the hon.
gentleman. I understand two things are required in such
a case-the assent of the Crown and a preliminary commit-
tee. It is a very dangerous practice to allow Bills to pass
through two stages without these preliminaries having been
complied with. This Bill should be treated as a Bill out of
Order.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Suppose the objectionable clause
should not be expunged by the Committee, in what position
would we be placed.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Perhaps it would be well
if the mover were to withdraw the motion, and if the Bill
were allowed to remain on the notice paper, so that the
mover might consider what course he would adopt.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the Order should be discharged
and the Bill withdrawn.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I was not aware that the
Bill contained the provision to which the leader of the
Opposition bas referred; but if the motion is allowed to
stand I will look into the matter and consider what course
I should pursue.

Mr. SPEAKER. I suggest that the Order be discbarged,
and the hon. member can then introduce another Bill, with
the objectionable clause omitted.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria) moved that the Order be
discharged and the Bill withdrawn.

Motion agreed to and Bill withdrawn.

M Mr. CAMERON (Victoria) moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 91) to incorporate the Winnipeg and Prince
Albert Railway Company.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-EARNINGS AND
WORKING EXPENSES.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What were the earnings and work-
ing expenses of the Intercolonial Railway for the month of
January, 1885 ?

Mr. POPE. The earnings of the Intercolonial Railway
for the month of January, 1885, were $159,848; working
expenses, $175,'760; deficiency for that inonth, $15,912. For
January of last year the working expenses were $159,000;
carnings, $166,000, or a deficiency of 822,000.
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LONGUEUIL AND LEVIS RAILWAY.

Mr. VANASSE (Translation). Enquired, Have the Gov.
ernment issued orders, or do they purpose issuing orders,
for the making of an instrumental survey of the line start-
ing from the towu of Longueuil.and passing along the south
shore of the River St Lawrence through the counties of
Chambly and Verchères, te the town of Sorel, and thence
through the counties of Yamaska, Nicolet, Lotbinière and
Lévis te the town of Lévis, with a view te selecting that
line for the extension of the Pacifie Railway te the Canadian
ports on the Atlantic ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation.) In answer
to the hon. member, I have the honor te state that the
Government have net caused that survey te be made,
because the line of which the hon. gentleman speaks goes
through a country which is perfectly known and the dis-
tance could bo easily obtainod without making that instru-
mental survey.

WOOD SUPPLIES FOR DEPARTMENTAL AND
PARLIAMENTARY BUILDINGS.

Mr. McCRANEY asked, Is the wood used in the Depart-
mental and Parliamentary Buildings supplied by contract or
otherwise? If by contract, who is the contracter, and how
much is ho paid per cord ? If net by contract, from whom
is it purchased, and at what price per cord, and how is it
measured ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The wood for these build-
ings is always supplied by contract. The present contractor
is Mr. MeEachren. The prices are 85.50 per cord for maple,
and 85.25 for mixed hardwood. The contract cals for 128
cubie feet per cord. The measurement is made as the wood
is delivered at the buildings, and in every instance by two
officers, in the presonce of the contracter. The prosent
contract is about finished and new tenders will be called for
without delay.

OONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE LICENSE ACT.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Has the Government taken any, and
if so, what steps to secure a reference te the Privy Council
of the question of the constitutionality of the License Act
of 1883; and if so, when ? ias the Government comrmuni'
cated te the commissioners or inspectors its action or inten-
tions in the matter; and if se, when?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. On the decision being
eortified to the Government it was referred te the Minister
of Justice, and on his report he has been instructed te pre-
pare a case and te apply te the Colonial Secretary for a
roference te the Privy Council. The action or intention of
the Government has net been communicated te the com-
missioners or inspectors.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY -PROGRESS ESTI-
MATES FOR FEBRUARY.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What is the amount of the progress
estimates of the Canadian Pacifie IRailway Company for
the month of February, transmitted te the Government ?
Was any sum paid in respect thereof up te the time of
answering the question ? If so, how much and when ?

Mr. POPE. On the eastern section, central division, sub-
sidy, 838,256; loan, $57,500; total 895,756; western section,
central division, subsidy, $73,646 ; loan, $110,500, total
$184,146; eastern section, eastern division, subsidy, $96,394;
loan $132,700, total $229,094.

Mr. BLAKE. This is the whole progress estimate ?
Mr. POPE. Not the whole, there is one certificate which

is not made yet.

ENGINEERS' REPORTS-SHORT LINE RAILWAY.

Mr. CASGRAIN asked, When will reports of the engineers
respecting the Short Line be laid on the Table of this Bouse ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They are now being pre.
pared and will be brought down as soon as possible.

MR. J. A. CHENEVERT.

Mr. LAURIER asked whether Mr. J. A. Chenevert,
managing director of Le Borelois, is employed by the De-
partment of Public Works ? Il so, since when and at what
salary.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There is a gentleman of the
name of Chenevert employed in the public buildings at
Sorel. I do not know whether ho i managing director of
the paper mentioned by the hon. gentleman or not, but I am
informed by officers that he is a man of about 60 years of
age and is a joiner by trade. I understand that his salary
is $2.50 a day. Ho las been employed since some time
last summer when the buildings began.

APPLICATION FUR WATER LOTS IN NOVA
SCOTIA.

Mr. TUPPER asked, Have applications for water lots
in Nova Scotia been made to the Dominion Governmont ?
ias any action been taken by the Government upon such

applications, if any made? Have any of the applications
been granted? I f not, wby not?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Thore have been some appli.
cations made to the Dominion Governmen t for water lots in
Nova Scotia. In one case-I thnk it is at River John-the
case was decided and the application granted. I under-
stand that thee are one or two other applications and they
are now being considered.

MR. ALPIN GRANT.

Mr. FORBES asked, What position does Mr. Alpin Grant,
of the City of Halifax, hold under the Government or in the
Department of Riailways ? What are his duties, and what
salary or allowance doos ho receive for the duties ho per.
forms ?

Mr. POPE. Mr. Alpin Grant is the gentleman in charge
of the elevators and other matters £onnected with the ter-
minus. His salary is about $160 a month.

CHIEF JUSTICESHIP OF SUPERIOR COURT OF
QUEBEC.

Mr. CASGRAIN asked, Can the Government inform the
House when the Superior Court of the Province of Quebeo
will be provided with a Chief Justice ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; the Government
can inform the hon. gentleman, and we will. The chief
justice has been appointed.

TRADE RELATIONS WITH JAMAICA.

Mr. BURPEE (Sunbury) asked, Have any stops been
taken to procure free trade relations between Canada and the
Island of Jamaica and with what result? Has any corres-
pondence taken place regarding the same and with whom ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Stops have been taken
with respect to trade relations between Canada and the
Britiish West Indies, and there bas been some correspondence
on the subject with Her Majesty's Governmewi. It js not in
the interests of the publie to bring down that correspond.
once just now,
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WESTERLY BOUNDARY OF ONTARIO.

Mr. RYKERT moved for:

Copy of the short hand notes of the argument before the Privy Conn-
si, in the late dispute between Manitoba and the Province of Ontario,
as to the westerly boundary of the Province of Ontario ; also copy cf the
claim as presented by the Attorney General of Ontario before the Privy
Council; also a statement of the reasons given by the Att-rney General
of Ontario for abandoning bie claim to that part of the territory lying
between the Lake of the Woods and the Rocky Mountains, aise a copy
of alcorrespondence between the Goverment of the Dominion and the
Government of Ontario in reference to the arbitration and award, and
also in, eference to the decision of the Privy Council not already moved
for or brought down.
He said: I am desirous, Sir, that this House shall be pos-
sessed of that information relating te the argament before
the Privy Council in this case, which will enable it to judge
whether or not the attitude assumed by the Parliament of
Canada bas been the correct one, and whether or not this
Parliament bas shown any hostility to the Local Legisla-
ture. lt is necemsary, in order that this House may arrive
at a full understanding of what has taken place, that I should
refer briefly to some of the actions of the Local Legialature
and also to the course which has been adopted by this Gov-
ernment on that important question. The attitude of hos-
tility which the Parliament of Ontario bas assumed towards
the Dominion Parliament, and towards the representatives of
the people in this Parliament, bas been such that I for
one, as a member for the Province of Ontario, do not feel
justified in allowing the remarks which are constantly made
in the Local Legislature to pass by without entering my
protest against them. Before 1882, Sir, before the motion
was passed in this Parliament in favor of referring the
whole question to the Privy Council, charges were hurled
against the Ontario portion of the members of this Parlia-
ment, that we were traitors to Ontario, and that we were
in alliance with the Blues of the Province of Quebec for the
purpose of injuring Ontario and depriving her of ber rights.
The position assumed by the Local Government before 1889
is still assumed by them. They are continuously and sys-
tematically attacking this Parliament for its course upon
that question, and as a representative from the Province of
Ontario, I do not feel justified in allowing those attacks to
be made daily in another Parliament without showing to
the people of this country that they are unfounded. Pre-
vious to the last general election we were told in this Housei
by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) that unless1
this Parliament ratified the .award, we were the enemies1
of Ontario, and as such would be punisbed at thej
polls. W. were told, Sir, in a certain memorandumi
which was sent by the Hon. Mr. Mowat and his Govern-
ment in answer to one from the Secretary of State of this
Government, that unless we adopted some other course thani
the one we proposed to adopt, namely, to refer the questioni
to the Privy Council, that we should receive the condemna-i
tien of the people at the polla. Well, Sir, if we look at1
what bas taken place in the last election we will fmd thati
the course we pursued met with the approbation of theé
people. We shall find that the position we thon1
assumed, namely, that the whole question should be refer-1
red to the Privy Council, was fully and fairlyî
discussed by the people-in fact, that was the1
great and important question discussed during the general1
election by hon. gentlemen opposite, in order, if possible, to1
draw the attention of the country away from the question1
of the National Policy. It was hoped by the representatives1
of the people in the Province of Ontario,who are in alliancei
with our friends on the Opposition side of this House, thati
they would make the people of Ontario bolieve that theiri
representatives in this House were traitors to the Province.2
The people were told in almost every school. section in the
Province of Ontario that we did everything we could do, toe
spoliate Ontario of ber just rights and to rob her of her1
territory; and yet the great majority, in fact nine-touths oft

Sir JoHN A. MA0oDoNALD.

those who voted in favor of the resolution to refer the ques-
tion to the Privy Ocuncil, were returned at the pol1s. The
Hon. Mr. Mowat, in answer to the memorandum of the
Secretary of State, stated that the resolution of this House
did not refect the opinions of the majority of the people of
Ontario. He assumed that we, representing the Province
of Ontario in this House, did not speak for the Province of
Ontario, and therefore had no right to act as we bad done
but declared that our duty was to at once confirm the
award. But, as I say, the people fully and fairly
discussed that question, and by a large majority said that
we were right; and now again we are told, Sir, that we are
traitors to our own Province. The course pursued by those
gentlemen previons to 1882 is now being pursued by them
in the Local Legislature. No later than the 29th of January
last we were told by Mr. Mowat and bis friends of the Min-
isterial party in the Province of Ontario that this Govern-
ment and this flouse were acting in deep-seated hostility
towards the Province of Ontario, and that we were deter-
mined to form an alliance with the Blues of the Province of
Quebec, and with the members from the Maritime Pro.
vinces, in order to rob the Province of Ontario by delaying
the settlement of that question. To draw away the atten.
tion of the general public of the Province of Ontario from
the reckless and extravagant conduct of the Mowat Govern-
ment, they are now endeavoring to draw a red-herring
across the trail, to make the people of the Province feel that
there is a more important question than the flnancial ques-
tion to be considered, namely, the question of the spoliation
of the Province of Ontario. Now, Sir, as I said before, our
action in this Parliament was justified by the electors at the
polls. We were told that we were then right in the course
we pursuod, and that it was right and proper that the
whole question should b. settled by the PrivyuConcil. The
peopleoof the Province of Ontario by a large majority
declared that we were' right in the course we thon
pursued, and that the Mowat Administration was wrong.
The position in which this Parliament found this question
in 1882 was simply this. They found that an award had
been made by certain gentlemen, which award was heEiby
the higchest legal authorities to be illegal and not binding.
They found that the question referred to that arbitration
was, where was the true legal boundary ? When this Parlia-
ment discovered that the true legal boundary had not been
tound, that the award was nota true-anòbiiding award, that
the whole course pursued by the Ontario Government was
an inconsistent one ; when we discovered that the Premier
of Ontario had openly declared that the award had not done
justice to Ontario, we felt the question had not been 1Qqally
and properly decided and that our only recourse was to bave
it decided by the highest tribunal in the land. A resolution
was moved by the late member for Niagara (Senator Plumb)
asking that the question be referred to the Privy
Council. That resolution was sent to the Ontario Govern-
ment who refused to consider it. We contended, as repre.
senting the. Province of Oatario, that the award was not
legal and binding, that justice had notbeen done to Ontario,
that, according to the authoritative statements made over
and over again by the Premier of Ontario and by the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) the boundaries of the
Province of Ontario went to the Roeky Mountains and that
the arbitrators had only given to Ontario one tenth of the
land claimed by her; and we folt therefore that
the question ahould be fiaally set at rest. We
were told thon that the award was not legal and bind-
ing, and at the same time were told that the late Govern-
ment, had it been in power, would have recognised the
award; we also discovered that the Ontario Government
had passed an Act of Parliament ratifying that award in
advance, and that it was then understood between Mr.
Mowat and his Goverument and the Mackenzie Administra-
tion, that the latter would also pass an Act of Parliament
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ratifying the award in advance. This Parliament being
pomsessed of that information, and seeing that the award
could not possibly be maintained, decided the botter course
would be to pass a resolution, referring it for final adjudi-
cation to the Privy (Couneil. This Parliament found that
they were the trustees for the general public; they found
that this question had not been settled and that it was their
duty to find some solution of the difficulty; they found
why the question was kept open,-and I think I will be
able to show, before I ait down, why it was kept open for
many years and why it is now being revived, I
think I will be ablo to show that the object was merely to
obtain an electioneering éry. We found also that Mr. Mowat
and his Government had rejected proposals made by this
Government to refer the award to the Privy Council;
we found that they rejected a fair and reasonable pro.
position for the final settlement of the question ; we
found, not only that this reasonable and fair proposition
made by the First Minister in 1872- and afterwards
repeated by him in 1882, was rejected on both occasions,
but that Mr. Mowat in the end was compelled to acoept
terms not se favorable at the hands of the Attorney-
General of Manitoba; we find that while Mr. Mowat con-
tended that there should be no joint authority in the dis.
puted territory, as proposed by this Government, ho when
cornered by Mr. Miller, the Attorney-General of Manitoba,
yielded and went before the Privy Council on less favorable
terms than those proposed by this Government, and con-
sented to a joint authority. Knowing ail these facts, it is our
duty to place them on record, in order that intelligent people
may be able to decide whether we were right or wrong in the
course we took. I propose not to quote anything except f rom
the official records of the Mowat Administration; I propose
to quote from certain documents which I find in the Sessional
Papers of 1882, from the speeches of Mr. Mowat himseif
also from his organ, the Globe, in which certainly I have no
confidence, in order to show that these gentlemen have
been acting inconsistently, that they never intended to
ratify the award, that when Parliament passed an Act in
1874, agreeing to ratify the award, in advance, the Govern-
ment had no intention to carry it out. On a former occasion
I quoted from the Globe of 1882, to show that the Mackenzie
Administration never intended that the award should be
ratified unless it were favorable to the Dominion, and that
Mr. Mackenzie had reserved to himself the right to accept
or reject the award as ho might think proper. I want to
show the louse that the course of the Mowat Govern-
ment has been vacillating, inconsistent and hostile to the
interests of the country, and I hope the House will pardon
me while, in order to do so, I read fron the official
documents of the Local Legislature, so that an intelligent
public may understand the position taken by this Parlia-
ment and that which was taken by the Local Governmont,
and decide which was the right one. I stated a few minutes
ago, and I shall refer to this again, that this Government
and its supporters were charged with being controlled by
the Province of Quebec. The hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr.Mills) was particularly vicioustowardshisLower Cana-
dian friends in this House, and we find that his organ and
Mr. Mowat with the leading lights of that party were cer-
tainly not very stinted in their .strictures as regards the
allegiance of the Bleus of Quebec to the present Government.
In order that our friends from Lower Canada may
know in what light they are regarded by the hon.
gentlemen opposite and their supporters in Ontario, I shall
quote from several of these authorities. I propose to show
from papers and documents not favorable to my own party,
how hon. gentlemen opposite are endeavoring to set up eec-
tional feelings and sectional cries against our friends from
the Province of Quebec. I find one quotation from the
tobs of February 14, 1882,-I had reference to the earlier

portion of this article a few moments ago, and on a former
occasion in this Hlouse I read it. The Globe says:

" As a matter of fact the other Provinces were not protesting. We
know not what private pressure the Bleus of Quebec, ever the enemies
of Ontario and of progress, may have sought to bear on thé Premier,
knowing themselves to be the right arm of his power, but no public
objection has been made, no open, manly protest uttered by any Pio-
vince in this Dominion."

Thon we find on February the 16th, this language
" The report concerning Ontario boundarles which were published

yesterday ls very fully aceredited to the Hon. J. A. Mouuenau, a ee-
spicuous representative of Blue intersat,4 in the Ottawa (Msnet. It
contains all that the animosity to Mr. Mousseau, aided by the ingenuity
of Sir John can find against the rights of this Province. Sir John wlshes
to please the Blues by robbing Ontario for their benefit and insultinghber
for the gratification of his own and their spite."

Thon we have another choice bit from a prominent gentle-
man in the Ontario Government, that is, the Hon. Mr.
Pardee. We find in the Globe of January 21st, 1882, this
choice language :

" Everything pointed to this conclusion, that the Dominion Govern-
ment, influenoed by animosity to Ontario, and pressed by a feeling of
jealousy which prevailed in another Province, bad determined to shirk
the responsibility by changing the venue, making the quarrel between
Ontario and Manitoba."

And, during the debate on the Address in the Local Legis-
lature, one of the distinguished gentlemen in that fouse, a
prominent member of the Reform party, spoke also in very
strong terms. Mr. McLaughlan is reported to have said:

" He ventured to say that the member for Glengarry was the only
member of the Opposition who had been seat pledged toe stand up for
the rights of Ontario. He imagined the people of Glengarry addressing
their member as a native ot Glengarry to the manner born, but remind.
ing him that he was a long time out of Ontario and under the Influence
of the Mousseaus, the Chapleaus, the Carons, the hangevins of Quebec,
who had not the kindliest foelngs towards the Province of Ontario.
They recollected when Upper Canada paid the taxes and Lower Canada
spent them."
Thon we have another choice article from the Globe news.
paper. As I said, I only intend to quote from the organs
of the hon.gentlemen and their official documents. We find
in the Globe of February let, 1882, this language:

" To the everlasting disgrace of the Dominion Government and their
slavish majority in both flouses of Parliament, no similar Act Was
passed at Ottawa.
Again, on 4th February, 1882, we find this language:

" Do they mean simply that Sir John Macdonald, having for a long
time been obliged to fiad the chief source of his power in the spirit of
reaction which is still unfortunately no strong in Quebec, is determined
to make use of that power to the utmost? I he playing the double but
dangerous game of pandering to the prejudices and the dread of pro-
gress of our French fellow citizens, at the ame lime that he is uuing
them to check and punish the Opposition ? It would be not ouly di:-
couraging but exasperating to Ontario in particular to find the
politician, whom she had herself repeatedly repudiated, and who holds
his seat in Parliament by the grace of a purchased constituency at the
Pacifi, converting the heavy inertia of French Oonservatism into a
force for the punishment and humiliation of his own Province."

Thon we find again another choice article in the Globe of
February 14th:

"I He (Sir John) disregarded the call of honor at the dictation of the
Fieuch Bleus, and by way of punishing Ontario for supporting Mfr.
Mowat." lu case Mr. Meredith were successful, "then in that case,
the Bleus would of course direct the policy of a Tory Government at
Toronto as they direct the policy of the Tory Government at Ottawa."

It must be very flattering to these gentlemen to know what
power they really have. I think it important to lot them
know what the opinion of the leading men of the Reform
party in Ontario really is on this question. Thon we
find that a certain gentleman now in this fHouse, but who
got the go-by at the polls, on April 3rd, 1882,-I refer to
the hon. member for Bothwell.

Mr. MILLS. I did not get the go-by.
Mr. RYKERT. Oh! yes, you did.
Mr, MILLS. No.
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Mr. RYKERT. If the hon. gentleman did not get the
go-by, he had a very narrow escape, for his enormous
majority of several hundred was reduced to a small majority
of 16.

Mr. MILLS. Not at ali. A majority of 295 the other
way was converted to-

Mr. RYKERT. I hope I am not making him uneasy.
He said, according to Bansard of that year, page 690:

" There is not a man from one end of the Province to the other who
does not know that the Prime Minister has been driven on in this policy
of spoliation by his Quebec coll eagues."

I heard him say "No, no," a little while ago, but if ho con-
sults that page of Hansard he will find that language. He
goes on to say:

" They refuse to recognise that we are one Dominion, and that the
growth and prosperity of any Province is an advantagc to every other
part of the Dominion. They env us our rights, and they would filch
from us a portion of our heritage.

That is the language which the hon. gentleman used
towards his friends from Lower Canada. So you will see
that, as far as the Grit orators in this House are concerned,
as far as the Grit members in the Province of Ontario are
concerned, they have shown a deep seated hatred to the
Province of Quebec; on every occasion which lias been
afforded them they have shown the same hostility to that
Province, and have pointed out the fact that the hon. the
Premier controls this Dominion by the support of his Lower
Canadian friends. Further even than that, they have
pointed out over and ovor again that this Government is
dependent upon, and controlled by, the members of the
several Provinces irrespective of the Province of Ontario.
It is my purpose to show that the real traitors to Ontario
are the men how holding the reins of power in that Pro-
vince. In order that these gentlemen may be able at
their leisure to study the real history of this case, and
that the people of the Province may know who are
really acting in their interests, I shall occupy the
attention of the House as briefly as possible in refer-
ring to what has been done in this case since 1872,
when the question of the western bourdary of Ontario
was first mooted by the present Government. The
House will rocollect-it has been referred to upon more
than one occasion-that the right hon. the leader of the
Government in the year 1872, expressed a strong desire for
the settlement of this question upon a legal basis, or its
settlement by a satisfactory tribunal, one which would meet
with the approval of this country. On the lst May, 1872,
the hon. gentleman recommended that a certain course of
procedure sbould be adopted. He recommended that the
question should be referred to the Privy Council, and that,
in the meantime, a commission should be appointed in
order that the Government of the disputed territory might
be properly carried on. Then, in his report of the 16th
May, 1872, I find, at page 232 of the Sessional Papers of
1872, this communication from the Hon. Joseph Howe:

"I am, at the same time, for reasons set forth in the memorandum, to
invite the Government of Ontario to concur with the Government of
Canada in a statement of the case now in dispute between the said Gov-
ernments respecting such boundaries, for immediate reference to the
judicial committee of the Privy Council, with the view to a settilement,
by a judgment or a decision of that tribunal, of the western and
northern boundaries of Ontario. I am also to urge upon the Government
of Ontario the necessity, in view of the facts stated in the last paragraph
of the accompanying memorandum, of arranging with the Government
of the Dominioa for some joint course of action as to the granting ofland
and of mining licenses, reservation of royalties, etc., in the portion of
territory in controversy, and for this purpose I have to request you to
move your Governmentto appoint a commissioner tomeet the Hon. J. C.
Aikins to arrange such joint system on the understanding that any such
arrangement, when ratified by the two Governments, shall be held to bind
both, and shall be subject to the decision of the judicial committee of the
Privy Council upon the question of the boundaries, and that, after such
decision, titles to lands or mining rights shall be confirmed by the Gov-
ernment, whether of Canada or of Ontario, as shaUunder the decision of
the Privy Qouncil, be the proper party to legalise the sale."

Mr. RErT.

That was signed "Joseph Howe, Secretary of State for the
Provinces." So, from the very outset, the presont leader
of the Governmont was desirous to have the question
settled, and settled forever, by a proper tribunal recognised
by everyone, and, in the moantime, in order that that dis-
putod territory might be properly governed, he urged that
a commission should be appointed to arrive at a decision
satisfactory to the Dominion and to the Province of Onta-
rio, and he placed that proposal before the Government of
Ontario.Now, instead of accepting that proposition, you
will sec at once that Mr. Mowat went off in a dfferent direc-
tion. No, I beg his pardon; it was then the present leader
of the Opposition ; because I think, if I recollect rightly,
that he only resigned on the 21st August of the same year,
although his hon. colleague I find was paid to the 1st Octo-
ber. I find on the 31st of May, 1872, at page 233 of the
documents to which I have referred, this communication
from the clerk of the Executive Council of the Province of
Ontario, addressed to the Dominion Government:

" EXCOUTIVE CoUNCIL CHAMBER, 31st May, 1872.
With reference to the proposed submission to the judicial com-

mittee of the Privy Council, this committee begs to observe that the
solution of the boundary question depends upon numerous tacts, the
evidence as to many of which is procur&ble only in America, and the
collection of which would involve the expenditure of much time ; and
upon the whole, the committee is of opinion that the more satistactory
way of settling the question, should the Government of Canada still
decline tu negotiate for a conventional boundary, would be by reter-
ence to a commission sitting on this side of the Atlantic, and the com-
mittee recommendi that, without for the present dealing definitely
with the proposal of the Government of Canada for a reference to the
judicial committee, this counter suggestion should be made to that
Government. The committee of Council entertains a strong convic-
tion that it is the duty of the G(overnment of Ontario to retain, in the
meantime, the control of the lands within the boundaries claimed by
it; but as it is anxious that the policy of the Government with refer-
ence to the disposition of these lands should, so far as practicable, con.
form to the views of the Government of Canada, the committee agrees
that an effort should be made to avoid the possible difficulties arising
from the claims put forward by that Government, and with this view
the Committee recommends that the Hon. R. W. Scott should be re-
quested to confer with the Hon. J. C. Aikins, as proposed by the dis-
patch of the 16th of May.

(Certified,) J. G. ScoTr,
Clerk E. C.

Now, Sir, I wish particularly to refer to the com-
munication from the Dominion Government, because
Mr. Mowat has repeatedly declared on the floor
of the Legislature and published in his organ,
that up to 18t,2 ho had never hoard of a reference to the
Privy Council. I want to show that he knew of it from the
very commencement, and that at first ho appeared to be
favorable to it, provided he would not be obliged to search
through the papers referred to in the extract I have
just read; he was at the time favorable to leaving it to the
Privy Council or some other tribunal. I wish the flouse to
keep this in mind, because I intend to show how ho deceived
the members of the Ontario louse and endeavored to deceive
the people of the Province of Ontario, by saying that up to
1882 ho had never heard of a reference to the Privy Council.
Well, Sir, the Government, then led by the right hon. gen-
tleman at the head of the.present Government, went out of
office in October, 1873; and we find that even the Mac-
kenzie Government was in favor of a reference of the matter
to the Privy Council, and so much were they in favor of it
that the very first act of that Government was to direct
their Secretary of Stato to demand from the Ontario Gov-
ernment why they had not answored the communication I
have referred to, of the 16th of May, 1872, that is, from the
Hon. Joseph Howe, Secretary of State, to the Hon. W. P.
Howland.

Mr. MILLS. That was not the Mackenzie Government ?
Joseph Howe was not a member of the Mackeznie Govern-
ment.

Mr. RYKERT. I did not say ho was. I stated that when
the Mackenzie Government came into power their very first
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act-and a very hurried one it was-was to compel their
Secretary of State to ask for the answer of the Ontario
Government to Mr. Howe's communication of the 16th
May, 1872, which is based upon the report of a gentleman
whom I see here called "J. A. Macdonald," and I assume
he is now the present gifted and honored leader of this
House. On the 26th of December, 1873, I find, at page 242
of this same document-I do not know whether the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) will deny its authenticity;
perhaps ho will--I find this letter:

"OTTAwA, 26th December, 1873.
" SIR,-I have the honor to invite your attention to the letter addres-

sed to your predecessor on the 12th November, 1872, covering a copy of
a reportoffHis Excellency the Governor General in Council, on the
subject of the northern and western boundaries of the Province of
Ontario. May I request that you will have the goodness to bring the
matter under the early notice of your Government, with a view to their
coming to a decision on the proposition contained in the Orderin Council
in question, to submit the question of the boundary to the decision of
the judicial committee of the Privy Council.

"(Signed), D. CHRIsTIE,

"Secretary of State.'

So you see, Mr. Speaker, I was right when I said that the
members of the Mackenzie Governmont were favorable to
referring that matter to the Privy Council. They asked
for an answer, they urged an answer, but that answer
was not given, as you will sec; it was entirely evaded. I
think I shall be able to show what caused the delay and
what has been the cause of all the dfficulty in settling th is
important and vexed question. I find the next act of the
Ontario Government was to place in the hands of the
Lieutenant-Governor certain language to be used in opening
ths Legislature of Ontario, on the 8th of January, 1871,
which I find at page 242:

" The collection of evidence with respect to our North-West boundary
is stifl goiog on; and the evidence for and against our claims will soon
be in a position to be referred to some tribunal for adjudication. I
have no apprehension as to the result. Meanwhile, informai negotiations
have taken place for the adoption of a provisional line, so that the
settiement of the important territory in dispute may not be delayed for
a decision as to the true and permanent baundary. Resolutions on the
aubject will probably be submitted for your consideration."

Now, as I said a few minutes ago, we find the statement re-
peated in the Local Legislature,.by the members of the
Government that the question of reference to the Privy
Council was never decided, never broached to them, never
thought of. Lot me show how truthful that statement is
by referring to the resolution moved by Mr. Mowat on the
24th of March, 1874. Hie is evidently either at fault in bis
memory, or rather economical of the truth. I find, at page
242, this resolution :

" Resolved, That this House approves of the reference of the question
of the western boundary of this Province to arbitration, or to the Privy
Council, according as the Lieutenant Governor in Council shall see fit
and approves, likewise, of the adoption of a provisional boundary line in
the meantime; on such terms as may be agreed upon between the Gov-
ernment of the Dominion and the Government of this Province."

You will see that up to 1874 Mr. Mowat was in accord with
the right hon. leader of the present Government, as regards
the importance of having the question settled by an import-
ant tribunal, and that one of the important tribunals that
ho recognised was the Privy Council. Thon we go on
further and we find, in 1874, an extract from the speech
delivered by the Lieutenant-Governor of Ontario, in which
ho looks forward hopefully to a settlement of the question
in a very short time. I shall presently show where the
delay has been and what has been the cause of the delay.
Instead of its being the fault of the present Dominion Gov-
ernment, I shall show that it has been caused entirely by
the Ontario Government, and is entirely a difficulty of their
own creation. On 12th November, 1874, I find the Lieu-
tenant-Governor used the following language :-

" In accordance with a resolution passed at your last Session, with
respect to the westerly and northerly boundaries of the Province, my
Government and the Government of tàe Dominion have agreed on a
provisional lin.-"

55'

I wish the House to bear in mind that fact-that they had
agreed upon a piovisional line-in order that I may further
show the misstatements made by the Premier of Ontario:
" to be assumed as correct for the purpose of land grants by each Govern-
ment, until the true and permanent boundary shall be ascertained and
determined, and have agroed to leave to arbitration the question as to
the permanent boundary. Two distinguished gentlemen have been
selected for the office of arbitrators, and they are soon to enter upon
their duties, and will probably finish their work in the early part of
next year."

That states that they had corne to some agreement, and you
will find that the Province of Ontario lad agreed to refer
the matter to an arbitration, and at the same time recom-
mended that the Legislatures of Ontario and the Dominion
should take joint action upon that question and pass Acts by
means of which the territorial award should be recognised
whenever it was made. I find, on the 10th of Novomber,
1874, at page 246 of this document, that Hon. Adam Crooks,
then one of the Ministers of the Province of Ontario,
referred to the resolutition passed in the Local Logislature,
as follows :-IIo said:
" By a resolution of the Legislative Assembly, passed on the 3rd day

of March last, the House approved of the reference of the question of the
western boundary of this Province to arbitration or to the Privy
Council, according as the Lieutenant-Governor in Council should sue
fit. It is considered by Your Excellency's Council to be expedient that
the question of the northern boundary of this Province should be doter-
mined at the same time as the western boundary, though the determin-
ation of the northern boundary is not of so pressing importance as the
other. lu view of these objecte, the undersigned, before bis late visit to
Ottawa, on other public business, was authorised by the other members
of Your Excellency's Council to propose (subject to Your Excellency's
approval) to the Government of the Dominion that the question con-
cerning the northern and western boundaries of the Province of Ontario
should be determined by a reference to arbitrators to be mutually
agreed upon, and whose standing and ability miglit readily be expected
to secure for their decision the confidence ahke of the people of Ontario
and the people of the Dominion."

I wish to direct the attention of hon. gentlemen opposite
to this passage:

' The undersigned recommends that the Province agree te concurrent
action with the Dominion in obtaining such legislation as may be neces-
sary fer giving binding effect to the conclusion which may be arrived
at."

I wish the House to notice the words "may be arrived at,"
because 1 shall show what kind of Order in Council was
passed, and that they left a loophole through which they
could crawl.
" And for establishing the northern and western boundaries of the

Province of Ontario in accordance therewith."

That communication wais sent to the Dominion Govern-
ment, and I point this out particularly, bocause I find that
the Globe and Mr. Mowat have both stated publicly that
Mr. Mackenzie nover intended to pass an Act of Parliament
ratifying and confirming the award before it was made. I
find that on 12th November, 1874, the following memo-
randum was sont by the Dominion Privy Council:-

" On a memorandum, dated 12th November, 1874, from the Hon. Mr.
Mackenzie, stating that he recommends concurrence in the proposition
of the Government of Ontario to determine, by means of a refercce, the
northern and western boundaries of that Province relatively to the rest
of the Dominion.

" That the Ontario Government having named the Hon. Wm. Buell
Richards, Chief Justice of Ontario, as one of the referees, lie summits
the name of the Hlon. Lemuel Allan Wilmot, formerly Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor of the Province of New Brunswick, to act in conjunction with
him, and advises that authority be given themi to agree upon a third
person, not being a resident of Canada, and that the determination of a
majority of such three referees be final and conclusive upon the limita
to be taken as and for such boundaries respectively.

"Ie further recommends that the Dominion agree to concurrent
action with the Province of Ontario in obtaining such legislation as
may be necessary for giving binding effect to the conclusions arrived
at, and for establishing the northern and western limits of the Province
of Ontario in accordance therewith."

That memorandum was signed by Mr. limsworth, clerk of
the Privy Council. Hon. members will see that while the
words used by the Ontario Government were, " conclusion
which may be arrived ut," Mr. Mackenzie used the worda
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" conclusions arrived at." So hon. members will see that
by playing with words the Mackenzie Government escaped
the responsibility of passing an Act of Parliament, which
they solemnly declared they would do, and which Mr.
Mowat declared over and over again it was the intention
of the Dominion Government to pass. The Lieutenant-
Governor stated that the arbitrators would complete the
award in 1875. We do not, however, hear anything more
of the matter, until action is taken by the Local Legislature.
On 21st December, 1874, the Local Legislature passed an
Act in accordance with the recommendation of Mr. Crooks,
and with the agreement made with the Mackenzie Govern-
ment, which Act recites :

" And whereas, subject to the approval of the Parliament of Canada
and the Legislature of Ontario, it has been agreed by the Governments
of the Dominion of Canada and the Province of Ontario, that he ques-
tions which have arisen concerning the said boundaries should be
determined by reference to arbitration.'

It goes on to say :
" The Legislature of the Province of Ontario consents that the Parlia-

ment of Canada may declare that the boundaries, which, by the award
of the arbitrators aforesaid, or of any two of the arbitrators aforesaid,
may be decided to be the northerly and westerly boundaries respectively
of this Province, shall be declared to be the northerly and westerly
boundaries thereof; or, in case the award shall be as to the westerly
boundary alone, the same may be in like manner declared by the Parlia
ment of Canada as aforesaid, and that the Parliament of Canada may
thereby increase, diminish or otherwise alter the northerly and westerly
limita of the Province ot Ontario, so that the sane may be in accord-
ance with the award."

So the Mowat Government, by passing that Act, deter-
mined to ratify the award, no matter what it might be,
whether it gave 1,000,0000 square miles to Ontario or
100,000 square miles; and Mr. Mowat told the Legisla-
ture, in his speech, that they had agreed with the Dominion
Government to secure concurrent action of the Dominion
Parliament; but nothing was done by the Dominion
Government, although the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) was a leading spirit in it, until some time iu 1878.
I will point out presently the reasons why such a course
was adopted, and show there never was any intention on
the part of the Mackenzie Government to ratify the award,
unlees they found it to be very favorable to the Dominion.
We find that an agreement was entered into by the Do-
minion Government and the Ontario Government in regard
to the government of that territory. A line was
agreed n n. A provisional arrangement was made
between .Laird and Mr. Pardee, the former representing
the Dominion and the latter the Ontario Goverument. That
agreement was approved by Order in Council, so that in the
event of the question not being decided for any considerable
length of time, the Government of the country should still
go on, lands should be sold, and everything, except leases,
should be granted ; and the agreement as regards the last
named was afterwards amended, on the recommenda-
tion of the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), so that
leases weie actually made a portion of the agreement
as well as grants of land. We find that in 1875 the Lieut.
enant-Governor of Ontario again refers to the question in a
communication to the Legislature, in which he says:

"Since the dissolution of the lat House the question of the northerly
and westerly boundaries of the Province lias continued to receive the
attention of the Government. Informal negotiations have taken place,
with respect to both a compromise line and the arbitration which thé
Leglislature authorised, but no final result bas been arrived at; mean-
while, steps have been taken for obtaining some additional evidence,
expeeted to be of value."

Nothing was done except the passing of the Act of Parlia-
ment, and the reference to the question in the Governor's
speech, until some time in 1877. Thon the Lieutenant-
Governor announced that everything was ready for the final
settlement to be made in a few months. That was in Jan-
uary, 1877, but no decision was arrived at until a year and
a.half after that time. Again the Lieutenant-Governor makes
an excuse for not baving the arbitration carried out, and
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we bear nothing more till after August, 1878, when the
award was made. lIn December of that year the Mowat
Government were very anxious to have the award ratified.
During the four years nothing was said in regard to the
Mackenzie Government passing an Act of Parliament,
nothing was said about that Govern ment ratifying the award
and carrying out, in good faith, the agreement; but so soon as
Sir John A. Macdonald came into power, hon. gentlemen op-
posite wanted the question settled and the award confirmed.
We find that on 20th January, 1880, a communication was
sent by this Government, in reference to an Act disallowing
a certain Bill. To this communication Mr. Mowat made
reply, and on the 3rd March, 1880, he induced his majority
in the Local Legislature to pass a resolution, agreeing that
the award should be sustained, and that the matter should
neither be compromised nor carried further. This the Gov-
ernment of the Dominion refused to do, on the ground that,
as they set out in a communication of the Minister of
Justice, the award was not a legal and binding award; that
the arbitrators had not found as they were ordered to find,
namely, to ascertain the true legal boundary. in answer
to that despatch Mr. Mowat sent a communication demand-
ing that the award should be ratified, and stating that he
would accept nothing else. Then we find that on the 27th
of January, 188z, the Secretary of State, Mr. Mousseau, act-
ing on behalf of this Goverument, sent a communication to
Mr. Mowat, offering to refer the matter to the Privy Council,
and offering at the same time to make a provisional agree-
ment for the government of the disputed territory,
and he endeavored to have the question settled in a sat-
isfactory and legal manner. I find that at page 468 of these
same Sessional Papers we have the communication of Mr.
Mousseau. He refers to the fact that an under-
standing had been made to refer the matter to the
Privy Counel; that ho offers still to refer it, and he points
out, in reply to the objection, that if it went to the Privy
Council there was no provisional arrangement between the
two Governments, that the provisional agreement between
them was still in existence. He asks to have the same joint
authority maintained; he asks that the country shahl be
governed in the meantime in a certain specified manner,
and he simplifies the whole question, so that there would be
no difficulty here while the matter is, pending before the
Privy Council. In paragraph 24 I find this:

" They heartily wish that the proposal urged by the Dominion Gov-
ernment in 1872, for a submission to the judicial committee of the
Privy Council, had been accepted by Ontario, and they cannot but at-
tribute much of the inconvenience and delay alleged in your despatch
to have occurred to the refusal of Ontario to unite in such a
submission."

Every word of this was true. Then ho says in paragraph 25:
" To the arbitration of 1874 His Excellency's Government was unable,

for the reasons assigned, to give their adhesion ; but, with Ontario, they
believed it to be of the greatest importance that the dispute should be
settled, and they will be anxious to further in every way in their power
the submission of the question either to the 8upreme Court of Canada or
to an eminent legal functionary, to be mutually agreed upon; or, if it
be preferred by the two Provinces of Ontario and Manitoba, to the
judicial sommittee of the Privy Council, although His Excellency's
advisers would prefer that it should be decided in Canada, either by the
high legal functionary, as suggested, or by the Supreme Court, with the
right of applying to the judicial committee of the Privy Council for an
appeal to the Queen from any decision which may be arrived at, should
either Province desire it."

So you see that they still continued to desire to have the
question settled by the Privy Council. Then, in paragraph
29 of this report, we have this:

" The assumption, in yourdespatch, that the conventional boundary
terminated on the 3rd August, 1878, the date of the award referred to,
seeme to bu without foundation: but if the conventional Une is to be
considered as having been then abrogated, it must be considered as at
an end for all purposes, leaving both parties to assert their own rights
in reference to all the questions involved."

So, you see that this Government, through its Secretary of
State, offered to continue to enforce the agreement between
Mr. Mackenzie and Mr. Mowat in aIl its detailn, and they
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further desired that the country should be governed by the
appointment of certain judicial officers, so that the excuse
which Mr. Mowat made, that they could not agree on any
arrangements, was a flimsy answer to a document which
showed clearly what this Government desired to do
on that question. It finally winds up in this way :j

" As regards the government of the country and the enforcement of
law and order in the mean time, it was intimated to Mr. Mowat, at the
interview above referred to, that the Government of the Dominion
would bo ready te agree to such measures as were necessary to prevent
confusion in these important respects. The suggestion was then made,
that all justices of the peace residing in the disputed territory should
receive commissions from both Ontario sd Manitoba, and that aIl the
judges ofOntario and ail the judges of Manitoba should be put in a
joint commission as regards the disputed territory. The laws of Ontario
and Manitoba being alike in most respects, ne confusion wonldprobably
arise. That in criminal cases the Act 43 Vic., chap. 36, had made, it was
thought, satisfactory provision; or if there was anything doficient the
Government of the Dominion would b readyto askParliament to sup-
Py it. That where there was found to be a practical difference between
the laws of Ontario and those of Manitoba, the Government ot the
Dominion would use its good offices with the Government of Manitoba
te induce them te consent that the law to bo administered should be
that of Ontario, as regards all matters of provincial jurisdiction, until
the legal limits of both Provinces should be finally ascertained."

I have shown that the Government of this Dominion, the
present Government, not only desired to bring the matter
before tbe Privy Council, but met Mr. Mowat on fair and
reasonable terms, in order to have that question settled
finally and forever. What answer was given to that pro-
posal ? The answer was given by Mr. Mowat in a very
petulant manner. The concluding portion of the report
which was sent to this Government on the 18th of February,
1882, contains the following language, which goes to show
that the course which the Oatario Gavernment wished to
pursue was, only to have the award ratified. They would
agree to nothing, except to take the award, bad as it was,
and bad as it was pronouneed to be by the leader of the
opposition in 1882. Mr. Mowat says :

"But I am advised that no provisional arrangement would be se
satisfactory, or se beneficial te the developnent or settlement of the
territory, the maintenance of order, and the due administration of
justice therein, as the just course of obtaining, without further delay,
by nroper legislatian from the Federal Parliament and the Legislature
of Manitoba, the recognition of the award as the final adjustment of the
boundaries of this Province. The evils already endured are beyond
recall, but the continuance or aggravation of them from this time for-
ward is in the bands of your Government,

That, Sir, was the answer made by Mr. Mowat; he was
determined to take the right hon. gentleman at the head of
the Government by the throat, and to say: Unless you
agree to my terms and ratify the award unconditionally, I
will have nothing to do with you. This Parliament, in
1882, as I have already said, passed a resolution agreeing to
refer the whole matter, and to make conditionai arrange-
ments in the meantime. On the 4th of April, 1882, Mr.
Plumb moved the following resolution :-

" That in the opinion of this House it is expedient that the western
and northern boundaries of Ontario should be finally settled by reference
t to, and an authorative decision by either the Supreme Court of Canada,
or the judicial committee of the Privy Council in Great Britain, or by
the Sapreme Court in the first place, subject to a final submission to
the judicial committee, as the Province of Ontario may choose ; that
such decision should be obtained either on appeal in a friendly action
brought for the purpose, or by reference to the said courts, or either or
both of them, by Ber Majesty, under the powers conferred upon Her by
the Imperial and Canadian Parliaments, as the Government of Ontario
m ay prefer ; and that the said reference should be based on the evidence
collected and printed, with any additional documentary evidence, if
such there is, and that, pending the reference, the administration of the
the lande shall be entrusted to a joint commission, appointed by the
Governments of Canada and Ontario."

So you will see that having ascertained that Mr. Mowat's
Governmont refused to accept the proposition contained in
the document of the Seocretary of State, of the 27th January,
1882, that Government having refused to accept the propo-
sition to establish the conventional agreement made be-
tween Mr. Mowat and Mr. Mackenzie, having refused to
entermain any proposition whatever,_this House, knowing,

that the award was illegal, knowing from so high an autho-
rity as the leader of the Opposition, that the award was not
a legal and binding award, and having heard from all who
knew anything about the question that the award was not
a legal and binding award, this louse, in the exorcise of its
discretion, in the exorcise of its rights and privileges as the
trustee and guardian of the people of the Dominion, passed
a resolution declaring that they were desirous of having the
question settled finally and forever by a tribunal, and in the
mean time that the disputed territory should be left untram-
melled and unencumbered. But to that proposition Mr.
Mowat turned a doaf ear. Then, we find that a communi-
cation was sent on the 2nd beptomber, 1882, from the Hon.
Hector L. Langevin, for tho Secretary of State, to the Gov-
ernment of Ontario, in which ho encloses the resolution
passed by this House, and points out that it was carried by
a large majority of the House, 116 yeas against 44 nays, and
goes on to say:

" His Excellency desires me to invite the attention of your Govern-
ment to this unmistakable expression of opinion of the representatives
of the people of the Dominion, and further to state that bis Ministers are
not only prepared but anxious to make ail necessary arrangements in
connection with the Government of Ontario, for giving effect to such
resolutions with all convenient speed."

So, I think the House must be satisfied, so far as this Gov-
ernment are concerned, that from 1878 down to 1882 they
were desirous of having the matter fairly settled by the
Privy Council. The Government of Ontario were asked to
give an answer to this communication. Well, what do we
find ? On the 2nd of September, 1882, Mr. Mowat replies,
and in a very petulant manner, says : What do I care about
your resolution ? It was passed by a majority from the
different Provinces; you had not a majority of those
who alone should properly vote on that resolution. In that
communication ho held by the statement made by him on
the floor of Parliament, that Ontario had not got her just
deserts, and that the boundary ought to extend to the Rocky
Mountains. He says:

" The despatch further mentions, that the resolution was passed by a
large majority of the members of the House of Commons (116 to 44);
and the despatch invites the attention of this Government to this un-
mistakable expiession of opinion on the part of the House of Com-
mons.

" The undersigned would respectfully recommend that the attention
of the Federal Government be in turn invited to the fact, that resolu-
tions on the same subject were passed by the Ontario Assembly in the
Legislative Sessions of 1880 and 1881, with but one dissentient voice on
either occasion, and in the Session of 1882, by a majority of two to one ;
and that the attention of the Federal Government be called to the 'un-
mistakable expression of opinion ' on the part of the reprosentatives of
the people of the Province which is shown by the votes on these reso-
lutions. The resolutions were promptly communicated to the Dominion
Government, and have received no attention from that Government."

Wh y, Sir, who voted for that resolution in this Parliament ?
We find that 47 from Ontario voted in favor of it, and 23
against it. Surely, Sir, those gentlemen representing
Ontario constituencies in this Parliament must have known
that they had just as much right to look after the interests
of the Province ot Ontario as the members of the Provin-
cial Legislature. Mr. Mowat pointed to the fact that his
resolution was carried by a vote of 50 against 25, and he
says: Unless you accept my proposition to ratify that
award, 1 shall advise my Government to resist and
to take possession of that territory. These, Sir,
are the documents to which I wish to refer, showing the
course pursued by the Ontario Government upon this ques-
tion-documents which, when they are perused by the
people of Ontario, will show that the Dominion Government
have acted consistently throughout. Now, we find that in
1879, Mr. Mowat ratified that award by an Act of Parlia-
ment. Mr. Mowat first claimed that the Province of Ontario
had not got her just deserts, that she was in fact robbed by
the arbitration, but ho next asked the House to ratify the
award. The preamble of that Act says:
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" And whereas the effect of the said award is to give to this Province

less territory than had been claimed on behalf of the Province, and more
territory than the Goverrment of Canada had consented to be within
the limite of the Province or than was contained within the provisional
boundary line aforesaid; ard whereas by chapter 28 of the Acts of Parlia-
ment of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, passed in the
Session held in the 34th and the 35th years of Her Majesty's reign, and
intituled 'An Act respecting the establishment of Provinces in the
Dominion of Canada,' it is enacted that the Parliament of Canada may,
from time to time, with the consent of the Legislature of any Province
In the Dominion, inerease, diminish, or otherwise alter the limits of such
Province, upon such terme and conditions as may be agreed to by the
said Legislature,. and may, with the like consent, make provisions
respectinq the ef'ect and operation of any such increase or diminutions
or alteration of territory in relation to any Province affected thereby ;
and whereas it is. proper that the boundaries determined by the said
award be adopted and confirmed-"

The Bill then enacts that the boundaries as declared by
the award shall be accepted by the Province of Ontario as
the true boundaries of the Province. That, Sir, concludes
the documentary evidence which we have before us in refe-
ronce to this question. Now, Sir, I have shown what was
the position of the Dominion Parliament by the records of
the Ontario Legislature, and I think that hon. gentlemen,
after a careful perusal of what I have brought forward, will
come to the conclusion that this Government acted in the
best interest of the Province of Ontario. Now, Sir, it was
contended, in 1882, by myself and other members of the
Province of Outario, as one roason why the award should
not be ratified, that that award had not done justice to the
Province of Ontario. We based the conclusion we arrived
at, not only on the Act of Parliament, in which Mr. Mowat
declared that justice had not been done to Ontario, but on
statements made by him throughout the Province on dif-
ferent occasions, in the Local Legislature, and in his
manifestoes sont to this Government, all showing clearly
and conclusively that the Province of Ontario had not
been fairly dealt with; and, knowing that to be the
fact, we, representing the Province of Ontario. in this Logis-
lature, felt it to be our duty, if that award was not a legal
and binding award, to see that justice should be done to
Ontario, and that it sbould be ascertained clearly and con-
clusively whother or not her western boundary did not
extend to the Rocky Mountains, or how far west it did
extend beyond the point found by the arbitrators. Now,
we find that Mr. Mowat, in 1873, declared in his place in
Parliament that the westerly boundary of the Province
extended still farther west than what was found subsequently
by the award; and Mr. Caldwell, in moving the address in
answer to the speech of the Lieutenant.Governor, used this
language:

" The north-western boundary question was of the highest importance,
it being whether our western boundary was at Thunder Bay or some-
where between the Lake of the Woods or Lake Winnipeg, or even
farther west, perhaps as far as the Rocky Mountains. He thought that
anyone who looked into this question could not fail to see the arguments
for the farther lines were correct."

I point this ont in justification of the course we pursued, and
in order to show that Mr. Mowat placed in the mouth of the
mover of the address his opinion that the westerly boundary
extended as far west as the Rocky Mountains. Mr. Mowat
followed that up by the same contention before the arbitra-
tors. He pointed out that the previous Minister of Crown
lands, the Hon. Mr. Cauchon, the Hon. Mr. Draper, and other
eminent authorities, had concluded that the western boun-
dary of the Province extended to the Rocky Mountains ;
and in the case before the arbitrators, as published by him-
self, at page 267, he says :

" In the present dispute, the claim of Ontario is to the boundaries
which were officially insisted upon by the Province of Canada before
Confederation, and by the Dominion afterwards. It is submitted that
the demand so made was just and well-founded."

Therefore, you will see, running through all his communica-
tions and his state documents, his declaration is that the west-
ern boundary of the Province of Ontario extended to the
Rocky Mountains; and one object I have in making this

Mr. RYXZRT.

motion, is to see what position Mr. Mowat took in bis argument
before the Privy Council ; because I am prepared, from lis
own documents, to show that ho was in favor of a boundary
farther west than the Lake of the Woods.

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

After Recess.

Mr. RYK ERT. When the House adjourned I was endea-
voring to show one reason why this Legislature was justi-
fied in not accepting the award of 1878. I was endeavoring
to show that Mr. Mowat and the Ontario Government had
always contended that the boundaries of Ontario extended
to the Rocky Mountains ; I pointed out that, throughout
all documents submitted by Mr. Mowat to the arbitrators,
according to every official document submitted by the
Ontario Government to this Government and the resolu-
tions passed by the Ontario Legislature in 1880, 1881, 1882,
1883, the fact is clearly pointed out that the western boundary
of Ontario extends to the Rocky Mountains. If such be
the case, if Mr. Mowat and the hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) were justified in their contention, in 1882; if the
hon. member for Bothwell took the right view of the case
in the reports submitted by him to the Mowat Administra.
tion, and in the pamphlet he published-if they were
correct, this House was amply justified in refusing to accept
an award which they knew to be illegal. I quoted from a
paragraph in the speech made by Mr. Caldwell, in moving
the address, in 1873, in which he pointed out the fact that
the'boundaries of Ontario extended west of the Rocky
Mountains. I find also that in the case submitted to the
arbitrators, as published in these official documents, that Mr.
Mowat used the following language :

" In the present dispute the claim of Ontario is to the boundaries which
were officially insisted upon by the Province of Canada before Confede-
ration and by the Dominion afterwards. I t is submitted that the demand
so made was just and well-founded."

I find also in a report of the proceedings before the arbi-
trators, in 1878, as reported in the Globe, that Mr. Mowat
used the following language:

"l He argued that Ontario had the same limits as Upper Canada, and the
same limits as, west of the division line between Upper and Lower
Canada. The Province of Canada had and the Dominion'of Canada had
before its purchase of the rights of the Hudson's Bay Company. In the
present dispute the claim of Ontario is ti the boundaries which were offi-
cially insisted upon by the Province of Canada before Confederation and
by the Dominion atterwards It is submitted that the demand so made
was just and well-founded."

Thon he quoted from an official paper of the Hon. Mr.
Cauchon, Commissioner of Crown Lands, in the year 1857,
in which ho claimed:

" That the westerly boundary of the Province extended as far as the
British territory, not otherwise organized, would carry it, which would
be to the Pacifie."

Thon we find that in the speech ho made in the town of
Woodstock, in addressing bis constituency, Mr. Mo at there
contended for the same boundary. On 18th December, 1878,
ho used this language:

" Little progress bas been made towards the solution of the problem
(the western boundary) before the Blake Government came into power,
but immediately upon bis assuming the reins of office (1874) he took
steps for the settlement. I succeeded him in the work. Some of the
questions involved in controversy hd been in dispute for centuries.
* * * Among the important questions which the Government of
Ontario had to deal with since Confederation, noue was of greater
moment, to us, as regards our future welfare, than this question of the
boundary between the Provinces."

Mr. Mowat, having expressed those views in 1878, still
adhered to them throughout all the official documents ho sent
this Government. At page 307 of the official documents
which contains the argument before the arbitrators, he said :

" But I shall show, that if I had no presumption in my favor, the con-
clusion, which I desire the arbitrators to arrive at are the conclusions
which they cannot but arrive at in view of all the facto."
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That Bhows that Mr. Mowat still continued to be influenced
by the opinion that the western boundary of Ontario extended
to the Rocky Mountains; and in every one of his official
despatches you will find, in one clauso or another, reference
to this fact. You will find, in an official despatch of 23rd
September, 1879:

"Further,the territory so awarded to Ontariois less than was comprised
il Upper Canada, according to the true intent and meaning of the Que-
bec Act (1774), as shown by its recitals, and by its known objects and
ita history, including the proceedings thereon in the House of Commons,
as reportpd in Cavendish's debates, and as set forth in the letter of the
Right Hon. Edmund Rurke, dated 2nd August, 1774, to his constituents,
the Province of New York, whose agent lie was at tho time. All these
documents are to be found among the printed documents already
mentioned."

Thon we find, in a resolution moved by himself, moved
In the Local Legislature, 3rd March, 1880, and among the
recitals of that resolution are the following :

" That on the 16th January, 1869, the Government of the Dominion,
through ita representatives, contended before Her Majesty's Imperial
Government, that the western boundary 1 extended to, and included the
country between the Lake of the Woods and the Red River,' and that
the northern boundary included 'the whole region of Hudson's Bay ;'
that the boundaries then claimed by the Government of the Dominion,
on behalf of Canada, as against the pretentions of the Hudson's Bay
Company, would, on the same grounds, be the boundaries of the
Province of Ontario, and would give to Ontario a territory vastly in
excess of that embraced in the award of the arbitrators."

In 1882 we find also one of his resolutions declaring
" That the award has assigned to Ontario less territory than His Ex-

cellency's present advisers as well as previous Canadian Governments,
had, in other contentions, invariably claimed to lie within this
Province."

Every thing points to the fact that Mr. Mowat, from the
commencement, was of the opinion that hIe western
boundary would extend to the Rocky Mountains. Now, i
propose to discuss very briefly the question as to who is
responsible for all this delay. It bas been frequently
charged in this House, and more frequently in the Ontario
Legislature, that the Dominion Government, under the
leadership of the right hon. member for Carleton (Sir
John A. Macdonald) has been and is responsible lor
al[ the delays which have occurred. I think those
hon. gentlemen who recollect the quotations I made before
recess will come to the conclusion, after a careful analysis
of them, that the delays were due to Mr. Mowat's Admin-
istration. I think I can show, by a recapitulation of what I
have placed before the House, that Mr. Mowat alone is
responsible for the delay. The first official document between
the two Governments -was on the recommendation of
the right hon. gentleman, the Premier, in May, 1872.
That document was formulated by an Order in Council of
16th May, 1872, which urged strongly upon the Ontario
Government the advisability of referring the question to the
Privy Council; in December, 1873, as I have shown, the Gov-
ernment of Mr. Mackenzie asked Mr. Mowat's Government
for an answer to the question submitted by the preceding
Dominion Government, as to whether the Ontario Govern-
ment would consent to a reference to the Privy Council, but
no answer was obtained; in January, 1874, the Lieutenant-
Governor of Ontario, in a speech from the Throne, promised
to give the matter his careful consideration, and during the
Session of 1874 a resolution of Mr. Mowat's was passed by
the Ontario Legislature agreeing to refer the whole
matter to the Privy Council or to an arbitration, as
the Governor in Council might think best; in June, 1874,
an agreement was made between the two Governments,
providing for proper government of the disputed territory
pending the decision, In November, 1874, Mr. Crooks
offered to refer the matter to arbitration. Mr. Mackenzie
agreed to this, and an Order in Council was passed, also
agreeing that there should be concurrent legislation. I
have shown the difference between the two Orders in
Council, the one agreeing to ratify the award to be made,
the other to ratify an award when made. In 1874 the

Government promised the Legislature that the whole matter
should be settled by 1875 ; in 1875 nothing was done. Who
was responsible? The Government of Ontario was in
accord with the Govornment of the Dominion. In 1876 the
same two Governments were in power, but still nothing was
done. In 1877 a change of arbitrators was made, and the
Lieutenant-Governor tells us the whole matter will be sottled
in a few months. In Aug-ust, 1878, the award was made -so
that betwoen September, 1873, and August, 1878, nothing of
consequence towards sottling the question of the western
boundary was done cithor by the Mackenzie Administra-
tion or the Mowat Governmont. Thus, for a delay
of nearly five years, the Mackenzie Government and
the Mowat Administration are responsible, while this
Government is charged for the delay in enforcing the
award, because they chose, in 1880, to enquire into the whole
case and ascertain whether the award was legal or not
Now, if Mr. Mowat had been sincere in the agreement which
he made with the Mackonzie Administration, howould
have insisted upon an Act being passed bore simultaneously
with bis own Act of Parliament, in accordance with the
provisions of the Orders in Council. If ho had been sincere
ho would have told the House why the Mackenzie (overn-
ment did not sanction that award in advance. Mr. Mowat
invariably kopt that from the Logislature; he kept them
in ignorance, and vory few persons except those who were
in Parliament knew anything about it. Almost every one
else believed that concurrent legislation had taken place,
but we now know why it did not tako place. We know that
MTr. Mlowat, in 1882, refused to accept a proposition made by
the right hon. the leador of the Government. Tuat pro-
position, as 1 have pointed out to the House, was a most
reasonable one. It not only endorsod uni ratified the
agreement made with the Mowat Government by the
Mackenzie Government, whole the question was being
docided, but in every way the Daminion Premier offared to
meet Mr. Mowat half way. But that the latter refused to
do. 11e passed resolution after resolutioa, affirming
the decision of bis Governmont, that tho award
should be ratified and nothing more. He would not
consent to any reforence, and upon flimsy pretexts of one
kind and the other, ho tells Parliamont that it is humili.
ating to the Province of Ontario to agree to a second
reference, because it would bo giving to the leader of this
Government an opportunity of rrawling out of it. But I
think the whole question is answered by a dispatch from
Mr. Mowat, which we find at page 464 of this official docu-
ment. This also is in koeping with and accords with
the views expressed by the hon. membor for Bothwell, in
which he declared that we wero acting as the enemies of
Ontario, and that we would get the enemies' reward. He
anticipated the general election. lHe looked to that tribunal
of the people which was to destroy the present leader of
the G-overnment. And Mr. Mowat, anticipating, of course,
the same result, got a little bold in one of bis documents,
and refused, after various protexts of one kind or the
another, to be bound by any proposition made by the Dom-
inion Government, and ho finally lots the cat out of the bag
by showing that ho anticipated a change of Government.
iReferring to the provisional agreement, ho says:

'' A reference to the judicial committee of the Privy Council, or to
any other tribunal, would involve much loss of time; and meanwhile
the advices received from the territory indicate that the timber therein
is being de3trayed; that enormous quantities of it are being practically
lost to the Province; and that the development ofthe territory is ar-
rested, to the permanent injury of this Province, by the continued ab-
sence of undisputed authority to enforce order, administer justice, and
grant titles."

Now, when ho penned that document, ho showed how
economical ho was of the truth. He know right well that
the leader of this Government had officially declared that
they considered the agreement then in force which Mr.
Mackenzie had made with Mr, Mowat, and Mr. Mousseai's
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dispatch points out that the Government desires that
agreement to be still enforced, and in the meantime to give
to the Government of the Province some joint authority
satisfactory to the Governments of both Provinces. lie
goes on further:

" Without such provisional arrangements, this Province may as well
wait for the confirmation of the award, which (so far as concerns the
rights and powers still remaining to the Dominion), my Government
confidently expect from another Parliament, as go to the expense and
have the unavoidable delay of a second litigation."

There ho anticipated a defeat of the present Government.
That was predicted by the present leader of the Opposition.
He was anxious to appeal to the tribunal of the people; ho
did appeal to the tribunal of the people, and there is the
result. Anyone who will carefully peruse these official
documents must come to the conclusion that the delay has
been occasioned by Mr. Mowat himseif. Mr. Mowat, upon
several occasions, as I said, made statements in the Logis-
lature which are not corroborated by bis own official docu-
ments. Whether they were made designedly to deceive
the people, or in ignorance of the true state of the facts, I
am not prepared to say ; but I may safely say that he for-
got what bis official documents contained, what the true
record, as laid before the people. was. On the 27th January,
188., the Globe gives Mr. Mowat's speech, and I bave the
Globe itsolf in my desk, if anyone doubts the truth of what
1 assert, for I have come charged and primed with official
documents. Mr. Mowat, in his speech in the Legislature,
says :-

" A reference to the Privy Council bas not been proposed to us yet.
It is true Minist-rs have expressed opinions iu favor of that mode of
settlement, but a reference to the Privy Council cannot be had without
a consent as to the facts and the material on which they would decide
the question."

He says that no reference was ever yet proposed to him. I
have read the official document of the leader of the Govern-
ment, of the 16th of May,1872, and I have also read-and per-
haps it will do no harm to read it again-a resolution
moved by Mr. Mowat himself, to see if it is true that no
proposition had ever been made to them. On the 23rd
March, 1874, Mr. Mowat moved:

"That this Hous anproves of the reference of the question of the
western boundary of this Province to arbitration, or to the Privy Coun-
cil, according as the Lieutenant-Governor in Council shall see fit,"

So you will see that Mr. Mowat states, in reference to the
proposed reference to the Privy Council, what is, in my
opinion, quite at variance with the fact. He also puts in
the mouth of the mover of the Address language which
shows conclusively that Mr. Mowat was mistaken when he
said that no pi oposal of the kind had boen made to him.
Mr. Caldwell, in moving the Address, on the 10th January,
1873, said:

" He felt satisfied that, when the question was further ventilated by a
perusal of the archives in Paris and London, we could not fail to suc-
ceed before the Privy Council, before which the case would, he hoped,
soon come."

It is generally understood that the mover of an Address,
in speaking in Parliament upon the Address, speaks
authoritatively, and Mr. Caldwell said this would shortly
go before the Privy Council. He must have spoken by the
authority of Mr. Mowat. I am justified in that statement,
because, on the 23rd March following, Mr. Mowat moved a
resolution to refer it to the Privy Council, and yet ho tells
us that the question had not been submitted to him. I do
not know if this House wants more evidence upon that

p oint to satisfy it that Mr. Mowat kncw that the Dominion
overnment was in favor of going to the Privy Council,

before he was forced at last by Mr. Miller to come to terms.
We have also some other references which will go to show
in what an extraordinary manner these gentlemen have
acted. We find, in January, 1883, the Globe made use of
these words:

Mr. RYKERT.

"Mr. Mowat, long ago, consente7d to have the bonadary question sub
mitted to the judicial committee of the Privy Council."
And yet Mr. Mowat said that he never heard of it, and that
no such proposition was made to him. On 3rd January,
1883, according to the Globe, Mr. Mowat, at the Reform
convention in Toronto, made use of this extraordinary
language, which shows that his memory was at fault:

" 'The suggestion has been made that the matter should be left to the
Privy Council. That proposition has, to some persons, a look of equity
and reason which is on the surface only. If I were to accede to a pro-
posai to leave the matter to the Privy Connil, not only would I b.
acceding to that which it was unjust to demand, not only would I be
putting this Province to an expense to which it ought not to b sub-
jected, but i would really be enabling the Dominion Government to
delay indefinitely any settlement at ail. "

So you will see that ho always refers to the Privy Council,
notwithstanding his plea made upon the floor or Parliament.
Those who know anything at ail about the affairs of the
Province of Ontario will recollect that in the Session of
1880 Mr. Mowat voted the sum of $10,000 for the parpose
of paying the expenses of a trial before the Privy Council.
Thon, Sir, no later than the 29th January, 1885, Mr. Mowat
delivered one of those beautiful diatribes of his against this
Government, endeavoring to stir up a feeling of Province
against Province, and raising the animosity of the people
of Ontario against the people of Quebec and the Miaritime
Provinces, in his anxiety to croate capital for his party at
Lhe next general election, and he made another violent
speech, an extract from which I will read :

" The question of arbitration wag accepted by the people's represea-
tatives and they were never called upoo to express an opinion in regard
to leaving that to the Privy Council."

Now, Sir, this speech was made no later than six weeks ago,
wherein he affirms that no proposition was ever made to
leave it to the Privy Council, that Parliament never con-
sidered it, and that, too, in the face of his own resolation
that I have read. Yet I suppose hon. gentlemen opposite
will applaud that kind of thing; I suppose they will say
that it is ail right, but I say it is consistent with Mr.
Mowat's whole course of vacillation throughout, a determi-
nation to throw the odium upon the present Govern-
ment, to stir up a feeling of antagonism against the Pro-
vince of Ontario, in order by that means to affect the seats
of members from that Province in this Legislature. That
is his whole desire and hope, and I think any impartial
mind will corne to the conclusion that Mr. Mowat bas
displayed an unusual amount .of hypocrisy upon this
whole question. Now, I will ask, did Mr. Mowat or Mr.
Mackenzie ever intend to ratify the award? We have seen,
in the quotation from the Globe, which I read before recess,
and which I read two years ago in this Parliament4 , that Mr.
Mackenzie reserved to himself the right to accept or reject
the award, as he thought fit. Mr. Mowat had himself
contended that legislation of a concurrent character should
be passed, and that both Governments shoull be bound to
accept the award, no matter what it was. Mr. Mowat led
Parliament to believa that both Legislatures were agreed
upon that point. They went through the miserable formula
of passing Orders in Counoil, they procured an Act of Par-
liament ratifying an award to be made, and yet Mr. Mac-
kenzie quietly sits by and allows the arbitration to go on.
For what reason, Sir? Because ho felt the importance of
being able to-accept or roject the award. I quoted a short
time ago what they had agreed to do, and pointed to the
Order in Council by which there should be concurrent logis-
lation. Now, I find, as I pointed out to the lHouse, that
there is a discrepancy between the two Orders in Oouneil ;
the one retors to the award that may be made, and the other
to the award when made. If any person wants to be satisfied
as regards the position which those gentlemen occupied, they
have only to refer to the debates in the Local Legilature,
and also to an editorial in their own organ. In a speech
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made by Mr. Meredith, on the 27th January, 1882, he made
this statement:

"An important admission had been made by the member for North
Brant (Mr. Young) who was in the confidence ot the Government at
Ottawa. This member had said the Govern ment (Mackenzie) were either
afraid of being embarrassed by the votes of the representatives of Que-
bec, or that tfey did not think it was proper to bind a subseqient Par-
lisament by the ratification in advance of that award."

That is the statement made by the leader of the Opposition,
in the presence of the leader of the Government, and not a
single word was said in opposition to it. The Globe of
1Oth July, 1883, says:

" Mr Mackenzie, however, decided to wait until lie knew what the
award was before it was eonfirmed."

And yet, in the face of that opinion of their own Govern.
ment, these gentlemen contend that this Government should
ratify the award immediately, no matter what the award
was. And again, on the 8th Marh, 1882:

I Mr. Meredith charged Mr. Mowat and his party with delsy, and
openly told them that he (Mr. Mowat) had admitted that he requested
Mr. Mackenzie, when in power, to pass an Act in advance of the ratifi-
cton of that deoision, and Mr. Mackenzie had refused to do so."

But, Sir, Mr. Mowat never submitted that fact to the Parlia
ment of Ontario. He never told them that he asked Mr.
Mackenzie to pass an Act ratifying the award in accordance
with the proposition of the Order in Council. Now we
have a report of the speech made by Mr. Mowat upon that
occasion, which, I think, will satisfy any unprejudiced mind
-and which, I hope, will satisfy some of the prejudiced
minds opposite-that Mr. Mowat never intended that Mr.
Mackenzie should pass an A ct of Parliament ratifying the
award; that his passing that Order in Council was a more
empty sham, and that ho was shamming when ho passed an
Aut of Parliament confirming the award, because ho knew
Mr. Maokenzie never intended to do so. Now, I have bore
a speeeh of Mr. Mowat, I think it is important that we
should know exactly what Mr. Mowat's opinions were upon
this question, how fairly ho acted towards the Province of
Ontario, and how ho treats this Government and this Par-
liament. He said:

" My hon. friend (Mr. Meredith) i wi ling to lose half of our Province
rather than resist the illegal acts of the Dominion The bon. memb-r
(ilerediih) had said that Mr. Mackenzie was to blame fur not passing an
Act confirming the award prior to the conclusion. lie bad also said that
the award when made was subject to the sanction of Parhament. He
thought he was reduced to bard straits when ho took such ground as
that. Governmenta did not pas Acta to confirm awards yet to be made,
but they ai esys did immediately after the award was reached."'

It seems rather novel that Mr. Mowat should make such a
speech, in the face of his own Act of Parliament, of 1879,
which confirmed the award. The Act of Parliament of
December, 1874, conclusively shows that Mr. Mowat did
ratify the award in advance. Yet ho says, in his 3peech,
that "No Government ever does pass an Act of Par-
liament confirming an award to be made." He goes on to
say :

" In point of fact, it was submitted for the sanction of Parliament, but
good faith and all precedert required that awards should be sub-
mitted for the sanction of Parliament. No one would for one moment
say that a great question of this kind, involving 100,000 square miles,should depend upon the willingness of one of the parties to accept it or
reject it at plemure."

And yet ho passes an Act of Parliament which accepts it.
He does not propose to reject it, but ho allows Mr. Mac-
kenzie a loophole out of which ho can crawl. He says
again :

"RHad there been any ground whatever for suspecting that the award
was in the slightest degreee too favorable to Ontario, the Dominion
Government might have been justified in delaying or refusing to be
bound by it. No 1 Mackenzie, with his usuel caution, reserved the right
to do So for cause."
I do not see why it was a more unusual course for the
Dominion Parliament to take, than It would be for the Local

Legislature, in which ho did pass an Act of Parliament con -
firming it in advance. Mr. Meredith interrupted Mr. Mowat
in the course of his speech to ask him the question :

" Did not the hon. çentleman ask the Dominion Government to paso
a confirmatory ActT

"Mr. Mowat said that there had been some conversation about it, and
no doubt there were reasons given for not passing a Bill at that time."

There you see how deceitfully ho was acting. Ho was
asked a question about concurrent legislation; both Gov-
ernments had passed Orders in Council ; Mr. Mowat knew
that and kept it in the dark. If he had told Parliament that
order had been passed, Parliament would have said: Why
did you not have anu Act passed ? But no; it ploased Mr.
Mowat and his friends to keep that in the background. Ho
goes on to say :

"l It must be remembered that it was not 100,000 square miles that
Ontario claimed, but 1,000,000. The Province of Manitoba was after-
wards established and that Legisiature (Ontario) made no objection to
it, though they did not feel at liberty to withdraw any portion of their
claim previously set up."

He goes on to say further:
" If Mr. Mackenzie had proposed to pass an Act confirming the result

of the arbitration, which might give this Province one million square
miles of land, it would have been binding."

If so, why was not the Act passod. He continues:
" But the frends of the hon. gentleman complained of a difficulty

when the amount was only 100,000 square miles. The hon. member for
London said that the reason for the Government of the Dominion with-
holding its assent to the award was the jealousy of the other Provinces.
But if they found that objection insuperable what would have been
other objections btfore thie award was made, and when an Act would
have committed the Parliament to the sanctioning of Ontario's free
claim for 100,000 square miles? Thferefore, that unusual procedure of
satifying the award prior to its declaration would have envolved the
Dominion Government in ten times the difficulty which the present
Government thought insuperable.

Sir, if it was difficult for Mr. Mackenzie to ratify an award
of this kind, it was equally difficult for this Government to
ratify it, especially as it was not a legal and binding award,
especially when Ontario always contended that the western
boundary of the Province extended to the Rocky Mountains,
and especially when that question was not finally decided
by the arbitrattors. I will give one more proof to show
that the Mackenzie Grovernment never intended to ratify
the award, but intended simply to keep it afloat for political
and party purposes. We have been told over and over
again that the Mackenzie Government were in favor of
ratifying the award. But we find, from the declarations of
Mr. Mowat and those of the organ of the party, that there
was no such intention. We find in the Globe of 17th Feb.
ruary, 1872, the following passage in an editorial :-

"It is true that the House did not sanction the award In advance, and
true also that he could not have reasonably asked Parliament to ratify
it by anticipation. There was a reasonable possibility, and more, that
Manitoba, or a large portion of it, might be brought into Ontario by the
determination of the western boundary. Obviously there would have
been practical necessity for compromise between the Dominion Govern-
ment and Ontario in that case. Hence it would have been folly on the
part of the House to ask Parliament to ratify the award in advance.
The consent of the Dominion Parliament to accept the award, in case
Ontario were unt so t xtended as to make it necessary for ber to cede
it some of ber territory, was implied by recognising the impropriety ot
the arbitration by asking money for it. The Dominion was therefore
in honor bound to accept the award if it were found practicable to yield
to Ontario alIl defined as legally bers."

This Government felt it could not ratify, in the face of the
evidence of Mr. Mowat himself and in the face of these public
utterances, an award which they knew was not legal or bind-
ing. We find that Mr. Mowat repeatedly made sll kinds of
excuses for not going to the Privy Council. He 'repeatedly
declared that unless Ontario had full possession of' all that
territory it could not possibly go to the Privy Council. Mr.
Mowat had, however, previously entered into an agreement
by which all difficulties that could possibly occur would be
settled; but when Mr.Mowat's attention was called to the fact,
ho said that that agreement was not legal and binding, an4
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that unless Ontario was at once placed in a more favorable
position he would not go to the Privy Council. Mr. Mowat
even declared what his idea of a reasonably favorable position
was. He said that if the Government of Sir John A. Mac-
donald would make a reasonable agreement, they, the
Ontario Government, would go to the Privy Council. Mr.
Mowat, speaking in the Legislature, on 8th February, 1882,
said :

" Whether or not they could agree to go to the Privy Council he could
not uay (January 27, 1882, said it had not been proposed) but he believed
it could be doue ifthe Dominion Government would consent to a reason-
able arrangement. What would be a reasonable arrangement would be
that the same materials should be laid before the Privy Council which
were before the arbitrators, with any additional documents which it
might seem material to add. If both parties are anxious to go to the
Privy Council, there was nothing in the constitution of that Council
that would prevent a case of this kind going before them on such mate ial
as would be reasonable for both parties to agree to lay before them for
that purpose."

So that Mr. Mowat showed that his desire was that the case
should be heard on the official documents as printed, and
that they should be laid before the Privy Council,
together with any later facts that might be necessary. Yet
in the official documents he refused to enter into an agree-
ment of that kind. In fact, the only reason for the inaction
of Mr. Mackenzie's Governmont was stated in this Flouse in
1882, by the hon. Miember for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), who
said:

viz., find the true legal boundary. Under thoseO circum-stances, I say, the right hon. gentleman was justi-
flied in endeavoring to have a proper solution of
the question obtained, by having it referred to the Privy
Council ; and the House wili sustain him in that course.
Those of us from Ontario who support the leader of the
Government have alrcady been told by our constituents
that the right hon. leader of the Government could have
adopted no other course. That declaration was made to us
at the last election. It was one of the issues placed before
the people, and they justified the course which the Govern-
ment pursued. This Parliament can justify itseolf in the
estimation of the public, that the course they pursued was
the only one open to it, I do not think this Government
requires any justification. The leader of the Government
has shown himself to be consistent throughout ; while I have
shown, by documents, that Mr. Mowat's course has been in-
consistent. The leader of the present Government (Sir John
A. Macdonald) desired to have the question referred to a pro-
per tribunal; he endeavored to have Ontario placed in a right
position, and have her rights fully protected. The whole
public career of the right hon. gentleman has been one in
the interest of the country, and if he required any further
testimony ho eau point to the opinion of the Marquis of
Lorne, who had so ample an opportunity of judging of his
great qualifications and his devotion to Canadian interests.

" And the man from Ontario who upholds the policy of the Govern- A ew Weeks ago tne marquis Of Lorne, wto presided at a
ment, no matter what bis views may be on the question of the Tariff, banquet to the hon. gentleman, concluded a speech in these
will be regarded as an enemy of his Province, and when the day of terms:
election comes, will receive at the hands of the people an enemy's
reward."In conclusion, the chairnan expressed a hope that for many years

Sir John Macdonald would be able to give advice, not only to bis ownThat extract shows what bis views were-that ail they countrymen, but to the mother country also, in all matters relating to
desired was a change of Government-and when that took taeir common interests, and that he would long continue to take thatpart in public liCe whieb for fort>' years lie had led, illustrated andplace they thought they would be able to settie the matter adorned."
to suit themselves. What pomition bas tho arbitration I think ho can have no botter justification for lis course
assumed ? We find that Mr. Mowat always contended that than that ho should have receivd such a tribut at Ve
the western boundary of Ontario was the Rocky Moun- hands of a noblemanWo knew lis worth so tloroughly.
tains; that Mr. Mowat went to the Privy Council with Mr. And yet, wo find le is dopreciated by mon of the stamp of
Miller, Attorney-General of Manitoba; that Mr. Miller bad nd.yet,wfnd hes erecatd b mnohsamp of
made Mr. Mowat accept terms which he, Mr. Mowat, would . Mowat, and others who follow in lis wake, and
not accept at the hands of the Dominion Government, terms Lilliputianseligpared with Pe leader of the Government;
less reasonable than those offered by the Dominion Govern. and wheu I find them sthrrng up feelings of animosity and
ment; and that Mr. Mowat, before the Privy Council, took and hni ne Prtir ueelins omity a

theosiiontht te wsten ounaryof heProvince was antagonism between one Province and another-coming asthe osition that th western boundary of th woillesw I do from the Province of Ontario, and knowing the coursethe ?ockiy Mountains. 1 think Vhe documents will show hs Covernment have pursued in the past, I have felt, a8 athat Mr. Mowat urged for a day and a-half that Ontario's hreprsentative from that Province, and having its interetsa
boundary was at the Rocky Mountains, and it was only atheprt, as one who is here as a trustee of Vte Dominion
when the Lord Chancellor said that Mr. Mowat was talking that it was my duty to place before this .Parfiament the
nonsense that ho abandoned that claim. I should like tO true fats ofm Ve case.
know if the Dominion Government, in view of ail the
facts, was not justified in refusing to ratify the arbitra- Mr. DAWSON. I have no intention of making anytors' award, especially when so much doubt prevailed lengthened remarks on this occasion. I May say that I anas to where the boundary really was. I think I have glad the hon. gentleman has made this motion, because Ishown, by documents which this House cannot controvert, am sure it will be very satisfactory to this House, andand by quotations I have made from hon. gentlemen them- above all satisfactory to the counsel who appeared for theselves, and by their own official paper, that it never was Province ofManitoba and the Dominion respectively, beforethe intention of the Mackenzie Government to ratify the the Privy Council; and for this reason, that the reports ofaward, unless they were satisfied it was in the best interests the pleadings before that body, as given by the newspapersof the Dominion. I have shown that to be the case by of both parties at that time, are certainly not such as wequotations from statements made by Mr. Mackenzie and could have wished them to be. In fact, it is impossible toMr. Mowat. I have been induced to make these lengthy conceive that these learned counsel argued the caseobservations and place on record such extracts from the pub- before the tribunal at which they appeared as they arelie documents as I deem necessary, in order that there may reported in the newspapers to have argued it. Of thebe a proper elucic ation of the whole question by an intelligent two counsel who appeared for Manitoba, one took one posi.public. I have endeavored to show to the House and the tion and another took another position. Mr. MoCarthy tookcountry that the leader of the present Government was the ground that the entire Hudson Bay watershed-at leastjustif=ed in the course he pursued in not advising this so he was reported in the papers-was covered by theHouse Vo pass on that award and make it valid and binding, Hudson Bay Company's territories, but in doing that hein view of the fact that he knew what the contention of the ignored the French occupation. He claimed that theOntario Government always had been, and his knowledge French occupation had not existed in fact previous to thethat the award was illegal and not binding, and that the advent of the Hudson Bay Company, and if ho did that, itarbitrators had not done what they were instructed to do, is coertainly not surprising that one of the Lordis of theMr. RKERT,
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Privy Counoil should have said that he was endeavoring
to prove a negative. In fact, if the report of his pleadings,
as given in the newspapers, be correct, he certainly gave
the whole case away at the very outset. He said, in setting
out that the lino along the Mississippi, according to the Act
of 1774, extended northward beyond the source of that
river to the territory of the Hudson Bay Company
at the very moment that he was claiming that the Hudson
Bay territory covered the whole watershed of Hudson's
Bay, and the opposite counsel, of course, immediately took
him up. The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), who was
thero, saw the point, and took hold of it, and said approv-
ingly that the commission to Sir Guy Carleton declared that
the western boundary followed the Mississippi River to its
source, and then extended northward to the possessions of
the Hudson Bay Company. The commission did nothing
of the kind; but the Privy Council are very careful to say
that they decided the case on the evidence submitted to
them. If evidence of that kind was submitted, as it appears
to have been, it was incorrect evidence, and that is a very im-
portant point as regards the question of the Hudson Bay Co.'s
territories occupying the whole water-shed of Hudson's Bay.
Mr. Robinson took for his argument the due north line from
the confluence of the Ohio and the Mississippi, and I must say
that that gentleman showed some little knowledge of the
question; but it is a matter in regard to which the most
able lawyers, no matter how eminent, can gain but little
knowledge by reading it up in a trip across the Atlantic.
Mr. Robinson, I repeat, made the most of the due north lino,
but when he came to speak about commissions to governors,
maps, and thinge of that sort, he was completely at sea. At
the close of last Session I made a few remarks on that sub-
ject, which I hoped would convey some useful hints about
leading points that would keep these gentlemen from going
very far astray. I said at the time :

"l The high tribunal-the very highest in the Empire-to which the
question is to be submitted can, I apprehend, only decide on the case as
submitted, and it behoves the Government of the Dominion to see that it
is properly submnitted. The Government of Ontario has, far the las t
eight years, had the ablest counsel to be found engaged in getting up a
case for their Province. Volume after volume bas been produced, until
now they have no less than five volumes of arguments and documents
upholding their views, together with the most elaborate and carefully
prepared maps, in readiness to submit, while the Government of the
Dominion, in an far as 1 know, have nothing of any consequencetodmeot
these documents with, except the report of the select committee of this
House, appointed in the dession of 1880 to enquire into all matters con-
nected with the disputed boundaries. That report contains a great deal
of valuable information,no doubt,but it is not in a form to render it easily
understood, for it was sent to the printers in rather a disconnected shape,
at the very close of the Session, when the ommittee had no opportunity of
supervising its publication, and the documents in the appendix-many
of them very valuable-are huddled together in rather a disconnected
way, without even so much as an index. Moreover, maps are quite as
recessary as written documents, to elucidate and explain the different
phases cf the dispute, and of these there is not so much as one acccm-
panying the report; so that, as matters now stand, Ontario will have a
great advantage. In view of all the circumatances, I think it would be
well that the reference should be postponed, to allow time to arrange
documenta and meet Ontario on equal terms."

Now, Sir, thore is one very important point in this dis-
cussion which has never been brought very prominenty
forward, and which the counsel whom we sent to e glan
seem to have lost sight of altogether-that is, the position
of the Indian territories. Those Indian territories are de-
clared by two Acts of the Imperial Parliament to be
beyond the boundaries of the Provinces, and there was a
separate jurisdiction provided for them. It has been claimed
by those supporting the Hudson Bay Company's contention
at one time, and by those supporting Ontario's contention
at another time, that there was a doubt as to the locality of
those territories. But the instructions of 1816, to the then
Governor General, the proclamation very carefully prepared
by the Imperial Government in England, and sent out to
this country to be proclaimed by the Governor General,
and the subsequent action under that proclamation, in
sending commissioners to the territories and in trying cases
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that arose under that proclamation, leave nO doubt as to
where these Indian Territories were. They vere neither in
Upper nor in Lower Canada, but are described as adjoining
the Provinces, and they unquestionably came up to theheght
of land. All those who have atudied this question agree that
this question of the Indian Territories was the vey strongest
point in the Dominion case. In the pleadinge, as tihe
appeared in the newspapers, those Indian territories were
not once alluded te; and therefore I think it is highly
necessary for us to have the pleadings, so that we may
see whether a matter of so much importance was ut.terly
lost sight of before the Lords of the Privy Council.
There is no person who can rejoice more than I at any good
fortune that befalls Ontario. I could wish, of course, that
the Province in which I live, and in which my lot is oast,
should grow and flourish. At the same time, I must ay
that I believe it is a great misfortune to Ontario that
this great territory should have fallen to her, besause
she has net the means of properly developing it. It
is claimed to be 100,000 square miles in extent; it is
nearer 130,000 square miles, so far as I can judge from au
examination of the maps. If this vast territory were admin.
istered by the Dominion Government, and railroads
constructed and settlements opened up throughout its
extent, it would b worth far more to Ontario than it
could possibly be under her jurisdiction. Ontario's limited
revenue is absorbed in the various works in which
she is engaged, in the administration of justice, in
providing for her prisons and asylums, and in opening up
the roads required; so that the Province has really no
spare revenue to expend on this territory, and for a great
many years it will not furnish revenue in itself. It has
been the custom to cry down that territory as a region of
rock and swamp and general desolation; but let me tell
hon. members of this House that that territory possesses a
great deal of excellent agricultural land; that it is traversed
by rivers navigable for hundreds of miles, and that along
the banks of those rivers thore is as fertile and as level land
as is to be found along the shores of Lake BriE, and with a
climate where cereals will grow. To talk of suoh a country
as a desolate wilderness is a great mistake. It is true, there
arc rocks and mountains in it; but there are rocks and
mountains in England, Scotland and Ireland, and it is a
country in great part susceptible of settlement, and it wll
in course of time support a great population. As part of
Ontario, it would, when it became peopled, destroy the
balance of this Confederation. You would have one Province
overshadowing the rest, and I do net think that would ce
to the advantage either of the Dominion or ofOntario itself.
There is no danger of that oocurring, however, for many
years te come, for so long as the North.West romains te be
settled, we cannot of course expect many settlers in that re-
gion. But, Sir, I will detain theouse for a few moments while
I make a few remarks on the docision of the first tribunal in
the realm on this question. I am afraid, Sir, that when
y ou come to analyse that decision you will find that it has
left the matter worse muddled than it ever was before.
Hon. gentlemen may laugh, but I will show thom presently
that it is contradictory in itself, and I believe it cannot be
made right without a reference back to the high tribunal
from which it emanated. Now, I will juat read it Qver,
and you will see whether I am correct or not. It sets ont
by describing the western boundary of Ontario as extend-
ing along the international boundary to the Lake of the
Woods, and from the north-west angle of the Lake of the
Woods, by a line drawn due north until it strikes the
Winnipeg River, or as the case may bo, the Eglish iver,
thence eastward, along the English iver, Lonely Lake
and Lake St. Joseph, and the river which dischges the
waters of Lake St. Joseph, until it meets-what? Why the
terrible line which hs so long exercised the bon.
member for Bothwell, a lino drawn due north from
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the confluence of the Ohio and the Mississippi, which
forma the boundary eastward of the Province of Manitoba.
The lino from the confluence of the Ohio and the Mississippi
is there described as the eastern boundary of the Province
of Manitoba. In this decision of the Privy Council the
line running from Lake Superior by the chain of lakes to
the Lake of the Woods, and thence due north to the English
River, is described as the western boundary of Ontario;
the due north lino from the confnuence of the Ohio and the
Mississippi is described as the eastern boundary of Manitoba
-so that the descriptions overlap each other, and this dis-
puted territory, which lies between those two linos, is given,
by the decision of the Privy Council, with great impar-
tiality, both to the Dominion and to the Province of Ontario.
It may be said it is very easily amended, but there are the
words as they occur in the document. Now, why was this
due north lino from the confluence of the Ohio and the
Mississippi brought into the description at all ? It was not
mentioned in forming the Province of Keewatin; it is not
mentioned in the Act describing the boundaries of Manitoba
as enlarged, and why is it brought into this? Why isit
made afactor in the case at all? But it is there,and it forms
the boundary eastward. Thore is no qualification of the
term. The prolongation of the lino frcm the confluence of the
Ohio and the Mississippi is, without the slightest qualifica-
tion, described as the boundary eastward of the Province of
Manitoba; and, with equal certainty, the lino running due
north from the Lake of the Woods and the chain of lakes
between that lake and Lake Superior are described as the
western boundary of Ontario. The western boundary of
Ontario is declared to be at the Lake of the Woods, and the
estern boundary of Manitoba the prolongation of the lino
drawn due north from the confluence of the Ohio and the
Mississippi. The description overlaps, and how are you
going to amend it? Of course, it may appear ina different
light to some hon. gentlemen, who may try to explain away
its meaning. The House will remember a very extraordi.
nary work which appeared while this question was in dis-
cussion, some years ago, perhaps the most wonderful work
of modern times-the Ontario Book of Documents. I believe
the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) had a good
deal to do with the production of that work, and in it thore
are no less than elevon boundary linos suggested for On-
tario. This decision of the Privy Council, to judge from its
wording, bears the impress of the genius to which that
great work is due, and I should say it looks very like as if it
had been drafted by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills). These two boundaries, given in a decision of the
Privy Council, with the other eleven suggested by the hon.
member for Bothwell, make thirteen boundaries in all for
the Province of Ontario. Perhaps I had botter read the
description as given by the Privy Council:

" That upon the evidence their Lordships find the true boundary -n

Mark you, they are very careful to say upon the evidence
submitted to them-

between the western part of the Province of Ontario and the south-
eastern part of the Province of Manitoba to be Bo much of a line drawn
to the Lake of the Woods, through the waters eastward of that
lake and west of Long Lake, which divide British North America from
the territor of the United 8tates, and thence through the Lake of the
Woods to the most north-western point of that lake as ruas northward
from the United States boundary-l

That is a little ambiguous ; it would seem actually as if it
left a portion of the territory which formerly was ours in
the possession of the United States, though that is a matter
of smali consequence as compared with what follows:

and from the most north-western point of the Lake of the Woods, a line1
drawn due north until it strikes the middle line of the course of thei
river discharging the waters of the lake, called Lake Seul, or the LonelyI
Lake, whether above or below its confluence with th- stream flowingi
from the Lake of the Woods towards Lake Winnipeg, and their Lord-
ships find the true boundary between the same two Provinces to the é
north of Ontario and to the south of Manitoba, proceeding eastward1

Mr. DAwsoN.

from the point at which the before-mentioned line strikes the middle line
of the course of the river last aforesaid, to be along the middle lins of the
course of the same river (whether called by the name of the English
River or, as to the part below the confluence, by the name of the River
Winnipeg), up to Lake Seul or the Lonely Lake, and thence along the
middle line of Lake Seul, or the Lonely Lake, to the head of that lake.
and thence by a straight lino to the nearest point of the middle line of
the waters of Lake St. Joseph, and thence aiong that middle line until
it reaches the foot or outlet of that lake and thence along the middie
line of the river by which the waters of Lake St. Joseph discharge them-
selves, until it reaches a lne drawn due north from the confluence of the
Rivers Mississippi and Ohio, which forma the boundary eastward of the
Province of Manitoba."

The hon. gentleman--the member for Bothwell-looks
exceedingly amused with the view I take, but I can read an
extract written by an expert on the matter, a gentleman who
has made the study of boundaries the study of his life, Mr.
W. McD. Dawson, and I will ask the House to allow me to
quote it:

" Here we have the due north lins from the confluence of the Mis-
sissippi and Ohio Rivers established in the most definite terms as alike-
for the two things are coterminous and synonimous-the eastern
boundary of Manitoba and the western boundary of Ontario in direct
contradiction of the first part of the description, by which we have a due
north line from the north-west angle of the Lake of the Woods estab-
lished in the most defiuita terms as alike-for the two things are coter-
minus and synonimous-the western boundary of Ontario and the
eastern boundary of Manitoba. The disputed territory lies to the east
of due north line from the north-west angle of the Lake of the Woods,
which is declared to be the westerly boundary cf Otario, and is there-
fore given to that Province. The disputed territory lies to the west of
the due north line from the confluence of the Mississippi and Ohio, which
is still more emphatically declared to be the eastern boundary of Mani-
toba, and is theref>re given to that Province also. The disputed terri-
tory-as between these two Provinces-is thos emphatically given to
each Province alike.

"eIf soething else than this was intended or meant, as regards the
eastern boundary of Manitoba, then how does the due north line froi
the confluence of the Mississippi and Ohio become a factor in the case at
all ? It forms no part in the legislation constituting that Province, un-
less it be, iu its entirety, the western boundary of Ontario1 Manitoba is
bounded on the east by a lins ' beginning at the western boundary of
Ontario on the international boundary line dividing Canada from the
United States of America,' that being the description of the starting
point of the District of Keewatin as established by the Act 39 Vie., cap.
21, before the enlargement of Manitoba. The description of Keewatin
then (and legal definition as regards that part of its bonndary which
became the divisional lins between it and Ontario, being identical with
the divisional lins between Manitoba and Ontario now) is described as
running 'westerly following upon the said international boundary to
the easterly boundary of Manitoba' (as then constituted before its en-
largement.) The description of Keewatin is then continued firstnorth-
erly and then easterly, until it reaches a point due north of its point of
beginning-(that point o! beginning being at the western boundary of
Ontario, on the international boundary)-a due north and south lins
from that point then forming its easterly boundary. Thus it will be
seen that in constituting the District of Keewatin it was left wholly un-
decided by the McKenzie Government, lu 1876, as to what was the west-
ern boundary of Ontario, but wbatever it was, it was made by that Act
the easterly boundary of Keewatin. If the due north line from the con-
filence of the Mississippi and Ohio was the westerly boundary of On-
tario, then also and not otherwise it became the easterly boundary of
the District, Keewatin throughout its entire length, which could at no
point terminate to the west nor extend to the east of the line due north
from its point of beginning at the westerly boundary of the Province
of Ontario on the international boundary lins dividing Canada from the
United States of America.

" If, in like manner, the point of beginning at the westerly boundary
cf the Province of Ontario on the international boundary lins dividing
Canada from the United States of America, is at the north-west angle
of the Lake of the Woods, then also the district of Keewatin commenced
there and had for its easterly bcundary, throughout, a due north line
from that point, and could at no point terminate to the west nor extend
to the ease of that due north lins.

" In like manner the Province of Manitoba was 'increased' by the Act
44 Vie., chap. 14, so that its easterly boundary throughout its entire
length became precisely the same as the foregoing definition of the
easterly boundary of the District of Keewatin. The definition of its
boundary by the Act, instead ot beginning at the south-east angle of the
province, ' at the western boundary of the Province of Ontario, on the
international boundary lins,' commences at the south-west angle of the
Province (of Manitoba), describes its westerly boundary first, then its
northern boundary 'to its intersection by the easterly limit of the dis-
trict of Keewatin, as defined by the Act 39 Vic., chap. 21, that is to say
to a point wbere it would be intersected by a line drawn due north from
where the westerly boundary of the Province of Ontario intersects the
aforesaid international boundary lins dividing Canada from the United
States of America, thence due south, following upon the said lins to the
international boundary aforesaid.'

" The description of the boundary of Manitoba, in this respect, merely
differs then from that of Keewatin in the fact that its westerly boundary
l described first,then its northerly and then its easterly boundary, to its
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intersection with the international boundary-the only difference as
regards its easterly boundary being in the order of descriptiin.

" Here, then, we have the eastern boundary of the enlarged Province
of Manitoba, thronghout its entire length, made to consist of a line due
north from where the westerly boundary of Ontario intersects the inter-
national boundary Une. If that point is where the due north line from
the confluence of the Mississippi and Ohio rivers intersects the interna-
tional boundary, then a continuation of that due north line is, through-
out its entire length, the eastern boundary of Manitoba. If, on the con-
trary, the point where the westerly boundary of Ontario intersects the
international boundary line, is to be found at the north-west angle of
the Lake of the Woods, then, in like manner, a due north line from that
point is, throughout its entire length, the eastern boundary of the Pro-
vince of Manitoba. If the first et these propositions be true, then the
due north line from the confluence of the Mississippi and the Ohio is
alike the true western boundary of Ontario, and, as declared by the
Lords cf the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, and the order of
the Queen in Council following thereon, 'forms the boundary eastward
of the Province of Manitoba,' and, if so, it cannot be in part, but from
one end of the Province north and south to the other, and can at no
point terminate te the west nor extend te the east of that line; and if,
on the other hand, the latter of these propositions be true, and the north-
west angle of the Lake of the Woods is the point at whi ch the westerly
boundary of Ontario intersects the international boundary, as also de-
clared by the Lords of the judicial committee of the Frivy Council, and
the order of the Queen in Council following thereon, then a due north
line from that point is the eastern boundary of Manitoba, and, if se, it
cannot be in part, but from one end of the Province due north and south
to the other, and can at no point terminate te the west nor extend te
the east of that line."

Now, I think there can be no doubt, from the reading of
the Act, that the prolongation of a due north and south
line from the confluence of the Ohio and Mississippi is the
boundary eastward of the Province of Manitoba, according
to the decision of the highest court in the land, and that a
lino drawn due north from the north-west angle of the Lake
of the Woods is the western boundary of the Province of
Ontario. These two things cannot be roeconciled. The
description overlaps, and the only way it can be remedied
is by a reference to the high authority from which it ema.
nated. If this case is to be reopened at all, I suggest that
it should be reopened from first to last, that the Imporial
Government should be requested to allow the case to ho re-
opened completely, that counsel should be sent over, that it
should be thorôughly studied, that maps should be prepared,
and that it should be fairly and clearly set before the Lords
of the Privy Council. In the late reference one side was
most elaborately got up, through years of study and
labor, and I admit, with a great deal of talent and ability,
and it was laid before the Privy Council, and we sent home
two gentlemen, no doubt very eminent, very able and very
clever; but how, in a few months, could they become familiar
with a historical question of great importance which it has
required years for men of great ability to become acquainted
with. It took Mr. Mowat, and anyone will give him credit
at least for being a man of great talent and ability, a year
to become acquaintod with the question. I do not desire to
detain the House. That is my view-that some steps should
be taken to have th e whole case reopened and reheard
from first to last, and thon a decision given upon it would
be satisfactory. I should have mentioned that the decision
of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council is in error,
too, in placing a part of Manitoba to the north of Ontario.
By the Act enlarging Manitoba, the two Provinces are
divided by a lino running due north, f rom some point on the
international boundary. Consequently, wherever that
point may be, the one cannot lie north or south of the other.

Motion agreed to.

OBSTRUCTIONS IN RIVERS.

Mr. IRVINE moved for:
Copies of all despatches or correspandence between the Government

of Canada and that of the United States, or between the Government of
Canada and the British Minister at Washington, or of any other docu-
ments in possession of the Goverument, having reference te alleged
obstruction of the Maduxnakik River, in Carleton County, New Bruns-
wick,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There are no papers.
Motion withdrawn,

DUTIES ON HAY.

Mr. IRVINE moved for:
Copies of all despatches or correspondence between the Goverament

of Canada and that of the United States, or between the Government of
Canada and the British Minister at Washington, or of any other docu-
ments in possession of the Government net already brought down,
having reference to excessive Customs duties on hay grown in and
exported from Canada to the United States, and the refunding of the
same."

He said: It is unnecessary for me to recapitulate what I said
on this motion a year ago. I have no doubt the Government
have done all they can do in the matter. Without reading the
correspondence that has been brought down, I may mention
tho prominent facts upon which this motion is based. The
Government of the United States have aoknowledged that
they have collected unlawfully from Canadians a certain
amount of monoy, which they still retain; that is, they
acknowledge that they have exacted from Canadian shippers
of hay a duty of 20 per cent. when they had only the right
by law to exact 10 per cent., but by a technicality which,
among ordinary mon, would pass for a quibble, the Govern-
ment of the United States have so far refused to make
restitution. They say there is a provision in their
law which requires exporters of hay to enter a protest
within thirty days of paying the duties, and that as the Cana-
dian exporters did not do this, they have no right to have
the excess refunded. We hold, on the other hand, that it
was not incumbent upon our shippers-or, at all events they
should not be expected to understand the law of the United
States, and that the United States Government and officials
misinterpret their own statute to the prejudice of the rights
of Canadians. The United States officiais passed the hay as
a manufactured article, whereas it was decided in the courts
that it was not a manufactured article; but, under their pre-
tention that it was a manufactured article, they have been
collecting for a number of years 20 par cent. on hay ex-
ported by Canadians. But there is a section of their law
which gives to the Government discrotionary power, when
it is shown by the parties interested that it was not within
their power to comply altogether with the requirements of
their law. The latter part of the communication from
Secretary Folger reads as follows:-

"This Department caa only act in paying moneys from the Treasury in
accordance with some power conferred upon it by law, and the only law
which gives such power in a case of this character,where the requirements
of section 2931 are net complied witb, is lound in section 3013 of the
revised statutes. This provides that when it shall be shown te the satis-
faction of the Secretary of the Treasury that more moneys have been paid
te the Collector of Customs, or other officer acting as such, than the law
requires, and the parties have failed te comply with the requirements of
section 2931, the Secretary of the Treasury may direct a refund of the
money, provided that he is satisfied that the non-compliance with the
tormal requirements of the law was owing te circumstances beyond the
control of the importer, consignee, or agent making such payment."

Now we say it was not our business to interpret the laws
of the United States. We say that the United States
officials transgressed their own law when they exacted 20
per cent. instead of 10, and that our shippers could not be
expected to know that they must put in their claims within
ton days, otherwise they would lose thoir right to restitu-
tion. Ail I ask on behalf of those who have lost their
monoy in this way is that the Government should ask the
United States Governmont what proof they require in order
to obtain repayment of the 10 per cent. which the United
States officials thus obtained from our exports. They
acknowledge they have obtained the money, and we desire
to have it refunded. When they tell us what our people
should do in order to secure this repayment, we are willing
to comply with the demands.

Mr. SCIRIVER. When this matter was under discussion
last Session, the attention of the Minister of Customs was
called to it, and he stated that his Department had been in
correspondence with the Department of the Secretary of
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State at Washington, with respect to the matter, and he very
kindly promised then, if I remember rightly, that further
correspondence would take place, and that the Government
here would lose no opportunity and spare no pains to im-
press on the Government of the United States the injustice
done towards Canadian exporters arising out of the position
they have taken. I think my hon. friend who has just
spoken is perhaps mistaken in respect to the matter of
proof as to this claim. I do not think the United States
Government or the Department of the becretary of State
at all disputes the fact that a very large quantity of hay
was sent ont of the country by Canadian exporters, and a
duty of 20 per cent. was paid on it, when the rate of duty,
under the decision afterwards rendered by the Supreme
Court of the United States, should have been only 10 per
cent, The ground on which they refused to refund the
duty was, as the hon. gentleman has stated, that no protest
wae lodged against the payment of the duty at the time
the duty was paid. I fancy, further, that the
ground taken by the Secretary of State at Washington is,
that the impossibility mentioned in the Act quoted by my
bon. friend must be a physical impossibility, and ignorance
of the law cannot be pleaded as a ground on which relief'
can be claimed. I observed, not very long ago, that during
the Session of Congress just closed, a Bill was introduced in
the House of Representatives by some member, providing
for he repayment of certain duty under similar circum-
stances to those which we are now discussing. The matter
was fully debated there, and I remember the position taken
by those who opposed the passage of the Bill was, that the
statute provided clearly that a certain course must be taken
by exporters, that they were supposed to know what the law
is, that they are bound to know what it is, and if they fail
to comply with the requirements of the law, they really had
no legal claim, at all events, on the Government, for a refund
of the duty. And the Bill was defeated by a considerable
majority. But, after all, as my hon. friend has stated,
it seems a very unjust position to take under the
circumstances. Of course, men doing business with a
foreign country, exporting goods to that country, take it
for granted that those who are charged with levying the
duties on the goods they export understand the law and are
not exacting an improper duty; and it would probably not
be one case in a thousand in which an exporter would have
sufflcient doubt to lead him, either directly or through the
medium of a professional adviser, to look into the law.
And even if he did so, as in this case, differences of opinion
would exist. As my hon. friend has said, the Customs
Department in the United States first took the position
that hay was a manufactured article and exacted a duty of
20 per cent.; and the courts afterwards decided that hay'
was n et a manufactured article in the sense of the law, and
that it was, therefore, subject only to 10 per cent. The
position taken is a very unfair one towards citizens of a
foreign country, and there is a fair opening for our Govern-
ment to interfere and press on the United States Govern-
ment the injustice of the position they have taken and urge
upon them to be governed by the terms of the statute which
my hon. friend has quoted with respect to this matter.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. This matter is about in the condition
stated by the hon. member who las submitted the motion.'
The claimants for repayment by the United States Govern-i
ment of duty overpaid, or rather for'duty that has been paid
and which was recognised by the courts afterwards as not
to have been properly exacted, made representations to this1
Government so as to place their claims thrugh fier1
Majesty's Ambassador at Washington before the United1
StateSGovernment. That was done, and the answer, f rom1
a oopy of which I presume the hon. gentleman was reading,à
was to thiiseffreet: That no money could be paid unless it1
was paid according to the provisions of the revisd statutes

Mr. Scarvza.

of the United States. One clause provides that to be entitled
to secure repayment one of two things must be -proved :
Pirst, that the man who had made the payment had given
notice that he would appeal from the decist>n of the Collector
of Customs within a certain time to the Secretary of the
Treasury; and second, that in case such notice of appeal
had not been given, evidence would be adduced by the
claimants to show why such notice of appeal could not be
given. A petition setting forth both the facts and the law
as understood by those claiming indemnity was sent to this
Government and was forwarded by His Excellency the
Governor General to Her Majesty's Ambassador tothe United
States. One of the parties claiming indemnity sent what he
thought was the only good evidence as to why he had not
complied with the first section quoted of the revised statutes.
It was this: The condition of giving notice of appeal from
the decision of the collector to the Secretary of the Trea-
sury certainly could not be exacted from the claimant, for
this reason: that the appeal from the collector to the Secre-
tary of the Treasury was to the effect of having a decision
from the Secretary of the Treasury, an official decision on
the point, ruling the action of the different collectors of the
Union. In this case the claimant contended, and I think
rightly, that from 1868 or 1869 notice was not given and
appeals were not taken from the collector, because a decision
had been rendered by the Secretary of the Treasury, saying
that the duty was regularly and legally collected, and the
decision of the collectors in executing their duty was correct.
Then, non-compliance with the law could not be pleaded as
a bar to their demands, because really the decision of the
Government had been rendered in favor of the Collector of
Customs. The Canadian claimants, as I stated, say: Wo
did not appeal, we did not give notice, because that decision
was rendered, and the only evidence which we can give,
according to the revised statutes of the United States, is
evidence that we took the law as it was, and we complied
with the decision of the United States Government, by one
of its most important Departments. We took it to be the
ruling of the Government and the law of the country, and
we paid regularly, because we were asked to pay, and our
appeal would have been of no avail. What further action this
Government should take will be obvieus to the hon. members
of this louse. Let the claimants exhaust the legal means
in their power, to get from the tribunals in the United States
the payment of their claims, if they are right, as I think
they are. And if they are bafiled in their exertions; if the
courts arE prevented, by some technical impediments, to
admit of their claims, then will be the time to ask should
the Canadian Government interfere diplomatically in the
matter. I understand that some of them were disposed to
take such proceedings, and en passant, I may state that I
have read with a good deal of surprise in a newspaper,
which it is true bas no great importance in this country,
that the law partners of mine in an office where my name
is only used pro forná, and in whose profits I have no
share, but where I am keeping a foothold--for good as Gov-
ernments may be, they are not immortal and ministers may
have to go back to their professions-had bargained with the
claimants that I might be the recipient of 10 or 15 or 20 per
cent. of one million of money, which the American Govern-
ment was to give those claimants. I was greatly surprised
to hear that such good luck had befallen me. Ail I know
is that my partners have asked for a summary of the pro.
ceedings that had been taken, and that it was given to them.
Since that time the firm of which I am pro formd a member,
bas not hearca of the million or of any fraction of it. I believe
they have engaged counsel to prosecute those claims in
the United States. The question is : Are the means of the
law exhausted before the American tribunals ? When they
are, and when they represent to this Government that they
have gone to the American tribunals, and that no remedy can
be given to them from the ordinary law of the United States
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thon will come the question for this Government to enquire
whether it would be necessary to ask the action, through
diplomatie representation, of the American Goverment in
that matter. I understand that tho amount which is due is
large and covers a long period of time. At all events, the
Government has not neglected its duty. All the demands
that have been forwarded to us have been transmitted to
the American Government, and now there romains the
question of knowing what the tribunals of the United States
will decide, and thon the action of the Government might
be asked if necessary. I may say that we have no further
correspondence than what has been given, a quotation from
which was made by the mover of the resolution.

Mr. SPROULE. I may say that I think the action of the
hon. member in advocating the claims of these Canadians is
highly commendable, and it is desirable, if they are entitled
to the money, that they should get it. I think ho bas
succeeded in making out a good case for their being
entitled to the money. But it seems to me rather strange
and amusing to notice the position taken by the hon. gentle.
man to-night, while previons to this, on other questions
relating to the tariff, he invariably took opposite ground.
Heretofore this hon. member told us that it was not the
producer who lost the money, or who paid the tariff for the
purpose of getting into a botter market than he possessed
at home, but that the consumer was always the loser. If bis
arguments in this respect about the Canadian tariff are logi-
gal and correct, these men would not lose the money, but the
consumers -would suffer the loss; and it is certainly pleasant
to know that there are some circumetances in which hon.
gentlemen opposite will acknowledge the correct principle.
What bas been said to-night establishes what many on this
side of the House have said before, that there are circum-
stances under which the foreigner does pay the duty to get
into a better.market than his own, and that the consumer
does not always pay it. It is true that there are many cir-
cumstances under which the consumer does pay the duty,
but it is equally true, there are others under which the
producer pays it, and not the consumer.

Mr. IRVINE. As the Secretary of State bas said that
there is no corresponcence, I ask that the motion ho with-
drawn.

Motion withdrawn.

PORT MULGRAVE, GUYSBORO' COUNTY, N.S.

Mr. KIRK moved for:
All papers, letters, correspondence and Minutes of Council relative to

making Port Mul grave, in the :county of Guysboro', a sub-port of Port
Hawkesbury, in the county of Inverness.

le said: I beg to say that although the alteration made
with regard to this port may be of small consequence to the
Goverument or the Minister of Customs here, it is of con-
siderable consequence to the people of Guysboro', wbich I
have the honor to represent in this House. By the manner
in which the reports were made in the Public Accounts one
could see at a glance, in examining the trade returne, the
amount of trade done in any county in the Province of
Nova Scotia, because each port made its report to the
Department through the chief port in the county. Previous
to Confederation there were in Guysboro' county about five
or six ports each, not a sub-port of the other, but subord.
inate only to the chief office ut Halifax. After Confedera-
tion, however, these ports were made sub-ports
to one port in the county, and the chief
port reported to the Department of Customs.
li looking over the trade returns one could not Loti what
amount of trade was done in any sub-port, but could see at
s glance the amount of the whole trade for the county.
There was no instance, I believe, in the Province of Nova
Scotia, in whioh a port for one county was made a sul-port

for another until last year, when a port of the county of
Guysboro' was made a sub-port for the county of Inverness,
and it is impossible now to tell the volume of trade in the
county of Guysboro' from the trade returns placed in our
hands by the Minister of Oustoms. This the people of
Guysboro' consider an injustice to the county. If this
practice were carried out, you might wipe out from the
trade returns a county altogether, because every port in
one county might be eubject to one port in the Province-
Halifax, for instance; or to carry it ont farther, every port
in tie Province of Nova Scotia might be made subject to a
port in another Province, and yon would be unable to tell
from the trade returns what was the amount of trade in the
Province of Nova Scotia, for the port of Montreal, for
instance, might ho credited with the whole trade. This we
consider would be unfair. It is on the same prineiple that
we complain that Port Mulgrave was made a sub-port of the
port of Hlawkesbury, in Inverness county, thereby depriv-
ing us of the privilege of ascortaining what amount, of trade
was carried on in the county of Guysboro'. I think it is
only nocessary to refer the matter to the Minister of Ous-
toms in order to have it remedied.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I can assure my hon.
friend from Guysboro' that I, at least, have no design of
depriving Guysboro' of all the credit of the exports of
that county, and I eau go further and assure the House
that the change was made without my knowledge. I will
say too, that I quite concur in what the hon. member says,
that the comparative statement in the customs report is
very misleading, and I object very strongly to these com-
parative statements being made by Provinces. I think
they are calculated to perpetuate sectionalism in the Domin-
ion. Indeed, those comparative atatements are so mislead-
ing that they cause an actual injustice to several
sections and counties of the Dominion. My hon.
friend from Guysboro' has reason to complain,
but I submit that unless the change was made, notwith-
standing that I had nothing to do with it, the counties of In-
verness and Cape Breton, as a whole, would b more unfairly
treated. A few weeks ago, with a view of ascertaining the
the trade on the Eastern Extension Railway, from Port
Mulgrave to New Glasgow, from the island of Cape Breton, I
communicated with the manager of that road, and received
from him an approximate statement of the trade from the
various counties of the island. He replied on the 7th
February, thus:

"I have made careful enquiry in regard to the proportion of freight
for the Easterm Estension received from the county of Inverness, su
compared with that from the rest of the island of Cape Bretoa. I find
that about one-fourth of our freight froi Cape Breton was received from
that county, and about one-third of the freightp assed over our road for
Cape Breton was for the county of Inverness. If the latter county ship-
ped less by other routes, the business she would give the railway would
be very extensive. A suitable boat running in connection with our
road f rom ports Hood, Maboul Margarea ad theticamp ehould prove a
bigfeeder. The Rimouski is cf littie use for other than passe er trafic.
I have always advocated a subsidy being granted tor the esablis-m t and
maintenance of a proper boat. It would be advantageous to the railway
as affording a channel for trade, and it would help to develop the
resources of the county of Inverness by opening up a readier market."

I was not satisfied with the quantity of freight which ho
represented as coming from the county of Inverness as com-
pared with that from the other counties of the island, and
I intimated to him that the statement should be corrected.
H1e replied, on the 20th of February, as follows:-

"I have your letter of the 13th inst. In reply, I have to say that the
approximation I sent you was correct. I am quite aware that Inver-
neas county exporte largely. I should say that county exports, ex-
clusive of coal, as much, if not more, than ail the other counties in
Cape Breton put together; but these exports do not go over our road
in that proportion. The greater portion, go either by the Beaver, from
Mabou and Port Hood, the M. A. Storr fromi Hastings and Hawkes-
bury, and by the Boston boats, from iawkesbury. It is true, that
pork, butter, etc., corne from Whrcoccomah via lake boats, but a
rest deal of tlhis i delivered at Hawkesbury, and goes by the M. A.
t4rr aad Bostos boat@. la regard to ah, we reeived, speaing
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roughly, about 1,885 barrels of all kinds laut season from Inverness,
2,395 from Richmond, and 800 from Cape Breton county, two cars
frozen salmon from Inverness county, and three cars canned fish from
Victoria county. Of course, I can gi've no more than an approxima.
tion, and even that is somewhat difficult with the data I have to work
on; but as far as our railroad is concerned, T think you may consider
the information reliable."

Now, my hon. friend from Guysboro' muet see at a glance
one fact, that the port of Mulgrave, which is on one side of
the strait of Canso, on the terminus of the Eastern Extension,
being made a sub-port of Hawkesbury, would receive credit
for the export of 2,395 barrels from Richmond, 1,885 from
Inverness, and 1,000 from Cape Breton county-or for all
the fish exported over the Eastern Extension Railway to the
United States. My hon. friend from Guysboro' knows that
the trade returns only show the exports from the Province
of Nova Sootia to the outside market. They have no refer-
ence to the export of the interprovincial trade, and there-
fore but for the fact that Port Mulgrave bas been a sub-port
of Hawkesbury all the exporte of Hawkesbury and the ex-
ports from the island of Cape Breton over the Intercolonial
Railway to the United States would be credited to Guys-
boro'.

Mr. BOWELL. Is the hon. gentleman reading from the
Trade and Navigation Returns ?

Mr. CAMERON. No; not at all. This of course would
be a greater injustice to the county of Inverness, and the
island of Cape Breton generally, than it would be if the
port of Mulgrave generally were left a sub-port of Guysboro'.
If it were, the export from the island of Cape Breton over
the Eastern Extension Railway would be credited to the port
of Guysboro', but this only proves after all the fallacy of
making relative statements of this kind.

Mr. BOWELL. There is nothing in the Trade and
Navigation Returns that gives the exporte and importe of
Guysboro' and the different parts of Nova Scotia and Cape
Breton, or any other part of the Dominion.

Mr. CAMERON. I will come to that soon. The prin-
ciple that I apply to counties is equally applicable to the
Provinces. I find by the Trade Returns that the importe of
Halifax amount to 86,933,253. My hon. friend, the Minister
of Customs, knows that the importe into Halifax are
distributed and consumed in ail the counties of the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia, if not in other sections of the Domi-
nion and in Prince Edward Island as well. The exporte from
Halifax amount to $4,886,264, and my hon. Iriend the
Minister ofOustoms knowe that those are not the exporte
of Halifax county alone, but of the accumulated trade of
all the counties of which the city of Halifax is a distribut-
ing point. Any one referring to the comparative statement
would be led to believe that the exporte from Halifax should
be credited to the county of Halifax instead of to all the
counties in the Province. Last Session I referred to the
misleading character of statements of this kind, and I
maintain that the amount of dutiable goods consumed
in al the counties in the Province, and in all sections
ofthe Dominion, depended altogether upon the producing
power of the several counties or sections; and it that rule
be applied, I hold that the purchasing power of the island
of Cape Breton being as great as the purchasing power of
any portion of Nova Scotia, according to population, the
importe entered for home consumption, actually distributed
through the island, are as great as the importe of other sec-
tions of the Province with a similar population. But if
you look at the Trade Returns, you will find only a few
thousand dollars crodited to the island of Cape Breton, and
when a persan turne up the trade returns he is misled to
believe that the island of Cape Breton cannot be of very"
much importance. It is known that it is isolated by nature
from the Province of Nova Scotia; and the inference is, that
these comparative statements show exactly the importance
pf its trade ; but instead of doing that, they are altogether

Mr. CuARON (InvernewS).

misleading. The7same remark applies to the Provinces-
I have no hesitation in saying that the amount of duty col-
lected in the Province of Nova Scotia should not ho charged
to the Province; in other words, every person who knows
anything about trade knows that a large quantity of the
goods imported into Halifax is distributed in Prince Edward
Island and New Brunswick, and other parts of Canada, and
therefore the duty collected in the Province of Nova Scotia is
not absolutely a tax upon our own people. I, myself, have
given this question some attention. I would much prefer to see
the exports and importe by Provinces, if you have sections
at all; but what I would prefer to see is, that the collections
would not be by Provinces at all. I would prefer to see the
Custom house officers send in their returns, directly in such a
manner that n invidious distinction could be made on
turning up the Trade Returns, and it would disabuse the
minds of many people very considerably of the idea that
they are enormously taxed. Any person looking at the
trade returns of Montreal would be misled to believe that
the city of Montreal contributed immensely to the Ex-
chequer of the Dominion, but we all know the duty charged
and collected in the port of Montreal is on goods distributed
over the Dominion. In reference to the imports and exportg
of Halifax, which show largely on the Trade -Returns, I beg
to assure my hon. friend, the Minister of Customs, that
the purchasing power of the county of Halifax, including the
city, is not any greater than the purchasing power of any
other county in the Province of Nova Scotia.
Looking upon it as an agricultural county, I find it is far
below the average of any county in the Province; and as a
fishing county it cannot compare with the Atlantic counties
of the Province; and, these being facts, it is manifestly un-
fair, on the face of the Trade Returns, that they should make
it appear that the city of Halifax contributes so largely
to the revenue. When we ask for collectors or any other
officials for the purpose of securing additional protection to
the revenue, we are referred at once to the Trade Returns,
and we are convinced, if we are'at all easily convinced, that
our ports are of so little importance, and so little duty is col-
lected in them, that no preventive officers are required. I
think this is a mistake.

Mr. BOWELL. There is no possible objection to bring.
ing down the papers moved for by the hon. member for
Gaysboro' (Mr. Kirk), but il would be somewhat difficult
to understand how those papers can furnish him with the
information ho is evidently desirous of obtaining; and it is
also difficult to understand how he can argue that the fact
of a sub-port of Guysboro' being placed under the port of
Hawkesbury would interfere with the trade returns of his
own county to which ho refers. Hawkesbury is a mile or
two distant from the sub-port which was removed from the
port of Guysboro', which was some 20 or 30 miles dis-
tant. It was purely and simply-not only for the accom-
modation of the port, but for the interest of the service itself
-so that communication could be kept up more frequently
and rapidly with the collector than it possibly could be if
ho had to report to Guysboro'. It was purely a depart-
mental matter. The hon. member for Invernes (Mir.
Cameron) is quite correct when ho says ho knew nothing
of the transfer, nor am I aware that, it was necessary, in
conducting the Department over which I preside, to consult
the representative of any county particularly in a matter so
trivial as this. The hon. member for Guysboro' must
know that there are no figures in the Trade and Navi-
gation Returns of-this country which would give him the in-
formation he seeks. He says that if sub-ports are teobe taken
from one county and connected for statistical purposes, with
another county, the return of the exporte and importe which-
legitimately and properly belongs to the other county, can-
not be obtained. It matters very little whether it remains
with one county or the other; t4he information oould not be
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obtained except by applying to the port itself for special
returns. They are not made to the Department at Ottawa,
and the only difference really is that the sub-collector at the
port of Mulgrave reports to the port of Hawkesbury instead
of to the port at Guysboro'; but, if he will look ut the
Trade and Navigation returns,which are very full,he will find
that the amount collected at each sub-port can be obtained.

Mr. KIRK. Not in the Trade Returns.

Mr. BOWELL. Certainly, in the Trade Returns. He bas
not given any attention to them, orhe would not have made
that statement. If he will look ut page 18, he will find,
under the head of Nova Scotia, the collections made at
Gaysboro', and the collections madu at each of the sub-
ports. He will find that the collections ut sub-port Mulgrave,
up to the time of its transferrence to the other port,that
is up to the 5th July, 1883, amounted to the sum of
850; and for the balance of the year he will find, if ho
turns to Hawkesbury, that the sum collected was 8956.94.
If ho adds the two together, and adds that to Guysboro,
he will have very little difficulty in ascertaining how much
was collected in the county ho represents. The hon. gen-
tleman says bis county is the only one that has been inter-
fered with in this way. He is wrong. - Sub ports in
Kent have been attached to ports in Westmoreland for
precisely the same reason that 1 have given for the removal
of thiq sub port from Guysboro' to Hawkesbury. The
hon. member for Inverness (Mr. Cameron) has raised an
altogether new question, and I am very glad that ho bas
brought that question before the House. It is one I
should liko to hear discussed and to have the opinions of
the different members upon it. He will have observed, upon
reference to these Trade and Navigation Returns,that some of
the provincial returns, which were formerly given and
whieh were just as misleading, if not more so, as the points
to which lie calls the attention of the House, have been left
out. And, in the present return, I have left ont two or
three tables which were altogether misleading, from the
fact that the importations into one Province, which were
credited to that particular Province, divided by the
population, would lead you to suppose that that Province
paid per capita double the amount it really consumes of the
articles imported into the Province. So I have given the
table from a Dominion standpoint exclusively, and it is a
grave question whether the suggestions thrown out by my
bon. friend from Inverness should not be adopted and carried
out more fully in future returns. It is quite true tbat, on
reference to these returns, ho will find, say, the port of Mon-
treal, will show that that port alone paid to the Dominion
Treasury from $7,000,000 to $8,000,000 annually. No one
supposes, who knows anything of the trade and commerce of
this country, that all these goods are consumed at that port.
Those who have paid any attention to the subject know that a
large proportion of the goods entered at Montreal are taken
to the lower Provinces and sold in the markets there; and
it is also the case with goods that are entered at the
port of Toronto. Toronto pays into the Dominion Treasury
some $3,000,000 or $4,000,000 annually, but no one supposes
that Toronto consumes all those goods. The large wholesale
dealers in that city send their goods all over the Domin-
ion, and it is just so in reference to other articles which
are imported into the country. I agree with my hon.
friend that it would be botter if these returns showed
only the amounts imported into the Dominion. That
is the policy pursued in the Trade and Navigation Returns of
the United States, with this exception, that they have large
areas and they credit each district and not each State. If
that were adopted we could give a book quite as large as the
present, with a classification quadruple that which we now
present to the House and the country, which would enable
the trade of the country to form a correct idea of the
quantities of the larger number of the goods that are

imported as well as the countries to which the variety of
exports we have in this country are sent. I am very much
obliged to the bon. gentleman for bringing this question
before the House, and I hope the members will consider it
well and that before Parliament rises there will be a faller
expression of opinion upon this point. If it be the opinion
of the House that a change should be made, I promise
that, commencing with the next fiscal year, to give
them a much more interesting report in a volume no
larger than the one we have at present. If the system was
continued that was carried out when the present Govern-
ment came into power, in preparing these Trade and Navi-
gation Returns, we should have bad two volumes to-day of
this size, instead of one, and they would not be so compact
nor so easy to understand.

Mr. VAIL. If I understand him aright, the hon. mem.
ber for Guysboro' complains that one of the sub-ports of
-his county bas been transferred to the county of Inverness;
and I think he bas just cause of complaint, inasmuch 'as the
returns from the several counties convey a wrong impres-
sion of the amount of duties paid in those counties. If the
bon. Minister of Customs will look at the returns in the
Public Accounts, ho will find that Guysboro' is credited
with $2,878 as collected, and also the cost of collection, while
Port Hawkesbury roturns $7,500 which, I say, con-
veys a wrong impression, because a certain portion of
this $7,500 is collected in the county of Guysboro'; and
according to the Public Accounts it would appear that
Hawkesbury collects a very much larger amount than the
whole county of Guysboro'. I think it is only fair that
Guysboro' should have the credit of the whole amount
of duties that are collected wit'iin the county.

Mr. KIRK. I agree with the Minister of Customs when
ho says that it is impossible to ti the amount of trade in
each Province by the Trade and Navigation Returns. The
hon. gentleman knows that-frequently in this House long
arguments are based upon the fact that certain Provinces
have a right to only a certain amount of money because
they only do a certain amount of trade. Last Session I
hoard an hon, gentleman in this louse make an unjust
comparison between Nova Scotia and other Provinces, on the
basis of the return made by these Trade and Navigation
Returns. I am aware that the hon. Minister of Customs knows
the working of the system too well to base an argument upon
any such returns. I said I believed that this was the only
exception in the Province of Nova Scotia; as to the case
referred to in New Brunswick, I know nothing, because I
know nothing of the system pursued in the other Provinces.
I do not blame the hon. mem ber for Inverness (Mr. Cameron)
for suggesting or recommending a change. I know ho is a
fair.minded man, and would not recommend anything unjust
to another county if ho knew it, but I think ho is entirely
wrong when he says that the exporta luat year from the
county of Inverness, had this change not been made, would
have shown the exports of Port Mulgrave to be much
larger than they sbould be, bocause Port Mulgrave would
get the credit of exporta from Inverness county. I do not
think it would be so. Although I have not the returns
before me, I do not think they show the amount of trade, so
far as Guysboro' is concerned, from Port Mulgrave. The
credit is all given to Port Hawkesbury for the last year. I
do not know what the exports of Port Mulgrave are, but I
find in the previous year that Guysboro' reported
$179,957 worth, whilst Hawkesbury, in Inverness
county, only exported 6113,445. In 1884 Guysboro'
only exported 8196,689, whilst Hawkesbury exported
$236,868, showing that Hawkesbury bas been largely
credited with exports from the county of Guys-
boro'. The increase was so great ii.a a correspon-
dent from Inverness county wrote a letter to the Halifax
ferald, giving credit to the National Policy for this
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large increase, and the Halifax Berald based an
editorial on the assumption that the National Policy was
doing great things for the Province of Nova Scotia, inas-
much as the port of Hawkesbury had exported lst year
so much more than the year before, whereas the fact was
that a portion of the exporte had gone from the county of
Guysboro' to swell the exporte from Invernes, and the
National Policy had nothing to do with it. I cannot see,
Mr. Speaker, what reason the hon. Minister had for making
the change. e has not given any reason for it; he has not
stated to the House that it was inconvenient in any way to
conduet the business as it was conducted before. There is a
daily mail between Guysboro' and Port Mulgrave, and!
there was no difficulty in getting the returne back and forth
between these porte. I am under the impression that the:
collector at Guysboro' is quite as sharp in looking after,
his sub-collectors as the collector at Port Hawkesbury, and I;
think the business would be quite as well done under his
supervision s under the supervision of the collector at
Hawkesbury. When an application was made to the Govern-
ment for an amount of money to erect buildings for a
Custom house and post office, the first thing the Minister did
was to look at the returns and see the amount of business
doue at these ports. He deprived the county of Guysboro'
of the credit of doing the business that is really done there,
and therefore he deprived that port of the chance of having a
building erected to accommodate the Customs and post office
business there. ID this way 1 think that by making Port
Mulgrave a sub-port to the port of Hawkesbury lie has done
an injury to the county of Guysboro', an injury of which
the people of Guysboro' complain.

Motion agreed to.

RETURNS ORDERED.

lt. Copies of Ail demands and claims made by the town of Emerson
on the Government for fdaancial or other aid, and all correspondence
respecting the same. 2nd. Copies of AIl Orders in Council or depart-
mental orders respecting such demands or elaims, and the action or de-
cision of the Government thereon.-(Mr. Cameron, fHuron.)

Return of all correspondence between the Auditor-General and the
Department of Marine and Fisheries, relatirg to an Order of ihis House
made on the 28th March laat, for a return showig all sums received by
the Deipartment of Marine and Fisheries on account of rental of rivera
and streama, etc; or in any way relating to any irregularity or inac-
cuaqy oonnected with mattera oi the said Department.-(Mr. Me-
Muilen.)

Memorials and papers presented to the Government, or any member
thereof, relatfg t ithe Canada Temperne Act by deputations, on
Thursday last, the lSt ult.--(Kr. K.ranz.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
th ue HouJ.

Motion agroed 6, and House adjourned at 10.45 p.m.

HOUSE 0F COMMONS.

TUrDE»T, 10th March, 1885.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT.

Mr. JAMIESON for Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne) moved
for leave to introdùce Bill (No. 92) further to amend the
Canada Temperance Act, 1878.

Sir HECTO R LANGEVIN. Will the hon. gentleman be
good enough to explain the object of the Bill.

Mr. JAMIESON. This Bill comprises seven clauses. It
has beensprepared by the legislative committee of the

Mr. Kiar.

Dominion Alliance for the suppression of the liquor tra&c.
Lt embodies several amendments which are deemed neees,
sary to the effective working of the Canada Temperanee Act
of 1878. I do not think it necessary for me to go into a
minute explanation of the several clauses. I will say, how-
ever, that the first clause pro oses to amend section 96 of
the Canada Temperance Act by providing that the publica-
tion inthe Officiai Gaiette of ti Order in Council by which
the Canada Temperance Act is put in force in any coun1ty
or city shall be notice to all persons-magistrates and others
-enforcing the law; in other words, that it shall not be
necessary, as at present, to produce a copy of the
Offieial gazette in every prosecution instituted under the
Canada Temperance Act. It must be obvious that in a very
short time now, the Act is likely to be in force in a large
number of counties, and there will be a large number of
prosecutions under it, and to require the production in every
case, of a oopy of the Oficial Gazette, would be an impoe.
sibility, and in many cases there would be a failure of
justice, in consequence of the absence of the provision
embodied in the 1st clause of this Bill. The 2nd section of
the Bill proposes to amend section 99 of the Act. At present,
under the Act, liquors cannot be sold or prescribed by a
medical man in less quantities than a pint, and we propose
to leave the quantity in the discretion of the medical man,
whose certificate is made necessary under the Act. In
addition to that, we propose to inserta amendment impos-
ing a penalty on a medical man who gives a certificate
colorably under the law. Although there are not many
medical men now who will be guilty of such an offence,
still, there have been cases where men have been so dead to
principle as to give cortificates colorably, to give them for
a fee when they were not necessary for medicinal parposes.
Section 4 proposes to amend sootion 107 of the Canada Tem-
perance Act. That section provides that prosecutions shall be
conducted under and in accordance with the Act respecting
the duties o justices of the peace ont o f sasions.
It has been found that that does not go far enough. We
propose to amend it so as to provide for proceedings for the
enforcement of the penalty. Section 5 proposes to amend a
clerical error in the law, which will be apparent to anyone
who carefully reads it. Section 6 proposes to amend section
105 of the Liquor License Act of 1883. This section is
introduced for the purpose of obviating the difficulty which
has arisen in consequence of a late decision. of the Supreme
Court of New Brunswick. I have no doubt that it is within
the knowledge of almost every member of this Rouse that
a difficulty has arisen there. It seems that the court in
New Brunswick has held that the enforoiug clauses of the
Canada Temperance Act have been repealed by the Liquor
License Act of 1883, though that was certainly not the
intention of Parliament at the time, and the object of this
section is to provide that these clauses shall not brepealed
as the effect of that decision. It is quite obvious that the
intention of Parliament at the time was that this
provision was to be auxiliary to the provisions of the
Canada Temperance Act. However, unfortunately, it has
been held that it repealed some of the provisions of that
law. The Bill provides a set of forma for justices of the
peace and others, which the promoters of the Bill deem
necessary, inasmuch as the ordinary run of magistrates are
not men skilled in the law, and require something cf that
kind for their guidance. These are the whole provisions of
the Bill, and we trust we shal have the assent of the House
to this measure, and that it will become law before the
House rises, because we believe it to be absolutely necessary
to the efficient working of a law, which is now very popular
with the people of this Dominion and which this Parlia-
ment has given to the people, and we further believe it to
be the duty of this Parliament to provide suffoient
machinery to carry out the views of the people as embodied
in that Act.
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Mr. BLAKE. I have not had an opportunity of seeing
the measure, but I have heard the explanation of the hon.
gentleman, and, if I rightly understand it, it is a measure
which is designed to remedy some defects which have
occurred in the working of the Temperance Act, and which
have been partly produced by a diversity of judicial decision
in different Provinces, and partly by the operation of the
License Act of 1883 as construed by some judicial authori-
ties. I understand that some time ago, the organisation
of which the hon. gentleman has spoken, presented this
measure for the consideration of the Government of the day,
with a request that they would themselves take the
responsibility of proposing the legislation. That took place
somewhere about a fortnight ago, and a considerable delay
has taken place in consequence of the period of time which
the Government required before announcing their decision.
It seems to me, in view of the late period of the Session at
which we have nowarrived, and the block in public business
which is likely soori to take place, that every effort should
be made to expedite the printing of this Bill, and that the
Government should give every opportunity for its considera-
tion. I do not pledge myself at all to those views because
I have not had an opprtunity of considering the clause,
but I think, under the circumstances, that it should be
understood that this Bill is not to be crowded out, that,
whether innocent or guilty, it is not to bc slaughtered. It
should have a fair opportunity of being reached and dis-
posed of by the House. •

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. My hon. friend the leader
of the Opposition need not be so anxious about this Bill, as
no one bas any desire to strangle it. As to the printing,
that is in the hands of the House, and the necessary orders
will be given concerning it. I did not fully understand the
explanations given by the mover of the Bill, but I got an
impression from what ho said that not only does his Bill
propose to amend the Canada Temperance Act of 1878, but
it also amends the License Act of 1883.

Mr. BLAKE. So he says.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If that be the case its title

will have to be changed so that it shall be stated that it
affects both laws. I am not in a position to say now what the
Government will do about it,' bat we will consider it as
soon as possible.

Mr. IVES. There are two or three other Bills upon the
same subject which have already been introduced for a
number of days, Bills in which many members of the House
feel a considerable interest, and in which a large number
of people in the country feel a considerable interest. If
there is to be any special effort on the part of the leader of
the Opposition with the Government to obtain a favorable
consideration for this particular Bill, I think the Govern,
ment should be urged to facilitate the printing of these
other measures that have been introduced for more than
a month.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not ask the hon. gentlerman to give
a favorable consideration to this Bill. I understood the
Government decided not to give it a favorable consideration
-at any rate decided they would not take the responsibi-
lity. What I asked was that inasmuch as the printing of
the Bill had been delayed the Government should see that-
the House had an opportunity of considering it for itself.

Motion agreed to, aud Bill read the first time.

COURT OF CLAIMS FOR CANADA.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved for leave to intio-
duce Bill (No. 93) to establish a Court of Claims for Canada.
He said: The object of this measure is to replace the
Dominion Board of Arbitrators that has been in existence
for a number of years, by a Court of Claims for the
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Dominion. I will, on this occasion, give only a synopsis of
the Bill. The court will be a court of common law and
equity, and shall be called the Court of Claime. It will con-
sist of one judge to be appointed by Her Majosty by letters
patent under the Great $eal of Canada. He shallhold office
during good behavior, but may be removed by an Address
of both flouses. He shall be assisted by three assessors to
advise him on questions of fact, and such assessors shall hold
office during pleasure. There shall be a clerk of the court
who will be appointed by the Governor in Council. Neither
the judge nor the assessors shall hold any other office under
the Government of Canada, or under the Government of any
Province. The judge must have been either a judge of the
Superior or County Court in one of the Provinces, or a
barrister or advocate of at least one year's standing, and
shall take an oath to be administered by the Chief Justice of
the Supreme Court. The judge and assessors shall have both
a salary and retiring allowances. Then there is the ordin-
ary clause about the superannuation of the judge, the same
as in the case of the other judges. Then as to the jurisdie-
tion of the court, there are seven different items giving the
nature of the olaims:

" (B) Every claim for alleged or indirect or consequential damage to
property arising from or connected with the construction, repair or
maintenance of any public work undertaken or performed at the expenue
°t the Governmant of Canada, or which is now vested in the Govern-
ment of Canada;

"(C) Every claim arising out of or connected with the performance of
any contract entered into with any Ministeron behalf of Her Majesty,
whether in the name of Her Majesty or otherwise, and every claim aris-
ing out of deductions made by any Minister for the non-performance of
any such contract ;

" (D) Every claim for direct or consequential damage to property.
arising out of anything done by the Government of Canada, or arising
out of any death or injury to the person or to the property on auy pub-
lic work under the control and management of the Government of
Canada ;

(E) Every claim foun ded npon any statuteof Canada or by any regu-
lation made by the Governor in Council;

" (F) Every claim which is referred to It by the head of any Depart-
ment in pursance oftany statutset Canada;

S p(G) Everyacaim which le referred toatby the order of the Governor
in Counci;

"(H) Every set-off, counter-elaim, clai.n for damages, whether Iqu-
dated or unliquida ed, or other demand whatsoever, on the part ofHer
Majesty against any persoa making claim against Her Majesty in the
court."

As to the procedure in respect to claims, I do not suppose
the House wishes me to give all the details. At ail events,
a claimant who wishes to enter a suit bas twelve months to
do it in. Then the Government may make a tender--

I Apy claim arising out of or connected with the performance, or on
account of deductions made for the non-performance of an ycontract
entered into with the head of any Department unless snck noties is
filed with the Secretary of State within three months of the date of the
final estimate made under such contract, if the sait contract provides
for such final estimate, and if it does not, then within twelve snonths
after the breach of oontract complsiued ot."

afeAny other laim which might otherwise be transmitted or referred to
the court, uniess such notice is filed with the Secretary of State witbin
twelve months after the claim first accrues."

There will be an additional clause, which is not yet printed,
providing that the Government may do as they do now,
that is take the opinion of one of the assessors about the
claim, and thus avoid a lawsuit if possible-

" No claim ehall be transmitted to or entertained by the court for
or in respect to which the claimant has pending in any other court any
suit or process against any person who, at the time when the cause of
action alleged in such suit or procesa arose, was, in respect thereto,
acting, or p ofessing to act underthe authority of Her Majesty'"

" Nothing in this Act coutained s tall make it imperauve for any
head of a Department te transmit any claim to the court, or shall pre-
vent Her Majesty from at any time resisting any claim, by the exercise
of tbe rights, privileges or prerogatives oft er Majesty."

There will be a clause by which the coqrt may sit any-
where where the Governor in Council may direct them to
go; for instance, the Governor rmay send the judge to
Toronto, Hamilton, or Montreal, if they see fit, in order to
save the expense-
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'' The hearing and trial of any claim shall be by and before the judge

of the court Sitting with at least two of the assessors,,and sncb judge
shal decide the case, and his decision shall be the Judgment of the
court herein."

" If it appears to the court, in any case, that the facto set forth in the
claimant's notice do not furnish any ground for relief, it shall not be
necessary to take evidence in the matter."

Then with regard to references :
"The court may, for the purpose of taking accounts and making

enquiries, refer any claim, or matter connected with a claim, to the
assessors or any two of them."

Then rales for adjudicating upon claims:
" The court shall consider the advantage, as well as disadvantage, of

taking all the testimony, copies of judgments, documents, etc.''

With regard to the travelling expenses of these officers, we
intend taking the same clause as in the Civil Service Act.
There is a clause providing as follows:_

" When a claim has been referred to the court for examination and
report, the court shall have all the powers in reference thereto which it
has in case of a claim transmitted to it for trial and adjudication, but the
judge in such case shall report to the head of the Department his finding
on the questions of fact and upon the amount of damages, if any sus-
tains, and the principle upon which such amount bas been computed."

Then there may be a new trial-

" When judgment is rendered against any claimant the court may
grant a new trial for any reason which, by the rules of common law, iD
suits between individuals, would furnish sufficient ground for granting
a new trial."

The decision of the court shall not be final. The idea is to
give an appeal to the Supreme Court. It provides that:

" The costs incident to the appeal in the Supreme Court of Canada,
whether for or against the claimant, or for or against Her Majesty, shall
be in the order and discretion of that court and shall be taxed and
allowed by its proper officer."

Then there are provisions for enforcing judgments and
orders. Then there are provisions respecting process of
court, sheriff and other officers, barristers and attorneys of
court, report to Minister of Justice, rules of court. The
rules of court are to be made by the court with the approval
of the Governor in Council:

"The Governor in Council may, from time to time, make regulatious
respecting court rooms for the use of the court, the travelling and
other expenses of the judge and the assessors, in connection with his
and their duties, the remuneratiou of sheriffs and other officers of the
court, the reporting of the decisions of the court, the disposal ofmoneys
received for fees by the clerk of the court or for coste allowed to Her
Majesty against auy claimant, and the mode of payment of any judg-
ment or costs against Her Majesty."

Theie are repealing clauses respecting such Acts as must
necessarily be repealed. We shall take care that matters
now pending before the court will not be affected by this
Bill. I have given only a general idea of the measure;
there are a number of other clauses, and those I will ex-
plain more fully afterwards.

Mr. CASGRAIN, (Translation.) Will this Bill abolish
the Exchequer Court ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) It does not
apply to the Exchequer Court. It merely concerns the
four arbitrators which were appointed a long while ago,
in 1867, and who were in existence under the law of the old
Province of Canada. As soon as this Bill becomes law
these srbitrators will cesse to exist.

Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) If my memory serves
me aright, under the Act of Confederation-and I call the
attention of the hon. Ministcr to this point-the consti-
tution of the various courts in the country is left, as far as
I can remember, to the Local Governments. I believe it is
under a special clause of the Act of Confederation that we
have established the Supreme Court; and I think that by
referring to this Act it will be seen that we have no power
to create new courts. I simply wish to call the attention
of the hon. Minister on this point, especially on the first
reading of the Bill, because I think it is a serious question.

Sir BECToR LANGEVIN.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) The hon.
member is mistaken on that point. If he will once again
refer to the Act of Confederation-I cannot, for the moment,
quote the clause-lhe will find that the Dominion Parlia-
ment can decline to go before the provincial courts and
create courts for the carrying out of their own laws and for
all cases which may affect them.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has given us a synopsis
of the contents of the proposed measure, but he hais wholly
failed to give us any reason for the proposed legislation. He
has not pointed out to us what those circumstances are
which have induced the Government to believe that the
existing arrangements are such as to require the establish-
ment of a new court, and the creation of this somewhat
expensive machinery. I well remember when discussions
took place in this flouse with respect to the Supreme and
Exchequer Courts, and particularly with respect to the
appeal to be given to the Exchequer Court in some cases
from the decision of the Dominion arbitrators, that very
great pressure was put on the Administration of the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) by the hon. gentle-
men who were then on this side of the House to abolish the
Dominion arbitrators altogether, and to vest in the Ex-
chequer Court juridiction which had theretofore existed in
the Dominion arbitrators. At that time the Supreme Court
had been but just established, and its working had not yet
been indicated by practical experience, and the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Mackenzie) and those who were associated with
him, without at all declaring that the suggestion of hon.
gentlemen then on this side was unsound, still they were
not prepared at that time to take the responsibility of
dealing with the question in that way, and they held that
it required consideration and determination. A very strong
opposition was made to the continuance of a special court
for the purpose of dealing with these cases. Well, many
years have since elapsed, and no proposal in the sense of
that which I mention, as made by those hon. gentlemen
when in Opposition, has been proposed since they resumed
power; but now without any cause assigned, without any
reason of any description given, a proposai is made, not to
abolish the provincial arbitrators with a view to vest in the
Exchequer Court the jurisdiction which it may be thought
proper to vest in some judicial tribunal with respect to Gov-
ernment claims, but to abolish the Court of Dominion Arbi-
trators with a view to the creation of a new court. It seems
to me this is not the time for the creation of a new court,
it is not the time for the creation of new offices;
and I think it would be much more satisfactory if the juris-
diction proposed to be vested in those officers should be
vested in the Court of Exchequer, with such modifications
as the powers and functions of that court in dealing with
this class of cases may require. You find that the proposal
is to have a judge and three assessors. There are at present
four Dominion arbitrators, of whom, however, not all sit in
all cases. You have for all practical purposes at
least the expense of the o1 Dominion arbitrators plus
the salary of the judge. As to the amount of salary
we are not yet informed, and I do not wish to press the
lon. gentleman beforeband for a revelation of these sacred
mysteries. I suppose the information will be given in com-
mittee; but whatever it may be, the expense will be what
I have stated and perhaps a good deal more. Without,
entering into any further discussion at this time I wish to
say that this measure does not at first siglit, without any ex-
planation from the Minister as to the reason of the change,
and the reason for the departure from the views expressed
on a former occasion, commend itself favorably to my mind,
that the Government'should set about creating a court with
a newly appointed judge to discharge functions, which, so
far as I can judge, can be thoroughly and effectually dis-
charged by existing tribunals without increasing expense.
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I did not intend, and I
do not intend now, to enter into the reasons of the proposed
measure, and to debate the matter with the leader of the
Opposition. That I shallh be prepared to do on the motion
for second reading, after the Bill has been printed and dis-
tributed. L trust the hon. gentleman when he hears the
explanations will be prepared to admit that the proposal of
the Government is a sound one, a reasonable one, and is
in the interests of the Dominion.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

DUNDAS AND WATERLOO ROAD.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that the House resolve
itself into Committee to consider the following resolu-
tion:-

That it is expedient to give effect by legislation to an agreenent
made by the Department of Public Works with Dr. Allen Holford
Walker, for the sale and transfer to him of the oundas and Waterloo
Road, and for that purpose to authorise such sale and transfer to him
by Order in Council to be published in the Canada Gazetic as in the
cases provided for in the Public Works Act.

He said: This was a public work belonging to the Domin-
ion, and it was thought that it was in the interests of the
public that we should dispose of it by sale, and under these
circumstances 1 was authorised by Ordor in Council to do
so. Public advertisements were published freely annournc.
ing thatthis road would be offered at public competition at a
certain time and place. We fixed an upset price which
was, I think, something like $ :5,000, though I cannot state
the exact amount, and it realised over $21,000. The sale
was effected, but when we came to give the deed, the De-
pwtment of Justice, to which the matter was referred,
having looked closely into it, thought that we would require
authority from Parliament, and therefore I now come to
Parliament on behalf of the Government to ask the legalisa-
tion of the sale. I think it will be in order for the House
to proceed immediately into Committee of the Whole, as the
resolution does not involve a burden on the public, but
rather the contrary-an accession to the public funds.

Mr. BLAKE. I am not prepared to say how the resolu-
tion stands on the point of order. I am sure that if it was
-a complete cession or grant of the public domain which was
proposed the principle would apply. I cannot nów say
whether it applies or not to sales, but I am rather inclined
to think with the hon. gentleman. At the saine time I
would request him not to go into committoe until a future
day, but on another ground. It seems to me that our going
into committee would be the merest fofnality unless the
hon, gentleman has placed before us the papers necessary
in orderto enable us to form somejudgment about the matter.
1, therefore, ask him to defer going into committee, and that
in the meantime he should lay the papers before us, includ-
ing the opinion of the Department of Justice, and any other
papers which will aid us in coming to a judgment.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Of course, Mr. Speaker, if
you decide that I cannot proceed to go into committee
to-day, or if you say there is any doubt about it, I would
not wish to imperil the measure by having to begin again,
and so I would move simply to go into committee at a
future day. However, it seems to me as there is no charge
on the people, but, on the contrary, it is bringing money to
the public coffers, that the rule should not apply; but if
there is any doubt about it, and as the point is an important
one, I will not press going into committee to-day.

Mr. MILLS. I think we should have before us some
means of forming a jndgment before proceeding to com-
mittee. It is true the hon. gentleman proposes to put
money into the treasury, but we io not know whether he
is getfing back what was or.ginally paid for the road or
not, and I think it is only reasonable that we should have

such information as would enable us to do something more
than merely to register the wishes of the Government for
the time being.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If we had gone into com-
mittee, it was my intention at a subsequent Ltage to supply
any information that might be asked for.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have not beon able to give the point
of order full consideration, but, I think the object of the rule
is that full time shouid be given for the consideration of ail
Bills, motions, or resolutions which may result in a charge
on the treasury, or upon any department of the public
domain or property. That it seems to me is the reason for
the ordinary rule of the House, that it shall not presently
go into committee, and under those circumstances I think
it would be more advisable not to proceed to committee
forthwith, but simply to take the motion to go into com
mittee at a future day.

Motion, amended as suggostud, agreed to.

COLONIAL AND INDIAN EXIIBITION OF 1886.

Mr. POPE moved that the House, to-morrow, resolve
itself into .committee to consider the following resolutions:

1. Resolved, That the proposed Colonial and Indian Exhibition, to be
held in London in the year 1886, under the presidency of H. Rl. H. the
Prince of Wales, will bring prominently under notice the development
and progress which have been made in various parts of the British
Empire, in products, manufactures and resources, and will afford a
widespread opportunity of acquiring a more intimate knowledge of the
vast fields for enterprise which exist throughout the British Domin-
ions.

2. Resolved, That it is expedient that Canada should take sech part
in the said exhibition, as becomes her position amongst the Colonies of
the Empire.

3. Resolved, That His Excellency the Goavernor General in Council be
authorised to guarantee, on the part of Canada, against any loss result-
ing from the exhibition to the extent of £10,000 sterling, being one-
fifth of the whole sum which it is proposed to be guaranteed by the Gov-
ernment of India, the Dominion of Canada and the Colonies represented
by agents general in England, the money so guaranteed to be held to
meet any sum in which the intended exhibition may fall short of being
self-supporting.

Mr. BLAKE. I trust that the hon. gentleman, beforehe
asks us to go into committee, will lay on the Table such
papers as are necessary to enable the House to consider this
matter. We have no information except what appears in
the resolutions.

Mr. POPE. I will bring down the papers.
Motion agreed to.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS ON TIIURSDAY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
That for the remainder of the Session Government business shall have

precedegce on Thursday after routine business.

Mr. BLAKE. Having regard to the condition of the
Order paper, I hope the hon. gentleman will alter that mo-
tion by saying after this week. If he looks at the Ordor
paper he will see that there are several pages of matter in
the hands of private members, and it will b utterly impos-
sible to make substantial progress with them unless we are
allowed one other day at any rate.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think if we postponcd
the resolution for another week the list would be quite as
long; there is no means of stopping it. We have been in
Session more than a month, and the motions in the hands of
members not connected with the Government have had a
fair opportunity of being presented and discussed, and papers
have been called for over and over again. I think it is in
the interest of the public that we should adopt this resolu-
tion, and give the Government another day.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I have been a member during several
Parliaments, and I can speak from experience. Now, my
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experience is that for the first three or four weeks of the
Session we are here, I will not say doing nothing, but not
doing the business which the Government is obliged to
bring before the louse. We have not yet seen several of
the measures which the Government promised in the Speech
from the Throne. I have already had occasion to refer to
this matter. At the end of the Session we always run
through the business with such undue haste that we are
ashamed of it; for my part, I am. It is very difficult to
bring the Conservative members, and especially the leader
of the Government, to adopt any kind of reform. He will
adopt the reform when it is forced upon him, but he will
not introduce one. Now, I am going to propose a little
reform to-day. Suppose, instead of spending three or four
weeks at the beginning of the Session, debating more or less
interesting questions, we had the Speech from the Throne
sent a little time before the beginning of the Session, as
with the President's Message, so that it would be on the
Table and we could discuss it when we met. At present we
meet on Thursday, and spend that week without doing any-
thing but going through all the schoolboy performance of
hearing the Speech in the Senate. I think in this 19th
century, when tbings are moving rapidly, we might adopt
a more expeditious system. During the four or five Parlia-
monts during which I have had. the honor of a seat in this
House, we have seen a very great loss of time and money to
the country, and a loss of time to ourselves as well, because,
if we could get through the'business a fortnight or three
weeks earlier than we do, it would benefit all the individual
members of the fouse. I congratulate the leader of the
Government that we have had a little reform at any
rate. We have our Sessions earlier than usual, but we
might have a regular time of the year appointed for
Parliament to meet, and the time that would suit the
country best would be the first week after the 6th
of January. .All the work of the Session might
then be done and finished by the opening of'navigation,
when trade and business begins anew. There is another
point to which I desire to call the attention of the House,
referring to private Bills. All these private Bills that come
before the House ought to be read and examined and passed
upon by the Minister of Justice, so that we might have his
opinion upon them, and avoid imposing upon the commit-
tees the task of saying whether these Bills are ultra vires or
not. And why should not banks, railway companies and
other corporations be chartered under one general law ?
W by make a rule for one and exception for another ? Some
companies are, in fact, chartered under a statute law now.
I congratulate my hon. friend on the good motive ho bas in
taking another day. It indicates that we are going to
make some progress with the Government business, because
up to this time he has not given.us much work. The Fran-
chise Bill is a very important one, and some other Bills
were promised also. I hope we will be able to help him in
the matter, though perhaps not to a very great extent, and
perhaps give him a little opposition also.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I trust the bon. gentleman,
the First Minister, will not press this motion, the effect of
which will be that one-fourth the public orders and one-
tenth of the Notices of Motion cannot bé possibly disposed
of this Session. There are 37 public Bills and 8à notices of
motion on the orders, and with one and a-half day for the
notices of motion and half a day for the Public Bills and
Orders it will be utterly impossible to dispose of a-tenth of
the business on the Order paper. We lost last Wednesday and
the previous Wednesday, not through the fault of private
members, and the hon. gentleman ought to give us next
Thursday to make up the loss. As far as I am concerned
I have no objection that the Thursdays after this week
should be taken by the Government, but I think we should
be allowed next Thursday.

Mr. CAsoBmIN.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I hope the right hon. gentle-
man, the First Minister, will press the motion. When do
hon. gentlemen opposite expect to get th'rough ? On Thurs-
day we will have as many, if not more, motions on the
paper than we have now. I do not believe there is a
Parliament in the world in which there are so many motions
made for returns as here. As far as the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Cameron) is concerned, he certainly has had
his share of the time of the House, and his friends also have
had their share up to the present.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I have not taken as much
time as you.

Mr. MILLS. The Government have not occupied the
days allowed them during the month and more this House
has been in Session. There is no roason why the Govern-
ment should not be ready with all the legislation they pro-
mised in the Speech from the Throne, nor is there any
reason why they should not have used the days at their dis-
posal from the beginning of the Session. The Finance Min.
ister has produced his Budget, but if we look back at the
parliamentary practice, in which our parliamentary legisla-
tion originated, you will see that it was the business of the
Government to propose to the House those legislative meas-
ures upon which the action of Parliament was sought before
the Budget was brought down at all. What does the hon.
gentleman propose by this Budget? He proposes to ask from
the people a subsidy for the Crown. Upon what condition
does ho ask it ? On the condition that the Crown will redress
those wrongs and grievances the people are supposed to
have. The Government, as a responsible administration,
stand in the position of the ancient council who demanded
the correction of abuses and the settiement of griew-
ances. ln the Speech from the Throne the policy
the Government proposed for the Sossion is an
enunciation of what they considered to be defects of
the law they propose to remedy, but before they ask for the
supply they should submit to the House the measures they
intend to carry through. Up to the present, this bas not
been done by the Government, their measures are not be-
fore the House, and yet the hon. gentleman (Sir John A.
Macdonald), though he bas not produced those measures,
proposes that we should go on with the consideration of the
question of Supply. We have on the paper a large number
of questions, a large number of important subjects in con-
nection with which this flouse wishes to have redress, and
in which they ask the co-operation of the Government; and
what do the Government propose? They propose that this
House shall go or* with Supply without complying with
those conditions which our constitutional system recognises
and without whieh the House of Commons itself has prac-
tically no power.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentlemen who cry "no, no," are

here to register the wishes--
Mr. SPEAKER. I call the hon. gentleman to order.

Mr. MILLS. I yield to your appeal, Sir. I have no
means of knowing, except by what I have seen, what
those hon. gentlemen are here for; and if I have
mistaken their views and motives, of course, 1 am quite
ready to accept their correction.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman, I
think, was just as much out of order in stating that bon.
gentlemen on this side were hore merely to register their
votes in favor of the Government--

Mr. MILLS. I did not say that.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You did not get quite
through the sentence. The hon. gentleman was just as
much out of order as if hon. gentlemen on this aide were
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to say that hon. gentlemen opposite were sent here to
form a factions opposition to the Government. No hon.
gentleman on this side would say such a thing. The hon.
gentleman says we ought not to go into Supply at ail
until all the constitutional grievances are redressed.

Mr. MILLS. I did not say that.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think that wats what
the hon. gentleman said that the debate on Sapply should
go on after all the grievances were redressed. Why, in
England the navy estimates were brought down and gone
into the day after the Speech from the Throne was read and
replied to. If the hon. gentleman will look at the records
of the English Parliament, he will see that the Appropri.
ation Bill was moved for before the adjournment by Mr.
Gladstone, and Lord Randolph Churchill took the ground
that the Appropriation Bill should not be carried oxcept
the last day of the Eession, after all the griovances were re-
dressed and all the legislation got through. Mr. Gladstone
quoted a number of procedonts, which he is always ready
to do, to show that lie was quite right, admitting,
at the same time, that lie was perhaps forcing the
question a good deal in carrying the Appropriation
Bill, and thon having in fact a new Session
after a long adjournment. As regards this Session,
three days in the week are given to general business and
two to the Government, which shows that Parliament con-
siders the measures and ordors or Bills in the hands of pri-
vate members are of great importance. The lion. gentle-
man says the Government have not brought down many
Bills. If not it has given more time to hon. members, who
have not the misery to be members of the Government, to
bring down their moasures. They have had a month to do
so up to the present. The list has been called over and
over again and measures postponed, the majority of them
at the instance of the hon. members themselves. I can
appeal to the hon. member .for Huron (Mr. Cameron) to
look back, and I think he will find that, notwithstanding
the taking of the third week by the Government, there has
been no substantial measures in the hands of piivate mem-
bers thrown over. Every opportunity has been given to
private members, and I think I must press my motion.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I might remind the
First Minister that ho spoke of a motion of mine the other
day as being a piece of factious opposition. No doubt ho
has now reconsidered the matter and considers that I was
perfectly in order.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What motion was that ?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The motion dealing

with the Exchange Bank.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, yes, I thought that
was an unnecessary motion.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
appealed to me.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was to the hon, gen-
tleman behind you (MIr. Cameron).

Sir RfCHARD CARTWRIGHT. I mistook the hon.
gentleman. I thought his appeal was made to me as I have
had a good deal of experience in putting through estimates.
If the hon. gentleman will look over the records, he will
find that during the Administration of my hon. friend (Mr.
Mackenzie) the Budget Speech was made on all occasions
within a fortnight after we met, instead of waiting five
weeks to make it, and the estimates were in the hands of the
House at the. earliest possible moment. I will merely
remark, as a suggestion, that I have often thought that our
practice might be conveniently changed in this respect,
that in such7a special debate as the Budget debate, we

might go on de die in diern for a reasonable number of
days, instead of taking the usual number per week
which unnecessarily prolongs and protracts the debate.
And, for my part, in the public interest, I would have been
disposed to use what little influence I have to bring about
that desirable reform. As to the other matter, howover, I
think the Minister might very fairly yield to the reason-
able requests of my hon. friend from Huron for this par-
ticular Thursday, because he knows that, as my hon. friend
says, it was not the fault of the private members at all that
two Wednesdays were practically lost to them-last Wed-
nesday and the Wednesday before. On each occasion, the
House adjourned at half past eight or something like that,
and that at the special instance of the First Minister or one
of his colleagues. We are not on this side of the House
disposed to talk for mere talking's sake. I am sure I am
not and my friends are not If he allows this particular
Thursday, it may save time. There are certain motions
on the paper which, if we cainot get them moved in the
ordinary way, it may be necessary to bring up in the shape
of motions in Supply, which will take up a great doa! more
of the hon. gentleman's time.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will accopt one portion
of the hon. gentleman's suggestion, to go on de die in diem
in the discussion of the Budget.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You cannot do it now,
you cannot take to-morrow.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. i do not propose iL to-
morrow, but I propose that on Thursday and Friday we
we shall go on de die in diern.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is what wo do
not want you to do.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will not ask for
Monday, and we will give every opportunity to the hon.
gentlemen opposite to bring up their motions.

Mr. DAVIES. I would call the attention of the hon.
gentleman to the fact that there are two classes of motions,
one class of motions are made in order to allo.w the gentle-
men who put them there to bring certain grievances before
the House, thougli the secondary object may be to obtain
papers. The other class are not for the purpose of raising a
debate or a conversation, but simply to iove for papers,
which is absolutely necessary to move for before we go
through Supply. I know that a large number of the motions
on the paper are simply with a view to get that sort of infor-
mation, and, if arrangements were made that those motions
on which no debate could arise could be run through as they
were last Session, it would greatly facilitate business and
would enable us to obtain information, which is now only in
the possession of the Government before we get through
Supply.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have listeined with attention to the
remarks made both by the leader of the Government and
the leader of the Opposition, and his assistant, the ex-
Minister of Finance. I entirely agree with the position
taken by the gentlemen on the Opposition benches to-day.
It is not often I do, but in this case I do, and I hold that
my action is quite consistent with the course I have pur-
sued in this louse for sone years past, in fact ever since I
ceased to be a member of the Government. When I was a
member of the Government, I sympathised with the action
of the Premier in wishing toe cut down all the private days,
and to absorb, at as learly a period as possible, the days
allowed for private members to bring matters before the
House. My bon. friend opposite, whom I lad occasion to
devote a great deal of attention to when 1 was in Opposition,
will remomber that I persistently and consistently claimed
that those days ought not to bec tken away from
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private members so early in the Session. I have
argued the same thing for the last two Sessions, since
I have been here again, against my right
hon. friend on this side of the House, and I think so still,
and I think it would be wise for the Premier to give way
and not take the first Thursday, but let the motion apply
to ihe second Thursday. There will surely be time enough
to do the G3vernment business. It is not right that we
s.hould not have opportunities for laying the grievanes of
our constituents - and we have a groat many of them-before
this Parliament. There is an enormous list of motions on
the paper, and numbers of others will still be made, for I
am sure the leader of the Opposition will have a great
many more motions to make about the Pacifie Railway, and
I may have some more to make about the Grand Trunk
Railway. I cannot let him have the whole. I think Ihe
Premier will do a graceful act by giving way on this
occasion.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, nO.
Mr. MITCHELL. Hon. gentlemen may say " no, no." It

is all very well, they may not choose to put forward the
claims of their constituents. I do, and I want to have the
opportunity to do it. I make the suggestion, but I know
the hon. gentleman has the power to override the indepen-
dent expression of opinion. Still ho cannot prevent that
expression being made.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1 am ready to make a
compromise with my hon. friend, and to promise not to
oppose any motion ho may make respecting the Grand
Trunk. Will that satisfy him?

Mr. MITCHELL. He may not oppose any motion in
respect to the Grand Trunk, but last Session I had to criti-
cise the amount of support which he gave to the Grand
Trunk.

Mr. BLAKE. I am not sure that the leader of the Gov.
ernment was as prudent as usual in making that promise,
because the hon. member (Ur. Mitchell) may move to
abolish the Grand Trunk.

Sir JOHN A: MACDONALD. I will give him an oppor-
tunity.

Mr. MITCHELL. They have nearly abolished them-
selves.

Mr. BLAKE. However, the hon. gentleman knows as
well as anybody bow to got rid of promises.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is not parliamon-
tary.

Mr. BLAKE. It is scarcely right to say that private
members have had time enough to get on with the logisla-
tion in their hands. It is true that there were two days
when we were here when the hon. gentlemen who were
leading the House in the absence of the First Minister in-
vited us, in view of the thin nature of the benches, to allow
certain Bills to stand, and secured an adjournment at about
twenty-five minutes past 8 o'clock. But, apart from that,
it is necessary that a certain time should elapse after the
introduction of these Bills, in order that they may go to the
country and be read, and that we may get information from
outside, and that they may be considered by members of
the House; and, though I agree that it is a proper diligence
on the part of private members to bring in their Bills early
in the Session, still this part of the Session is as early as
several of these measures can possibly be c eady. A
great many of them are not ready for the second
reading now, because they are not printed in both
languages. So the case is not such as the hon.
gentleman presents. On the other hand, important
business on the part of the Government, which might have
been brought forward earlier, bas not been brought down.

Mr. MITCHELL.

The most important measure mentioned in the speech has
not yet been introduced, and the Budget, instead of being
brought in at au early poriod, was brought in at a late
period. If my hon. friend took the view of my hon. friend
from Bothwell, and said it was constitutional to defer going
into Committee of Sapply and Committee of Ways and Means
until this legislation was brought down, I could understand
it, but he does not. He contends that the Budget should be
brought in at an early period, and I am disposed to agree
with him; but I complain that ho does not practice what
ho preaches, and that ho does not bring it down till a late
period of the Session.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALjD. ln medio tutissimus.

Mr. BLAKE. No, the hon. gentleman sometimes gets to
the bottom between two stools. That is the medio in which
he does not walk tutissinus. I persist that in these circum-
stances we ought to have this Thurstlay, but I perceive
from the melodious sounds which greeted my hon. friend
from Northumberland when he persisted in demanding it,
from those harmonious and agreoable intonations of the
human voice by which those gentlemen intimated thoir
dissent, that there is not much likelihood of our getting it,
because, when the hon. First Minister has such a backing
whose views are expressed in such agreeable sounds, ho is
never deaf to such charmers-

Sir JOiN A. MACDONALD. Who charm so wisely-

Mr. BLAKE-as ho bas beard to-day. I think we should
have, at all events, the opportunity, on the first occasion, of
going over the paper in the ordinary way, which would no
doubt clear the Order paper of more than half the notices,
and give the Government more time to get down the papers.
1 aliso suggest that we should continue to have the power of
having questions answered on Thursday after routine.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.

Mr. BLAKE. That only involves about a quarter of an
hour. I persist in my requisition for Thursday, but, as I
perceive the hon. gentleman will not grant it, I offer these
other suggestions.

Mi. FARROW. I think the Opposition have no reason
for complaint. Any person that will take the paper from
day to day, and look at the notices o(motion, will come to
the conclusion that about nine-tenths of ail these notices of
motion and items on the Order paper, originate on the other
side of the louse. I want to impress this fact upon yon,
Mr. Speaker, and upon this House, that they have called for
more returns ihis Session than have been called for in Eng-
land during the last six yearg, where they have three times
as many members as we have in Parliament, and about six
times as many inhabitants.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree with the
hon. gentleman that questions should be put on Thursday
as if it were not a Government day. Also, I have no objec.
tion, on Thursday next, to take the time from the meeting
of the House till half-past four to go over the Order paper
and grant all the Orders for returns, where there are no
speeches upon them.

Mr. McCARTHY. The First Minister has proposed to take
Wednesday away, which is partly for notices of motion and
partly for Public Bills and Ord ers, and I do rot see why any
arrangement should be made that any part of Thursday
should be given up to any notices of motion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I mean mot'ons fcr
returns.

Motion, as amended, agreed t> on a division.
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ENQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Mr. BLAKE. I will not trouble the House with reading
thom, but I have here a memorandum of over 40 important
returns, which the hon. gentleman has just been complaining
about, and I will send them across the House and ask the
hon. gentleman's diligence towards them, as ho seems to b3
so well disposed.

Mr. VAIL. I would ask when we may expect to have
the returns from the engineers with regard to the piers that
I asked for in February last.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman was
kind enough a few days ago to write me a note about this
matter, which I handed to the Secretary of the Department,
and he told me they were working at the return, and it
would soon be down. I will take note of it again.

Mr. VAIL. I would ask the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries for returns of copies of accounts for supplies for
the Hudson Bay steamers. 1 trust he will be kind enough
to take note of that also, and let me have the papers soon.

Mr. CASEY. I beg to call the attention of the Minister
of Railways to the remaining returns ordered by the House
in regard to Section B, which have not yet come down.
One was the engineer's reports and bis classification. ordered
the 16th of last month. Thon on the 17th we ordered the
claim put in by the contractors, the case submitted to the
arbitrators, and the evidence taken before them. Can the
hon. Minister say when they will be down ?

Mr. POPE. With respect to the first part of the question,
those roturns will be down shortly. With respect to the
last part, I do not know whether I will be through with
them this year or not. We are going on as fast as we can.

Mr. CASEY. The evidence was all taken, and we paid
$3,000 for taking it, and I think'it ought to be in shape to
bring down to the House.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I would like to enquire of the Gov-
ornment with reference to a motion adopted by the House
at an early stage of the Session with reference to the return
of the number of licenses that were granted under the
Liquor License Act of 1883. I think it would take only a
short time to propare the, return. There are many Bills
now before the House in the discussion of which we need
to have the returns, and I would like to know how long it
would be before we can expect to have it.

Mr. CASEY. I would say with regard to this evidence
that I mentioned a moment ago, that it should have been
brought down tothe House at any rate without being asked
for. There is no necessity for delay. The evidence should
have been printed, as many less important things have
been printed, and brought down. The claims of the arbi-
trators and other things which I have asked for are
short documents and cannot occupy many pages. They
could be prepared in a few days, and I hope the hon. Min-
ister will show the sincerity of bis efforts and give us the
information on this matter.

Mr. POPE. I have said I would bring down the smaller
returns, but I do not agree with the hon. gentleman that
we should have brought down this mass of evidence and laid
it on the Table. There are over a thousand pages of it, and
it will take some time to copy it. We cannot bring down
the originals, we must bring down a copy of it.

Mr. CASEY. The original could be laid on the Table.

Mr. BLAKE. May I ask the bon. gentleman when bis
own report will be down.

Mr. POPE. It is in the printers' hauds, and will be down
pretty soon.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
volume of the census be down?

When will the fourth

Mr. POPE. It will be down very soon.
Mr. LàANDERKIN. I trust the Government will have

the courtesy to answer the very proper request I have made
with reference to the motion thit was carried at an early
stage of the Session. It will only take a short tim.e to make
out the return. It is very important that we should have
the information asked for in that return, and I trust the
Government will have the courtesy to lot us know somte-
thing about it.

Mr. BOWELL. I will say in the absence of the bon.
Minister of Inland Revenue that I will make a note of it
and hand it to him.

REPORT OF THE FACTORY COMNMISSION.

Mr. BLAKE. I would call attention to the fact tIhat the
report of the Factory Commission has not yet been distri-
buted, though I understood that advance sebets were in the
hands of some bon. members some time ago. It is very
important that this document should bo disLributed bofore
the debate on the Budget proceeds farther. I trust there-
fore that some effort will be made to have the report distri-
buted at an early date.

WAYS AND MEANS-TIIE TARIFIý.

House resumed adjourned debato on motion ofSir Leon:rj d
Tillley to go again into Committee of Ways and Meanus.

Mr. TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, the financial statement
made this Session I think most people in this country re-
gard as eminently satisfactory. i think myself that at a
time when the over-production throughout the world bas
brought almost paralysis to trade, the statement which the
Finance Minister of this country was able to present was
not only remarkable because of the thoroughness with
which it was prepared and the satisfactory showing that it
makes, but it was remarkable in this, that it bas produced
through this country a feeling of reassurance, a feeling of
confidence; although those feelings wore perhaps somewhat
shaken by the damaging utterancos of the leader of the
Liberal party dui ing the recess.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.

Mr. TUPPER I hear cries of " ne, no." I suppoie omne
hon. gentlemen opposite would gladly deny that damaging
speeches were made by their leaders during the recess. 1
repeat that in my opinion, and it is the opinion of people
who have road the utterances of the Liber al leaders, that
they were calculated to do the greatest damage possible.
I say that those utterances wafted across the ocean do aun
extraordinary amoant of damage to this country. There
are business mon who will endorse this statement, and
who, to their sorrow, have felt the truth of what I say.
The Finance Minister's speech, as I have said, was a
remarkable one. It was remarkable for the reasons I
stated, and it was remarkable too, for this reason, that
the position taken by the Finance Minister, stands at this
stage of the debate absolutely unassailed. The position
he took up at the beginning of the debate bas been
strengthened by the position which the hon. momber for
Cardwell (Mr. White) took after him ; and we can afford to
hear and to read and to allow to go abroad the utterances
of the ex-Finance Minister and of the bon. member for
South Brant (Ur. Paterson), because they are
simply conspicuous for the inaccuracies they con-
tain in regard to this country, and of the jaundiced
impression they would produce on the mind of any one who
should read them. In this Dominion we can afford to
allow to be made public such utterances as thoso, anti the
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only reason why damage is done is because those speeches
are sent across the ocean to the markets of the world and
are given a oertain amount of weight which they really do
not possess, simply because they wero spoken by men who
at a time, unfortunately for the welfare of Canada, occupied
official positions in this country. We could well afford to
allow their speeches to go abroad if the political
characters of the hon. gentlemen who uttered them
were as thoroughly understood elsewhere as they
are understood here. We could afford to have the
streets of London filled with the speeches of the ex-
Finance Minister if he was known politically as le is known
in this country, as the king of deficits, as the mixer and
muddier of figures, as one of the greatest failures as a Finance
Minister that the Dominion has ever seen. If the people of
England knew him as we know him, we could well afford
to have his speeches sent throughout the United Kingdom.
They would do as littie harm as they dg in the constituency
of Lennox or in that of Queen's, P. E. I. We have learned
to understand, and we have learned to our cost, the value
of the financial opinions of the ex-Finance Minister. He is
a unique character in the history of our country. He
stands forth as the only high.flying Tory the Liberal-Con-
servative party ever produced. The high-flying Tory has
been so well described by Moore that I will venture to drop
into poctry for a few seconds in order that the House may
understand what a high-flying Tory really is:

"Keep him always reversed in your minds night and day,
Like an Irish barometer turned the wrong way,
If he's up you may swear foul weather is aigh ;
If he's down you may look for a bit o blue sky.

Never mind what debaters or journalists say,
Only ask what he thinks, then think t'othtr way."

As a Canadian I take courage in this fact, that in this debate
lie has been eminently "down." From lis own stand-
point he bas not been able to hold his own; overwhelmed as
he was by the statistios produced by the Finance Minister,
he could not, under the circumstances, with the role ho had
to play, do justice to the ability which even I admit he
possesses. I take comfort from the fact that, having regard
to the arguments he addressed to the House, ho was " down"
simply because the bit of blue sky had been brought home
to him by the Finance Minister's statement. We find later
on in the debate that the hon. gentleman (Mr. Paterson),
who is known in this House for his eloquence and on the
stump for bis pleasing manner in discussing the public
questions of the day, was also "down." The hon. member
fbr S3uth Brant was not himself. He had to fall back on
those utterances-ail except his reference to the Commis
sionors' report, which has been published since-to which he
gave expression in Lennox, the effect of which on a former
occasion was to turn a Grit majority of four intoa Conserva-j
tive majority of forty. With that experience, knowiag how
the country appreciates the hon. gentleman's arguments, we
could have afforded, with the utterances which have been
made from this side of tLe House to lot the debate close; but
I take it that there are speeches to be made. We were told
that the hon. membor for Siuth Brant (Mr. Paterson) and
the ex-Finance Minister, not having boon ablo to cope with
the Finance Minister in regard to the subject of expenditure,
another gentleman had been busily preparing himself, and
he would' soon enter the lists with bis oppononts on this
side of the House, and endeavor to meet the position taken,
and so ably taken, by the Finance Minister, and so ably
entrenched by the hon, member for Cardwell. So it is only
reasonable that 1, a humble member of this House, should
express the views I entertain. The hon. member for South
Brant, who was comparatively humorous in his remarks,
and dealt in jaunty style withi this subject-a subject once
so serious to him, as I will show later on -held the Finance
Minister to account for having unfairly presented his case
to the people of this country: that in making bis Finance

Mr. TUPPER.

statement the bon. Ministor had no right to take three good
years and 1884, and claim a good showing on the whole, and
ho said such conduct was sinilar to the act of a mercharft,
who, having lost everv dollar refers to years ago when lie
made something. The hollowness of that argument was
exposed last Session by, I think, the hon. member for
King's N.B. (Mr. Foster), and was satisfactorily disposel of.
I was surprised to hear the hon. gentleman make use of
such an argument again, because it was conclusively
answored at that time. Sir, the position of a
merchant who has lost everything is not the
position of a country which has gained everything.
And we are not restricted to a period of one year. The
Government of the day is not accountable to the people of
this country, merely for the results of one year's adminis-
tration. They go to the country on the showing of their
whole term et'office. If that position were not correct, I
have no doubt that the Reform party, if they had gone.to the
people, after holding office one year, woauld have occapied a
different position from what they did; if they had confined
their case to the first year they came into office, when they
had considerable money left to them, they would have had
the only surplus they could boast of. The people of this
country are not bound down to a month or a year in put-
ting a Government on its trial; they criticse the whole
term of a Government, and they wish to know if, on tho
whole, they have been just and faithful stewards of the peo.
ple's affairs. On that position the Finance Minister made
his speech, just as the Chancellor of the Exchequer of Eng-
land would make his statement, as any man in such a posi-
tion would make his statement, and tho statement he made
on the whole was eminently satisfactory, was indeed far
beyond the anticipations of hon. gentlemen opposite
when first this Goverament took office. He could
further say the position wo are in is not that which
the hon. momber fôr South Brant (Mr. Paterson) tried to
make out where everything had been lost; it is not the case
of a merchant who losos every dollar he has. The hon. gen-
tleman complained most indignantly of the shameful waste
of money spent for immigration purposes, and before him
the ex-Finance Minister characterised the whole system as
a fraud and a sham, as a waste of the public money. Weil,
Sir, I was surprised-I was amazed, that for the sake-it
would be unparliamentary to say, I suppose, for the sake of
currying favor with the trades unions of Toronto, and thore-
fore I shall not say it-but I will say that I was surprisel
to hear language of that kind coming from the mouths of
men who had not only known the responsibilities of office,
but had themselves come down to Pariiament and asked in
the year 187à, a very different year from 1884, for a vote
of half a million of dollars for this very purpose. 1 was
surprised to hear a statement of that kind coming from men
who, to indcee the small number of 19,243 souls to settle in
this country, spent $14 per head in inducing them to come
bore and in bringing them hre; I was surprised to hear
that charge brought against a Government which at the
small expenditure of $Ü.28 per head brought into the country
68,133 settlers. But my surprise was only temporary,
because 1 recollocted that at all times the Reform
party is the party of surprises. It is surprising
to hear them laying down certain principles as fundamental
principles of Government, when they are in Opposition,
and to notice the sudden manner in which those principles
are scattered to the winds the moment they come into
office. For that reason my surprise was only of short dura-
tion. In the speeches of the ex-Finance Minister and the
hon. member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson), we notice
the greatest inconsistency when they arraign the National
Policy, whether those speeches are delivered in this House
or in the country, they blow hot and then blow cold. At
one period they denounce monopolies and decry a policy
which makes the rich richer ani the poor poorer, and when
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they thoroughly deal with that subject they, revenue tariff He discussed the tariff, ho sounded every part of it, and he
mon as they are, employ the arguments of free traders, and brushed away ail fears of the exodus in these words :
thon they drop into another part of their subject and employ "I believe that by a defensive tariff you would not have to pay to
a totally different set of arguments and abuse the pohicy bring those men here. Adopt it and you will find the steam whistles of
because the manufacturers have not made large profits and or factories will be the call for them to come."
because capital has been sunk. I say that the country That is the language of an hon. gentleman who to-day holds
understands the hon. gentlemen thoroughly, and I tell them up to ridicule those who cannot agree with him, a gentleman
that they must resort to other arguments than, these to who, in 1876, spoke of steam whistles and tall chimneys.
injure a pohcy which, in this crisis of the country's history, We could only draw the deduction the other evening that

as stood out se well. The hon. member for South those remarks only came from hon. gentlemen on this side
Brant (fir. Paterson) cau afford to be humtorous, of the House ; but we find that they originated with a botter
for le to-day is a manufacturer, and like many .other authority than mysolf on trado mattors at that time. The
manufacturers he still clings to his political feelings hon. gentleman was interrupted by the hon. member for
and is bound by hi. political ties; but they have West Elgin, eue of the whips of the party, who endeavored
been enabled either to make or to save a great te bring thIine te bar upon him for his tremendous
deal of money and they have been prevented from losing storm for a protective tarif; but he asked: "If free trade ba
money under the operation of a policy, whieh under party botter than protection, why have any duties at all? " Could
pressure, and for party's sake, they otten feel themselves we have a sounder argument for the National Policy than
bound to denounce. He, I say, then can afford to be humo- that to-day? That is our position, and we could not have
rous in arraigning that policy at the cali of his party, but it botter defined than it was by the hon. gentleman who
there was a day when the hon. gentleman's tone was now advocates a revenue tariif only, and who in doing so,
serious, when ho was not only very eloquent, but when endeavors to use the arguments of free traders. Hispsi-
every sentence ho urged in the course of the debate, to tion, to my mind, is illogical; it is worse than illogical; it
-which I refer, came from his heart. In those days, the hon. is absurd that the hon. member, in advocating a revenue
gentleman, not only implored the ex-Finance Minister, the tariff, should attempt to bring to his aid the arguments of
Finance Minister of that day, to adopt a policy similar to freo traders. But I must read something more from this
the one now in force, but he stood up as a living witness, as interesting old literature :
to the offect that that pohicy woul produce. He claimed ' oThe other year, the Finance Minister, in revising the tariff, gavethat protection given to the industry in which he was some encouragement to our industry which it never had before. The
ngaged,had not only brought thousands of people frOMresult was that a thousand men who were engaged iD that indust in

Germany, but that while injuring no one, it gave ail the Germany were literally transported, by the change in the tari , to
benefit of that production and the empleyment of that labor Canada, and set to work here. The cost of the article was not increaued

one iota, and Canada got all the benefit. The middlemen suffered a
to this country. There was no jaunty air at that time; diminution of profits; but for them nobody seeme to care much, the pro-
there was no tearing to pieces the different reports circulated ducer and consumer received all the sympathy. It is inevitable that a
in tho country- -regard te the statistis of the country. like resuit would flow to other manufacturera under the same poihcy. If

the Finance Minister finda such is the case, I trust that the wisdom
He said it would be folly to speak of the losing manufactures which led him to yield that point will induce him to grant the same.to
of the Dominion; the thing they had to do was to act, and other industries, and that no sectionalism will tie bis hands."
ho stood out much longer inb is petition to tho Finance That is the policy we wisbed to adopt, and that is the policy
Minister of the day than the hou. member for North we obtained. The hon. member has changed his views-no
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) did. The latter was a doubt lie las the privilege to do so; but I say he has never
protectionist up to six o'clock during the debate, answered those arguments, fortified by his own experience
and after that he went solidly for the policy of the day, but in the very business to which he alluded. There has been
the member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson)-as any hon. no sectionalism displayed by the Government of the day.
gentleman will see if he looks up the Debates of that day, They never confined their National Policy to the tobacco
and they are interesting in this respoct-continued loyal to industry of South Brant or to the oil wells of Ontario; bat,
protection through the whole Session, not only in the consistently with the policy propounded, they have given
Budget debate but in the discussion on the agricultural to every industry that could possibly live in this country
interests of the country. He showed that ho was pledged some fostering protection. Now, if all that the hon. mem-
to the farmers of his riding to obtain protection, that he ber for South Brant, and all that the First Minister antici,
wished protection not only for the cigar industry in which pate as the result of tho National Policy, las not come to
ho was interested but for all industries alike. -He was pass, why had he not the candor to say that neither hoenor
willing that the millers should be protected, and in fact he the First Minister, nor any Finance Minister in the world,
was an out and out protectionist. Now, in the course of ever anticipated or could anticipate the extraordinary over-
the little banter in which the hon, gentleman indulged the production which this world bas seen in the last two or
other evening, in reference to the present Finance Minister, three years ? Everyone knows that economical theories
ho said that "he lhad no desire to read old literature again, and practical views have all had a serious check in conse-
but he was forced to do so." That is my excuse for reading quence of the extraordinary manner in which the world
to the louse, in order to strengthen my position, some bas been brought together, so to speak, of late.
very old literature which is often revd to the House. It is There las been an extraordinary development of
read when the hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) SiLs railroad enterprise the world over, and electricity
down to find out what were his views when he was serious, las done so much that to.day it is difficult to find what
when ho was speaking fron a common senso standpoint, used to be considered a "far-off " land. The world has
when discussing the -effects of this policy upon his own been brought closer together to-day, I venture to say, than
industry. In 1876 the hon. gentleman who now arraigns any man in this Chamber believed even three years ago was
the policy of protection, when imploring the ex-Finance possible. Competition is now at its leight; and the ques-
Minister to raise the Catoms duty, contended that the tion of over-production las attracted considerable attention
prices would be brought down, that the consumers .would in England, as well as a considerable amount of painful fore-
get the benefit of cheaper goods than they then had. I ask boding. But in this country the Finance Minister was able
him if his prediction las not been verified. He said: to make a statement, warranted by the facts, that no other

"lIt wonld imply rem.ve the competition from the Ameria m Minister could make, in regard to the condition of the people.
"Itwoud impy emoe he omptiionfrm te merca manu- Now, we are told by the curious method'of reasoninfacturera to our own, the consumers receiving the benefit al the same, , , y

but the Country being enriched by the industis." adopted by the hon. member for South Brant asa proo,
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that the farming industry of this country has not been
benefitted by the National Policy, that the value of the
exports of butter, eggs, cheese andi potatoes had actually
increased. Now, it does seem odd that if the exports of
that industry have increased, the industry itself ias not
prospered. Why, is it not perfectly consistent with the
development of the home market that at the same time the
demand outside, over which we have no control, should
have aiso increased ? Sir, was it intentional that the hon.
member ignored a most important consideration in this
connection ? Was it intentional that he ignored the
wonderful advance we have made in what the
fathers of Confederation wished to promote an inter
provincial trade. How is it that the bon. member
ignored the facts, which the public records of his country
could have given him, that the coasting trade since 1878
has increased by 4,500,000 tons, and that freiglit carried on
railways has increased since 1878 by nearly 6,000,000 tons ?
Why was it that the hon. member did not go on to state that
that was a benefit to the farmers ? Why did he not refer to
his own principle, that what benefits the manufacturer boue-
fits the farmer, and that you cannot help one without help-
ing the other ? The hon, gentleman was in my constituency
last summer on a visit pleasing to himseolf, I hope, as it was to
those who heard him; and surely, while there, he could not
fail to see the effects which the National Policy had pro-
duced. He could not see the effect in the exports of the
country; but did he not see there a trade that depends
entirely on the home market? Did ho not see that we are
sending up to Ontario not only the products of our
mines, but from the industries in New Glasgow our
manufactures of steel and glass? Why had he not the
candor in this connection to mention that he noticed during
that trip signs.of prosperity and signs of the hoalthy growth
of an interprovincial trade ? It did not suit the gentleman's
purpose, I have no doubt, to dilate on that view of the
question, and so he amused the liouse and his friends by a
very clever and very carefully prepared critique of the work
of the commissioners appointed to investigate the condition
of industries in this country. He produced a certain
amount of merriment by lis elaborate and exhaustive
critique. Now, Ihave no intention of making a reply to that;
it was, perhaps, too carefully prepared for me thoroughly to
criticise it now; but I will venture to take this position,
that, on reading the bon. gentleman's speech, it produced
a conclusion which I do not think ho desired to be drawn
from it. It produced the conclusion that, instead of
mistakes having been made by these commissioners in
exaggerating the resources of the country, manyfactories had
been entirely overlooked. That a thorough examination of
the state of trade had not been made, and that the approxi-
mate estimate which the commissioners-and the hon.
gentleman should have alluded to that-said they had made
of some of the industries was entirely below the mark.
The hon. gentleman certainly left that impression with me,
and I have no doubt he left it with others; but at any rate
the force of this remark was that you could not depend
absolutely upon that report. I think it was intended to
give an approximate idea, so that that part of the hon.
gentleman s speech will not influence the country to any
appreciable extent. Again the hon. gentlemen blew hot
and cold, as all revenue tariff men do, who depend upon
free trade theories, when he charged the Finance Minister
with not having brought millions into Canada, and then, in
the next breath, accused him of bringing more millions into
Canada than the country reguired, causing millions to be
sunk in enterprises that do not pay. If that be true, have
not the laborer and workman received some benefit ? If
millions have been brought in and used in developing these
different industries-and we do not altogether admit the
accuracy of his statement as the hon. gentleman will
ascertain in this dobate-why doos ho not admit that that

Mr.'Tumpra.

may be one of the causes which have induced the working-
men, speaking generally, in this country, to become

F strong and enthusiastic defenders of the National Policy.
f I say that the fact that depression exists the world

over, the fact that business has received the check to which
I have alluded, and the fact which is in the knowledge of
every hon. member in this House, that there is so little real

1 distress, so little real poverty, so little misery, above that
which always exists at any time, no matter how prosperous
the country may be-J say these facts combined, furnish one
reason why hon. gentlemen opposite have failed to captivate
during the recess the support of any body of laboring men in

- any of the counties which have been opened. The hon.
r gentleman referred to the decrease in the export of manu-
* factured goods, and again he did not deal candidly with the

subject in hand. He did not explain, and therefore left it
necessary for those who follow him to mention the fact,
which we all understand, that it is absolutely absurd to sup-
pose we have any direct control over foreign markets; and
the fact that the over-production which worries other coun-
tries far worse than it does Canada to-day accounts in some
measure for decrease in our exports of manufactured goods.
I will call the hon. gentleman's attention to the report of a
lecture given by Mr. Fairweather, of St. John, a lecture
which has not and cannot be successfully attacked, and
which has been published and extensively noticed by the
press of Canada. If the hon. gentleman had given us a
candid and fair criticism of that paper he would have
afforded us, not merely a source of amusement, but would
have given us a criticism of far greater importance than
his attack upon the commissioners' report. Attention has
been directed in that lecture to the extraordinary develop-
enent of the inter provincial trade, and that is what con-
cerns us to-day. The National Policy is simply another
tern for the policy of Confederation. Confederation was
intended to develop interprovincial trade, and it had
this effect up to a certain period, when the United
States market assumed a different position, Confeder.
ation alone having ceased to continue operating the
effect desired, we simply added another stone called
the National Policy to the fabric of Confederation,
and that has produced the same satisfactory results as Con-
federation alone had produced for several years after the
union. If it will not weary the House, I would like to sup.
port that position by an authority which will not be ques-
tioned by hon. gentlemen opposite; and in doing so I am
keeping well within the subject of debate, because among
other questions discussed during it is the question of reci-
procity. When the late George Brown went to Washington
to endeavor to negotiate a treaty of reciprocity with the
United States, in 1874-the year when our trade was be-
coming visibly affected by the growing industries and
extraordinary development of the United States and our
thon tariff did not operate successfully in securing to us our
own market-when he went to Washington in April, 1874,
he made a certain showing to the people of the United
States, and in that statement he brings out the idea I have
just mentioned:

"Effect in Canada of the Abrogation Treaty.-The repeal in 1866 of
the Reciprocity Treaty, under which so vast a trade had grown up,ren-
dered imperatively necessary prompt measures to open new markets for
the sale of Canadian produce. These measures wera at one taken.
Under the influenca of the formal notice given by the United States in
1865 of their intention to terminate the treaty, federation of the pro;îinces,
then under discussion, was hurried on and became unfait accompli within
fifteen months af ter its repeal."

le aise says:
" The Aêt of Confederation, too, removed from the category of foreigu

commerce to that of home consumption, the large interchange of com-
modities between the several sections of the Dominion ; and the aggregate
foreign commerce of the provinces consequently fell in the first year
after the repeal of the treaty to $139,202,615 from $160,409,455 in the
trae ofear Aswilnon seely reioem f rlong statement, however, the
trad of t e Dominion opeodily reoorered from the blow, and the voliume&
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of its foreign commerce gradually increased until, la the seventh year
from the repeal of the treaty, it reached the great sum (far a people of
4,000,000) of $235,301,203-being $75,000,000 higher than it had reached
in any year of the treaty's existence."

Then, in order to show the wonderful growth and expansion
of trade in Canada, independent entirely of the United
States, he gives the figures of the different years, and to
swell the amount he adds the foreigu trade of Newfound-
land. In 1868 the total exports and importe of Canada and
Newfoundland amounted to $138,202,615; and so on to 1873
when they amounted to $235,301,203, making a total foreigu
commerce in seven years, of Canada and Newfoundland, of
$l,207,807,817. My point is this, that that showing was
perfectly correct; it was a satisfactory showing, as Mr.
Brown admitted of the effect of Confederation up to that
date, owing, as I have said, to the circumstances of the
United States. Up to that time everything had turned ont
as the Hon. Mr. Brown himself and the 'other fathers of
Confederation had desired and expected, but from that time
our trade began steadily to decrease from $217,000,000 in
1874 down toi172,000,000 in 1878. The late Government
failed to obtain reciprocity and they also refused to adopt
the National Policy; that is they refused to strengthen the
National Policy of 1867 by increasing our Custom duties.
The consequence was our trade did not develop itself.
Now the figures show that when the present Government
came into power they took up this subject boldly, they took
it up in the spirit in which I bolieve the late Mr. George
Brown himself would have taken it up, if his remarks give
any indication of his opinions in 1867, as reported in the
debates on Confederation. The stand he then took, as
regarded the United States, was to the effect that: If you
will not trade with us on fair terme we will adopt the offen-
sive and protect our own trade. The results have been
satisfactory, because we can show that from 1879 to 1884,
only six years, we have in Canada alone had almost the
same volume of trade as that which the Hon. George
Brown was able to show to the United States as the result
of seven years trade of Newfoundland and Canada together.
From 1879 to 1884 our trade amounted to$1,191,178,618; add
Newfoundland, from 1879 to 1883, and you will have a total of
$1,248,721,685. Therefore we were consistently carrying
ont our policy of Confederation and with the most satis-
factory and natural results. I think it would not be irre-
levant, in order to strengthon the position that the Finance
Minister bas taken, to point to circumstances somewhat
similar, to point to depression far more intensified than it
is in this country. No one can successfully contradict the
statement that the depression in England during the lasý
few years, aye, even from 1881, has been far more intense,
far more injurious to the people than the temporary depres-
sion in business which existe in this country to-day.
I am able to show that in the Ernglish House of
Commons and the English House of Lords the Gov-
ernment there met the arraignment exactly in the
style of our Finance. Minister, except that they could
not point to anything like the record whleh ho can
point to in Canada to-day. My deduction from that, if I can
sustain the point, is that it ought to be a satisfactory
answer to those gentlemen here who complain that the free
trade Government which they pretend to take as a model
for a revenue tariff, when arrainged for a policy of free
trade, uses the same kind of defence the Finance Minister
has used in this debate. Lot me cite the ovidence that the
commercial position in England is far worse than it is in
this country. I will read but few extracts. I will take
them from good free trade organs, not when they are deal-
ing with the subject of free trade and protection however,
for I find there is the same narrow mind in England in that
respect as in Canada, that when discussing free trade they
carefully keep these facts in the background, but when they
are discussing trade as newspapers, then we are able to

understand their position. The times of 10th Decemberp
1883, say:

" It is now complained by merchants generally that their profits have
either disappeared altogether or are extremely small, while great
industries are admittedly in distreue. Nowhere is there ral- prosperity."

Now that is in England. Then the Times of Jaly, 1884,
says :

"It is hardly necessary to say that ship building is for the present
dead. The cotton trade is to ail.appearance stationary, profits being
hard to obtain, owing to the intensity of competition both at home and
abroad."I

And surely free traders will hail with astonishment this
statement:

'Probably the revival will come, when it does corne, from-"

Where? From their own empire, from the regions of the
world in which free trade is working such wonders? No,
but-

àfrom the United States."

I will give another extract. This is from the Statiatiof
Jannary 31st, 1885, in which the whole trade of the yearis
summed up. It says:

"During the year likewise there bas been no reeovery from the steady
depression which has now lasted about two years. At the end of the
year not only were prices much lower than they were at the beginning,
but the prospect of recovery seemed further off than ever. The extreme
fall in prices appears, in fact, to have taken the heart out ot business
men. The year 1884 bas altogether been much worse for business than
its predecessor, and the prospect at the end of the year was, and the
prospect now still is, less cheerful than twelve months ago.

" As the result, there have, perhaps, been more complainte ofesmall
profits and of want of emuloyment amongst workmen during the past
year than there have been for many years previous. The fall of prices,
perhaps, bas especially affected capitalists by diminishing their profits,
But whatever the cause, there has apparently been less surplus capital
available for the employment of labor in new works than there has
been for many years ; while capital has also been idle, because in many
directions, particularly in shipbuilding, which is one of the mont im-
portant modes of investing capital, there'was no prospect of profitable
employment."

I know these extracts as a rule are not interesting to hon,
members in this House, but, in order to strengthen the
position I take, I have deemed it necesssary to cite them.
Under these circumstances, lot us turn but for one moment
to the manner in which Lord Granville met the indictment
that the Government were responsible for the condition of
affairs and that the condition of affairs was as bad as these
commercial free trade organs had asserted. They explain
the position of affairs there, and I think the comparison
will hold good here. Lord Granville contended that the
appearance of depression arose from the existence of lower
prices, but that the volume of trade was still great. Can
we not do the same ? Have not the hon. gentle-
men who preceded me on this side of the House
most successfully establisbed that fact ? The aggre-
gate trade from 1S79 to 1883, Lord Granville claimed,
was enormous. He was not charged with having taken all
these years together. No one seemed to find fault with him
there for taking a range of years in order to give confidence
to business men and to the country, and ho pointed with
pride, as our Finance Minister pointed with pride, to the
increased production of coal. And then ho dropped down
into what hon. gentlemen opposite dislike so much-aver-
ages. He took the average production of coal from 1875
to 1880, and compared it with triumph, not with that of
1883 or 1884, in reference to which they were bringing the
charges against him, but with 1881 and 1882. That was
satisfactory to a majority of that fHouse, and surely we
have a right to point with pride to the fact that, in this
so-called depression, the production of our coal stands boldly
out and shows that manufactures must still be kept going
even though profits at this time are small. Lord Granville
also instanced the raw cotton consumed from 1875 to 1880
and compared it with 1883. fie also alluded to another
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point which is a matter of importance with us, the increased
amount of savings bank deposits and the increased con-
sumption of sugar, tea, coffée and tobacco; and hé con-
cluded, as we can with more right and with more reason,
that 'lthe présent depression of trade to a large
exten t was only apparent, and that the production
and consumption are large and the people well off."
If hé could say that of the condition of the people in a
country in reférence to which, if time would permit, I could
cite some extraordinary évidence, our position should be,
as the Finance Minister has convinced a majority of the
people of this country, most reassuring. Lord Granville
claimed that there had been simply a curtailment of profits
of manufacturers and wholesale merchants, and that, to men
who view the matter here apart from party bias, is the state
of thirigs with us to-day. In the House of Commons, the
Channellor of the Exchequer compared the exports of 1883
with those of 1869, and surely we can do the same, to show
the improvement in trade. We could show that the exports
of Canada in 1869 amounted to only 860,000,000, whereas
in 1883 they amounted to $98,000,000. Then I say my con-
clusion is a fair and reasonable one, and the people in this
country ought to be satisfied in this which is a time of
extraordinary over-production, that the Government can
give the same answer with the same force and the same
reason and the same style of statistics as the Government
at home can do. We have heard a good deal about
monopolies. The hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail)
alluded to them last Session, and, although not much
has been said in this debate, we have heard of them.
No doubt thé people of Lennox heard of them in the
first part of the hon. gentleman's speech who preceded me.
I put this question to the hon. gentleman, where would you
rather have the monopoly in the employment of labor, in
the production of saleable articles, and in the development
of our natural resources-would you prefer to have thèse
monopolies at home or abroad ? They exist, but they exist
where our laborers get no benefit from them. Take the
case of thread. Every hon. gentleman kno-ws that Coates
and Clark had a monopoly of the thread trade. They had
gigantic works in Paisley, Scotland, and even controlled the
market in the American States, but the Americans, with
their keen business knowledge, erected a defensive tariff
wall and levied a duty on thread. And what is the conse-
quence? Wby, w:rks just as large, but still owned by
Coates and Clark, havé been established in America; their
works have been actually transported to the State of New
Jersey, and the United States get not only the thread but
they get also the benefit of the thread being manufactured
in their own country, and of the wages being paid to their
fellow taxpayers. We know that there is to.day a cry of
monopoly. But there is no monopoly in this country fos-
tered by the tariff; thore are, however, monopolies in
England; there are monopolies existing in connction with
many industries in England, and I call the hon. gentleman's
attention to the fact that the monopolies in England are
such that, though wheat was never lower, bread in England
was never dearer. I call attention to the fact that monopo.
lies are existing in that free trade paradise. Perhaps hon.
gentlemen will not take my statement for it, and I will give
them the evidence of the Saturday Review of September 6th,
1884. The article is headed "Dear bread and cheap wheat,"
and it reads as follows

"At the present moment there is a universal complaint on the part of
producers that they are being ruined by the fall of prices and yet con-
sumers do not find that the prices charged to them are proportionately'
lowered. Just now production is paralysed precisely because consump-1
tion is beld in check by too high prices. The most striking example of
this is furnished by the price of bread. Roughly, it may be said that9
just now the price of wheat is very little, if at ail, over three-farthings1
per pound. Yet we know from letters to the daily papers that the price
of bread in various parts of London has until a week or two ago been as1
high as 7id. the 4-lb. loaf and even now is 7d. the loaf. In other words,
while the priée of wheat is little over three-farthiags a pound, the price of
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bread is not much under 2d. a pound. The consumer is being deprived
of the benefit which he ought to derive from the fall in wheat, while the
farmer is a great sufferer from that fall. But though the difference
between the price of wheat and the price of bread ie attracting most
attention just now, it is by no means a singular phenomeron. A cas t
has been heard of in which a banker in the city, having set up an old
servant in a retail shop, bought for ber tea 't tenpence a pound, which
she sold to her customers at three-and-sixpence a pound. This .i, no
doubt, an extreme instance. But every one who knows what is going on
in Mincing Lane is aware that tea bas been for the last couple of years
sold there for tenpence a pound, which has been retailed at from two
shillings to half-a-crown a pound. Similarly, sugar which costs in Mine-
ing Lane from five farthings te three-halfpence is sold at twopence-
balfpenny and even threepence in the retail shops. It is notorions, for
example, that the brewers own the majority of public-houses in London;
and it is said that in the same way the millers control the majority of
bakeries. There is thus no real competition between the retail dealers,
and prices are settled by the ring, a strict combination being kept up te
the detriment of the public."
So much for monopolies existing abroad. Now, I have
alluded to the state of business generally in England, and
challenge hon. gentlemen opposite to produce anything
equally authoritative showing such an extraordinary state
of things in this country. I challenge the to bring for-
ward any evidence that the workingmen othe laboring
classes are in as degrading a position in this country as they
are in England. A School Board Commissioner, Mr. T.
Marchant Williams, of the City of London, wrote a very
remarkable description of the state of things he found exist-
ing in that city, and it bears truth upon its face. This
comes from a nan who is endeavoring to benefit his fellow-
men, who has no object in misrepresenting the facts, and
who speaks from personal observation. This gentleman
says:

" There are at leat 60,000 families in London whose homes consist of
one roorn only, and I have statisties in my possession which clearly
prove that, se far as the Divisions of Finsbury and Marylebone are con-
cerned, of the children from these homes that attend any efficient
elementary school at alu, an exceptionally large proportion are in attend-
ance at the Board schools There are schools in Finsbury Division that
are filled with children of whom 60, 70, and even 80 per cent. come from
homes consisting of one room only, and such schools are not confined to
one particular district. It was oaly the other day that I discovered in
one of these streets a bouse contaning nine rooms, each of which
accommodates on an average eight persans 1 And, be it understood, Board
schools have been buIlt in all these districts. In one of the Clerkenwell
schools I found, on the day of my annual inspection, that 36 per cent of.
thé parents cf thé childrén weré ont of empîcyment, that 40 per cent, cf
thé children core te school sometimes withut a breakfast, and 28 per
cent, come sometimes te afternoon school without having had any
dinner. In anotner district I discovered that the parents of 34 per cent.
of the boys in attendance at the Board school were out of employment
at thé time of my visit te the school ; 10 -5 per cent. of the boys h'd no
fathers; 17·5 per cent. occasiozally came te school cinnerless, and 23
per cent. breakfastless. These facts are. not se entirely exceptional that
they may not be considered applicable te a considerable proportion of
the children attending the Board schools in my district."

Now, Mr Speaker, I must ask the attention of the House to
a table prepared by Mr. Williams, which bears out what I
have just quoted, and shows how the people are crowded
together in some parts of that city :

No. of
Occupation. roome oc-

cupied.

Moulder ............ 1
Porter .............. 1
Laborer ......... 1
Printer .......... 1
Bootmender.... 1
Painter.............2
Laborer ............ 2

dot .. I..........
Riveter............1

No. Wages
children when fully
family. employed.

e. d.
4 180
2 18 0
5 20 0
0 25 0
7 17 6
5 20 0
6 20 0
6 20 0
6

Rent.

s. d.
4 6
5 6
3 6
6 0
6-0
6 6
5 6
4 6
2 9

Mr. Williams goes on te say :
l Our philosophical theorists are doing well in warning the benevo-

lent againet the dangers of pauperising the people ; but they would be
doing better if they were to supplement their warnings with suggestions
as to their own plan of feeding and saving the little children who are
now rotting in heaps within sight of the porticoes of their churches. If
economic theories are to be applied to the parents only, children cannot
thrive upon them."

Canadians fonnd they could net thrive upon them either.

It boing Six o'clock the Speaker left the Chair.
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Mr. TUPPER. In order to show that a National Policy
underlies the Confedoration scheme and that the principles
of that policy mainly contributed to bring about the Con-
federation of the Provinces, I will refer to the Confedera-
tion debates. I find that Mr. George Brown, who upheld
the scheme, said :

"But the proposal now before us is, to throw down all barriers
between the Provinces-to make a citizen of one a citizen of the whole;
the proposal is, that our farmers ani manufacturers and mechanics
shall carry their wares unquestioned into every village of the Maritime
Provinces ; and that they shall with equal freedom bring their fish and
their coal and their WestIndia prdtuce to our 3,000,000 of inhabitants."
He also said : .

" I say one of the best features of this union is, that if in our com-
mercial relations with the United States we are compelled by theni to
meet fire with fire-it will enable us to stop this improvidence and turn
the current of our own trade into our own waters."

That language, of course, is fresh in the minds of many bon.
gentlemen. I simply wish to call attention te it nOw in
connection with the fact that the successors of George Brown
in the Reform party have sadly degenerated. They have
taken a position entirely antagonistie to that occupied by
him and the bon. member for Lambton in those days; be-
cause we find that while the Reform party were in power
they gave a protection to one of the natural industries of
Ontario, a protection to the development of the petroleum
wells, and refused te give a like protection to another
industry, alluded to by George Brown as a profitable indus-
try, namely, the coal fields of the Maritime Provinces. The
Refbrrn party have pursued an unfair, sectionul and illiberal
policy. They have departed from the traditions of the
party in 1865: they gave protection to an industry of one
Province, wkile they refused it to that of another. It is idle,1 contend, for them to talk about the necessity of placing
coal on the free list because it is a necessary of life, for one
has only to remember that the same argument can bet
used in regard to the taxes they imposed on tea and coffee,r
and even on petroleum, because that is not only fuel but1
light to the xich and poor alike. There is and ean bo no dc-
fonce of their inconsistent conduct in that connection. I
wish to direct the attention of the House to the narrow-f
minded view taken of this vast field of profitable industryr
by the present leader of the Opposition. I was present inc
-Halifax Eome years ago and heard the hon. gentleman thereç
allude to this enormous industry of Nova Scotia, and now,1
of course, of British Columbia and the North-West Terri-r
tories. I heard him give utterances to views which showed1
to me only too plainly that he had not lost his character oft
a special pleader on the public platform. He showed tooe
clearly that ho was holding a brief and acting essentially int
his capacity as one of the profession to which I belong; andp
it is disclosing no secret, I am sure, when I state that when
you hold a particular brief you do not do full justice to yourd
opponents case, and do not attempt te bring out any stronga
features in connection with it. The hon.gentleman showed t
he was unable to take a broad statesman-like view of the
questions of the day. He should have known, as he was bound o
to know, that the coal industry was a great industry affecting r
cvery hole and corner of the Province, and one which, if de- t
veloped, would assist every partof the Dominion. ie ought to c
have been willing to have gone that far. Instead of belittling e
that industry he should have been man enough to bave p
stood up and said that ho knew it employed many thou. ta
sands of people-because ho could have ascertained before. T
hand that 40,000 mon, women and children were directly fi
dependent on that industry in the Province where ho was c
speaking- that it provided employment and subsistence not m
only to those 40,000 individuals in the coal districts of li
Nova Scotia alone; that it bonefltted the shipping interests i
of the St. Lawrence; that colliers had been built specially in
for the trade since the National Policy was developed. R(

Not only so but increased employmnent in connection with
the trade had been given, more steve ]ores, sailors and train
bands being employed; that more factory hands had been
employed in order to supply the expensive machinery and
gear necessary for the working of the mines; that while
this industry was encouraged, it was able to pay in the
shape of royalties into the provincial troasury, one-flfth of
the total revenue, over $100,000. Not only that, but in
order to keep the mines in operation a construction account
amounting to $200,000 a year was necessary tobe expended.
But what do i find the hon. gentleman saying ? I have here
the report of the language ho used, and I desire to place it
before the House. He is reported as having said-and I
was present at the meeting, whieh was in 1881:

" Our ceal mining had been said to have been benefitted. He denied
that it bad ; but if it had, a benefit conferred on 3,300 men and boys
(being the number of persons engaged in coal mining in Nova Scotia),
could not be set off against the harm done the Province generally by
the tarif."
Why was such a narrow view taken by the hou. gentleman ?
Even when speaking of the men and boys employed, the
number was not correctly given. The number actually
employed at that time, as is shown by the mining reports,
was 3,.67 instead of 3,300; in 1882 the number was 4,225.
But, as I have said, ho should have recognised the fact that
40,000 people, as ho could easily have ascertained, were
dependent on that industry for their means of subsistence.
We find that the Governmont of whieh he was a member in
1875, while not willing te extend protection to the coal
industry of the Maritime Provinces, was ready to give pro-
tection to the petroleum iudustry of Ontario. The figures
show the lellowing :

Value. Duty. Per cent.
Protection to oil, 1875...., $110,995 $103,165 32 93

1876...... 119,618 113,811 14 98
1884...... 380,082 227,562 60 60

The protection to our coal industry, which I have shown
the fathers of Confederation desired to bonefit and foster,
receives a protection of only 15 per cent. We do not com-
plain. The mines have done well, both in good times and
in bad times, under the National Policy; and they are not
complaining to-day. But we find that this attack is hurled
from the ranks of men who gave the industry 96 per cent.
protection, while they complain ofan industry which has
only a protection of 15 per cent. to-day, for we find that,
while the ceal imported in 1884 was valued at something
like seven million dollars, the duty collected was only one
million ofdollars, or a duty of about 15 per cent. Now these
hon. gentlemen are very inconsistent in regard to the indus.
tries of the Maritime Provinces-or rather they are inconsist.
ent in regard to those industries as compared with the rule
they would apply to the rest of the Dominion. What is the
position of the Reform party to-day in connection with the
National Policy ? Take the speeches of hon. gentlemen
during the recess and what do we find? We find that if
anything they are trying to outbid the members*sitting on
he Treasury benches by a puroly sectional cry, that they
entirely disregard the laboring mon and the manufacturers
f Nova Scotia and the Maritime Provinces, in order to
make a bid for the Ontario vote. They say we do not attack
he industries peculiar to this Province, with 30 to 35 per
ont. protection, but we will give you more protection at the
xpense of the Maritime Provinces, They say they will
ut coal and iron on the froc list, but they say nothing about
aking the duty off oil or other articles peculiar to Ontario.
'hey say we will go one botte and put these articles on the
ree list at the expense of the Provinces, which only give a
omparatively small number of votes, and you will be so
îuch the better off. That, it scems to me, is not a statesman-
ke position. I wish to point out the fact that these two great
ndustries coal and iron are in the Lower Provinces found
n juxtaposition to our fisheries. I admit thaL the present
eform party were opposed to the protection given to the
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fishing industries; they ridiculed the arming of the fleet
which was raised for their protection ; they opposed the
Government in reference to the Washington Treaty; but
strange to say, time has taught them that that course would
be dangerous to-day and we find Grit and Tory all agreed in
the Provinces down by the sea, that they hold meeting
after meeting and that both parties alike urge on the Gov-
ernment that some vigorous action be taken to protect the
fish ing interests of the Maritime Provinces, to impose duties
and to arm fleets to protect that industry. There is no free
trade argument in that request to this Government, no
desire to trade freely with their American competitors. We
could understand them if they took the consistent position
of declaring that we should allow all our waters to be free
to the world, that we should make our fish free to all who
chose to come keep out no competitors. But I would be
amazed to find at this day that the Opposition would take such
a position as that, and I have no doubt that they will not do
so. But how can they, while willing to extend this pro-
tection to the fishing industry, refuse to extend it to coal ?
Every one must admit the tremendous value to the Domin-
ion of our coal deposits, not merely in the Maritime Pro-
vinces, but all over the Dominion, away to the west on the
Pacifie coast; and I say it isn hopeful and auspicions sign
of the grand career in store for this country-it is no doubt
one of the greatest possessions of Conada-that on both the
Atlantic and Pacifie coasts we should have these immense
coal fields; and it roust be that they were intended by Pro-
evidence to Fe devoloped, and they could not b3 without a
National Policy, for without it they would likely bo ex-
tinguished. It is important to know that while the total
production of coal in the United States in 1860 was only
something like six millions of tons, the position in that
country bas so much changed that to-day it is actually over
eighty-seven millions of tons, and this increased production
has arisen under a fostering protective tariff. This question
of protection is a serious one in connection with the coal
trade, for if we had difficulty in competing with a
country which produced six millions of tons, our difficulties
will be greatly enhanced in endeavoring to compete with
a country which produced eighty seven millions of tons a
year. My lion. friend from South Brant (Mr. Paterson), in
referring to this question, findin g that he could not show
that the prices would be raised, that he could not prove that
the evil prophecies which had been uttered in regard to
this industry had been verified, stated that he had found
that the real cause of the increased output of coal to which
the hon. Finance Minister alluded was that before the
National Policy was introduced wood was largely consumed1
on railways. The hon. gentleman bas fallen sadly in his«
position on the question of protection ; for does he not know
that the leader of the Conservative party stated that all that
was to be changed, and that we were to be no longer hewers
of wood and drawers of water, and the industries which
made us the bewers of wood and the drawers of water have
been supplanted and other industries have grown up in their
place. But why is it that the hon. gentleman dealt so deli-1
cately with this question, for we know that there is no,
feeling against the duty on coal in Ontario to-day. The1
people of Ontario have learned that the coal trade in thei
United States having been vastly developed is now being
handled by rings all over the American Union, and that dis-
tricts are divided, and were it not for the coal duty and for the
fact that Toronto has been made a competitive point by the
National Policy, that city and other western cities and
towns would be brought within the influence of the rings and
made subject to their prices, subjeet to the tariff of rates1
that is set up in those territories that are to be operated
upon. Statisties have been given, and they have never
been contradicted, showing who does pay the duty. The
Belleville Intelligencer gave figures on the 7th of February,
1883, showing that while coal sold at 83.75 iii Cleveland itf
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sold in Canada at from $2.30 to $2.80 per ton. We flnd
also that while the price of coal bas been decreasing bore
under a protective tarif in free trade England it bas steadily
risen ; that while steam coal at Cardif sold in 1880 at 8s.
9d. it sold this year at 10s. 9d. We know also that English
coal is sold in Paris at a lower price than it can be
purchased in London. These are facts which should be
considered by the bon. gentleman when discussing this
question of coal. We find further from Chambers' Journal of
Commerce, in London, of December 5th, 1883, the following:

I In the coal trade, no less than in cotton manufactures, the miners
and their leaders will find themselves obliged to consider the influence
of other countries as producers, and must already feel themselves
constrained to acknowiedge that we no longer absolutely rule the
market."

The New York Sun says:
l Ontario is a nearer market for Pennsylvania coal than it is for the

Maritime Provinces. Ontario is now using American coal, but the duty
leaves very littie profit on the coal, because the dealers have to sell It
at a price that keeps out the native product."

Professor ]Roberts, of the Penusylvania Railway, quoted in
the Toronto -Mail, said:

" The rates that are now charged by our company for carrying soft
coal are made for the purpose of meeting the competition in the various
markets in which coals are introduced.

This shows what bas been pointed out by gentlemen who
have taken part in this discussion iu previons years, that
where there are competitive points the duty prevents the
price being controlled by American rings and keeps the
prices down instead of putting them up. Now, I stated
that coal was sold at a lower prico on the continent than in
England. i find, in a letter addressed a short time ago by
Mr. Ellis Lever, to the London Times, the following remarks:

l We are actually sellinie our coal at a price which lea'es no profit to
the eolliery proprietor for bis capital and risk, ard which does not admit
of adequate wages being paid to the collier, whose labor is in the midst
of darkness and danger. At the same time, we are delivering coal at
the continent of Europe at a less price than we can deliver it in London.
The foreigner bas the advantage of procuring our coal free of export
duty; not so the population of the metropolitan area."

Now, why do I allude to this ? Surely it is a fair argument,
if I can show that the increased duty bas decreased the
price, and that the only increase in price is in a Free Trade
country; and I say it is for hon. gentlemen opposite to find
some other effect to urge against the duty than that which
they urge. Now, I do not think it would be inappropriate
for me to mention in this connection since this is a question
peculiarly affecting the workingmen, that it las been stated
broadcast throughout the land by a lying press that I, on the
floor of this House, have sneered at the workingmen.
When a press is so alost to decency that for lack of
other material it must descend. to lying calumnies
against a member of my experience and age in
this House, it shows what a poor and miserable cause it
must have. I defy any man to stand up in this House and
say on bis honor that in any discussion in which I have
engaged I have attempted to sneer at the workingmen or
have used the term "l the lower orders." I can appeal to
Bansard; and if there is anything with reference to which we
have reason to feel sone comfort that we have reporte so
accurate, it is on an occasion like this. My speeches are
there, uncorrected by me, and I can safely appeal to them
to corroborate what I say. Why, how ridiculous for me to
sneer at the mon who sent me bore. The county of Pictou,
of course, contains a large number of agriculturists; it is a
large, prosperous and splendid county; but the bulk of the
voters who sent-me bore to support the National Policy are
par excellence workingmen. They are men whom I never
sneered at, but whom I am proud to serve; and I believe I
am serving them and fulfilling the mission for which they
sent me bore in supporting the policy of the Goverument,
the policy which gives them bread to eat. So much
for what are very common in this country, that is,
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misstatements in the Grit press. I have only to state
the interest I have taken in this subject as the excuse I
have to offer for occupying so much time. I attempt no
peroration in closing my remarks on this occasion; but I
do hope that some good effect may follow from something
I shall give to this House, and partieularly to hon. gentle.
mon opposite. They have denied, and they indignantly
deny here, because it is not safe, I suppose, to admit it, that
they have done vast injury to this country, both by their
policy and by their damaging speeches. They deny that;
but they will not deny that they have gloated over the fact
there was an exodus-that men did leave this country at
times, and they have exposed and magnified before the
world overy bad spot they could find, as a warning to
people that if they come here they will have to stand the
terrible effects of misgovernment. Well, Mr. Speaker, I
find that the ex-Finance Minister (Sir Richard Cartwright)-
stated, in 1880 :

" We know that the great and alarming emigration that prevailed
from 1860 to 1870 is resuming its former proportions."

Now, that is a fitting introduction to the little lecture I
would like to read in closing from the files of the Globe,
written, I have no doubt, by a man whom the party opposite
were once proud to follow. In the year 1868, when that
paper was conducted by the Hon. George Brown, and when
he was anxious to vindicate the policy of Confederation
which ho had done so much to consummato, his paper thus
dealt with hon. gentlemen who make such speeches as hon.
gentlemen opposite. It first abuses the New York papers,
which alone at that timie made such assertions, happily, for
stating:

'lThat the people in what used to be called Canada, both east and
west,are atpresent in a very inpoverilied condition, glad to escape by
any means from their misery. Tnere is something worse than a mistake
in this. There is very gross,and we are almost uncharitable enough to
say, intentionai misrepresentation.r PThere is suffering
and destitution in varions parts of our Province, as there aiways wilI be
in any community, however prosperous; but we are quite safe in saying
that rarely since the country was settied has there ever been less, either
in extent or degree, than at the present moment. **
When we look at our position materially, socially, educationally, and
religiously likewise, and compare it with that of many others, we have
no occasion either to envy or repine. We are so often assured that our
country is a poor, contemptible, God-forsaken place, that some may be
almost inclined to believe that such is the fact, and to bear themselves
as if begging pardon of every one they meet, for the misfortune of being
in existence. There is no reason for all this. We have no wish to dis-
parage other lands or to use harsh language about the condition of any
peo le; but we see no reason to go to the opposite extreme, and allow,
without contradiction, such representations of our country, when any one
in a position to form an enlightened opinion knows that the facts are
jjust the reverse.''

And this paper indignantly denies, in 1863, that this "great
and alarming emigration" has taken place. I do not wish
to add anything to that, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. CHARLTON. I am sure, Sir, that we have all listen-
ed with pleasure to the speech of my hon. friend the momber
for Picton. A few of the points ho has made I shall per-
haps notice in the course of my remarks to-night. The in.
terest taken in the financial statement made annually by the
Finance Minister of this Dominion is for obvious reasons
increasing year by year. The importance of his statement
as it relates to the interests and prosperity of the country is
increasing year by year. That hon. Minister, Sir, on the
present occasion, has met Parliament under circumstances
perhaps less favorable and less comfortable to himself than
on some previous occasions. He meets Parliament with
the fact confronting him that the debt of this
country is assuming alarming proportions-that it
is increasing with great rapidity. He meets Parliament
with the fact staring him in the face that the expenses of
the country are also increasing. He tells us that the esti-
mates for the coming year will probably reach $33,000,000,1
an increase of almoat $20,000,000 since these Provinces1
were confederated in 1867, Ho knows that the taxation is ex-

tremoly heavy, and that, owing to the dopression that existe'
although the rate of taxation has not been reduced, the re
venue derived from taxation is considerably less than former-
ly. He also is unable to dony that following the stimulation
which has been applied bas come over-production and
plethora, and that our manufactures to day are in a stag-
nant position. He knows that the prospects of the great
North-West, to which this country must look for expan-
sion and growth, bave been blighted by the policy this
Government has adopted; ho knows that the tide of immi-
gration which set in in a stream towards that country bas, it
it bas not been turned, been reduced until the stream bas
become a more driblet; and ho knows that this rosult is
due in a large moasure to the operation of his fiscal
policy. He knows his Governmont has been guilty of the
incredible folly of saying to the people of the North-West
that they shail not use their own money to croate avenues
of traffic for the transportation of their products to market;
ho knows that, although ho met us unctious with plausi-
bility, the case ho presents to Parliament is one the re-
verse of pleasing to himself and the party which baoks
him, and in fact the conclusion at which ho arrives, the one
comfort ho bas for himsolf, is that matters might have been
worse. He draws a comparison between tho taxation of
this country and the taxation of the old effete monarchies
of Europe, in which great standing armies are maintained
and the tax-paying capabilities of their populations strained
to the utmost, in order that they may maintain
an armed neutrality and congratulates himself because
the taxation in Canada bas not reached the sum it has
in those countries. le points to the Australian colonies and
their total revenue, and would lead us to suppose that their
revenue is derived wholly from taxation, whereas ho knows
that 65 per cent. of it is derived from other sources and only
35 per cent. from taxation. is statemonts are ail calcu-
lated to mislead the country and to give us a falso sense of
security, a false sense of good government and of proper
management on the part of those who have in charge the
financial affairs of this country. It is noticeable that the
hon. gentleman does not assume the congratulatory tone
which on former occasions ho was wont to assume. His
tone is deprecatory and apologotic, contrasting strongly
with his uttorances in some of his former Budget Speeches.
I will call the hon. gentleman's attention to one or two
brief extracts from speeches mad a by him on former occa-
sions. In his Budget Speech of 1880, ho used the following
language :-

" I believe, Sir, there is a good time coming. I believe that the
policy of this Government has inaugurated a good time, with reference
to the encouragement of the industries of this country, giving a home
market to our farmers for their produce giving business for everybody,
and filling up the vast territory in the korth-West in preparation for
the millions that wili populate it in the future."

Where is the home market ? We will enquire into that
more fully in a few moments. Where is the market our
farmers were to have for all the produce they could raise ?
Is the North-West filling up with millions ? What is the
condition of the North-West? Evidently the rosy picture
drawn by the bon. gentleman in his Budget Speech in 1880
was not a prophetic picture; ovidently his prognostications
have not been roalised. Jn his Budget Speech in 1881 ho
said ·

I It is said the greatest enemy of truth is prejndice, and its greatest
friend time. Time is soling this question with reference to the Tarif. The
main discussion on the Tariff will be this Session. The result of another
year's experience will be such that our friends opposite will be then
veering their course for a moderate protective policy, in order that they
may meet the desires of the country"

Well, the bon. gentleman spoke truly when ho said that the
greatest enemy of truth was prejudice, and its greatest friend
time; ho also spoko truly in saying that time would solve
this question. Time is solving it, time bas already nearly
solved it, and the fallaciousness of the hon. gentleman's views
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becomes more evident as time lapses. In his Budget
Speech, in 1882, the hon gentleman said:

"I ma be permitted te say, Sir, that at no time in the history of
Canada has a Government met Parliament with the financial condition
of the country in the position it is to-day. At no period in the history
of Canada has its credit stood se high as it stands to-day. At no
period in the history of Canada, possibly, was the country, generally
speaking, as prosperous or more prosperous than it is to-day, and
I propose, Sir, in the statement that [arn about to ensbmit te the House
to establish that that prosperity is, in a great measure, dependent upon
the policy of the Government, adopted by Parliament."

He might truly say to-day that at no time in the history of
Canada bas the Government met Parliament when the finan-
cial condition of the country was in the position in which it
is now. le might say to-day with perfect truth that at no
time in the history of this country has the Government met
Parliament with $25,000,000 obligations shortly to fall
due unsettled and unprovided. for; ho might well say that
at no time in our history has the Governîmenti met Parlia-
ment with $13,000,000 of floating debts; he might truly say
that at no time in our history has the Government met Par-
liament when the Government is obliged to confess that it
has been compelled to resort to the expedient called, in com-
mercial language, "shinning," on the street, in order to
meet its current obligations; or borrowing at all points
where it can make a temporary loan, on the promise that
the loan will be refunded as soon as the credit of the Gov-
ernment will permit it to make a permanent loan. If we
go on to consider the pledges made with reference to this
National Policy, we will find that scarcely one of them has
been kept. With reference to the pledges made with regard
to the employment of labor, I find in the Budget Speech of
1882, made by the hon. gentleman, the following language:

"I would ask hon. gentlemen, when thev are referring to this matter,
what would have been our position in the Dominion of Canada if we had
not adopted a policy that bas enabled us to give employment to our
industrial classes ? They would have had te go abroad for the purpose
of seeking employment. It is stated that 23,000 persons have passed
over te the United States from Sarnia, but we aIl know that alarge
portion of them belong to the United States. But admitting, for argu-
ment sake, all that has been said by my hon. friend opposite, we would
have had an emigration much larger than we have had had it not been
forthe adoption of this policy.

When was this statement made? It was mado in 1882, and
the very year preceding the greatest exodus had taken
place from Canada that had ever taken place at any period
of its history. In that year 137,000 people lad left Canada
for the United States, while in the last year of the Admin-
istration of Mr. Mackenzie the exodus had not reached a
number exceeding 30,000, or the exodus had beon more than
four-fold as great in the year preceding that in which this
statement was made by the hon. gentleman as the exodus
in the last year of the Mackenzie Administration ; yet
the hon. gentleman congratulates himself upon the fact
that this policy checks the flow of emigration. le congra.
tulates himself that but for the adoption of the National
Policy the emigration would have been much greater. In
Heaven's name, if it had been much greater, how much
greater would it have been ? It would have led to the
depopulation of the country. Sir Charles Tupper, in 1878,
referring to the employment of labor, said:

"The policy the Governament bas pursued has had the effect of
depopulating the countiy. It has sent away the most skilled and intel-
ligent labor, the finest sons of Canada te a foreign count!y, te obtain
employment their own country denies them."

And in the speech made in the Amphitheatre in Toronto,
in July, 1878, the First Minister used the following lan-
guage:-

" If yen desire this country te prosper, if yen desire this country te
rise ont of the slough of despond into which it bas sunk, if you desire
to see manufactures arise, if yen desire te see labor employed, if you
desire to see the emigration of your young men stopped, if you desire
to bring those who have emigrated back te this country, if you desire
te see the value of your land arise, if yeu desire prosperity, you will
support the National Poy and say: We muet have Canada for the Van.
a*dians."

,r, Ttprnii,

Well, Sir, we adopted the National Policy. Did our young
men cease to leave Canada? Did those who had left Canada
return? lias the value of land risen?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes.
Mr. CHARLTON. No, Sir, a groater number of young

men have left the country since; comparatively few of
those who had left have returned, and the value of farming
land in Ontario and other parts of the Dominion is less to-
day than it was in 1878. Everyon of those prophecies has
proved false; not one of them has been verified by the
result. Thon we had some promises made with regard to
agriculture. It was necessary, of course, when this policy was
proposed, to carry it by the aid of the votes of the farmers.
Unless the farmers could be persuaded to believe that there
was something in this policy to thoir advantage, their votes
could not be had; and, unless their votes were had, the
policy could not be carried. One of the schemes resorted
to by our hon. friends opposite in the campaign of 1878 was
to endeavor to induce the farmer to believe that the Gov-
ernment could afford protection to him, that the agricul-
tural interests of this country would be benefited by im-
posing burdens on the farmer, because it was held and an-
nounced that duties could bo imposed which would benefit
the farmer; ho was to share in the benefits to be derived
from this general scheme of taxation, and so he was made to
believe that he had a share in the good results to be de-
rived from this National Policy. I shall read one or two
extracts in reference to the benofit promised to the farmer.
In a speech of Sir Charles Tupper, made in the Budget
debate in 1882, ho says:

"'It bas been shown that the prices of farmers' products have been
better than ever before, and the hon. gentleman opposite (the ex-Finance
Minister) impaled himself on the horns of this dilemma the other night.
He said you cannot improve the price of wheat because that is regulated
in Mark Lane; and yet the hon. gentleman denounced the tax in bread-
stuffi, including wheat, as an odious tax. I want him to establisih the
assertion that it is an odious tax, and that under the National Policy
there is no improvement in the price of the products of the farm. Let
me ask him this question: he says we have increased the farmer's
burdens, anl he bas gone before the farmer with tears in his eyes to
condemn our policy with this result: that the farmers have simply
laughed at him. They have laughed at him because they knew what
he had îaid here before, and would say here again,if in power,as he said
the other night, that the laborer's burdens had been increased by the
price of living-that everything he used he had to pay more-for it. How
can you increase the cost of everything consumed >y the laborer, mainly
consisting of farm products, without benefiting the farmer 9- It is just
such questions we had put to him. We told him we would benefit all
classes of iLdustries in the country. We told him we would improve tLo
tondition of the farmer by a better home market. But the hon. gentle-
man could not understand. But now when the farmer laughs at him on
account of bis theories, he will know that the people hold that bis
former statements were baseless; tLat the farmer to-day gets more for
every product, that is more for every produet of the soil, than he could
have got if the policy of the late Government, of making Canadians
hewers of wood and drawers of water for any other country, had been
carried out as he would still have carried it out."

Well, are the farmers getting more to-day in consequence of
this policy? Has this policy raised the price of farm pro-
duce ? Do the farmers laugh at my hon friend to-day ?
Do they realise to-day that the price in grain in Mark Lane
has nothing to do with the price in Canada; that the home
market has established the price and is quite independent
of the markets of the world ? I think not. I think the
laugh is on the other side of the cheek. I think they
laugh at the promises which were then made; they realise
how absurd and fallacious were the promises that a duty on
grain could afford them any protection when we had a sur.
plus of the article to export to other markets.

Mr. McNEILL. What is the priee of oats to-day in
Toronto?

Mr. CHARLTON. I will tell you in a short time. We
will get to that in due order. flere is another quotation
fron the Budget Speech of 1880:

" If you go to the farmer, you will find that he recognies the improye-
ment àn pnom--''
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Does ho recognise that to-day?
"that he recognises the improvement in prices for the articles he
bas for export,,or for.home consumption.in the home market. You
may goto our shinping intereste, and you will find that during the last
five or six months everyone bas a more hopeful feeling than they had
before. Take the lumber interests of the Ottawa valley and other parts
of the Dominion, and mark the change. You will find every man who
is engaged in that business in Lhe city of Ottawa, in the west, or down
east, doing double work,making sales ahead, and with a different, a more
buoyant spirit, than he had twelve months ago."I

What is the state of the shipping interest to-day ? Is there
a more hopeful feeling for the future ? What is the state of
the lumber interest ? Are the lumbermen of Ottawa and of
the west and of the east working double time and making
sales far ahead ? There is a vast accumulation of lumber
in the yards at Ottawa, and none of it is sold yet ; gloom
and despondency prevail in the lumber markets, the ship-
ping interest is low, not a single promise made by the hon.
gentleman in regard to any industry in the country has
been realised. Then we had some promises made by the
leader of the Government hiiself. Sir John Macdonald, in
1878, is reported in Hansard as saying:

" We say the present tariff is inartistie, unscientifli, deficient in some
parts; that it helps to depress and crush our manufacturing interests, to
allow an undue and improper interference with our agricultural products
in our own markets, and that there ought to be a readjustment in a
scientific sense. I believe the tariff could be so readjusted that unless
the future necesities of thisecountry required additional revenue sud an
increase of duties for revenue purposes, we can glive -more protection to
our agricultural interests, we can give an encouragement .to our
manufacturers, not only to enable them to maintain this present position,
but to relieve them from the existing depression and give them ani
opportunity for development, and, at the same time, the whole amount
of pressure and volume of taxation would not, on the whole, be increased
to the people. That is the doctrine we have always held."
Well, we have had, since this unscientifie tariff passed away,
a scientific tariff introduced, I suppose, and our hon. friends1
opposite will earn the ·cognomen of the tariff-tinker ini
another Session, I believe. There las not been a Session
since this tariff was adopted when the Finance Minister has
not come to this House with numerous and importanti
changes; It is an inchoate, incomplete arrangement, con.
stantly requiring tinkering, constantly requiring change,1
and failing at all timos since it was adopted, as it fails to-1
day, to meet the wishes or satisfy tho expectations of the1
country.

And, with regard to the promises made by the righti
hon, gentleman, that the burden of taxation should
not be increased but that there should be merely a read-i
justment of duties, a readjustment of burdens in such a wayj
as to afford ail the benefits a truly scientitic tariff wasr
capable of affording to the country-have these promisesè
been kept ? Has there been no increase in the taxation ?a
In 1878 the taxation from Customs was in round numberst
twelve and three-quarter millions, or 815.60 por family of
five. The taxation from Cnstoms in 1883 was twenty-three
millions, a taxation of $25.70 per family ; and in 1884 it was
twenty millions, or $24.24 per family, in place of $15.60,
under the administration of affairs by the ex-Finance Min-
ister-a very large increase indeed.

Mr. HESSON. Are you adding deficits ?
Mr. CHARLTON. We will refer to deficits in good time. n

I am afraid that, in two or three years to come, we shall
allude to very alarming deficits. Well, we have had the n
benefit of a tariff which was not to raise the taxation of the a
country, which was to be readjusted without increasing the
burdens, a tariff which, however, increased the burden of
taxation under Customs from $15.60, in 1878, to $25.70, in
1883. We have had a tariff which was to afford the
farmers of this country protection, and the verf utmost
claim the hon. gentleman has ever made with regard to
the benefit the farmers derived from that tariff
was made two Sessions ago, that possibly the T
farmers were receiving 3 cents per bushel more for w
wheat than they would if there had been no duties. I
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That is the very utmost advantage that they ever claimed
from the operations of the grain duties. Now, Sir, I have
had occasion to compare American and Canadian quotations
repeatedly, in addressin audiences in varions parts of this
country; I have made those comparisons every year, and
at every portion of the year, and I have never found one
instance where the relative quotations in the two countries
would lead to the supposition that the imposition of duti6s
upon grain had conferred one iota of advantage upon the
farmers of Canada, and I defy any man in this House of
Commons to point to any day in the history of Canada
since this tariff was passed, iu 1879, when the grain duties
have conferred any advantage upon the producer of grain
in this country. What is the condition of things to-day ?
If the hon. gentleman will take the market quotations he
will find to-day that No, 1 spring wheat, worth 82 cents in
Toronto, is worth 91 cents in Buffalo, which is the corres-
ponding market, about the same distance from the sea; and
yet lu Buffalo No. 1 wheat is worth 9 cents more than in
Toronto. It does not require a duty of 15 per cent.
to prevent the importation of 91-cent wheat from
Buffalo selling at 82 cents in Toronto. To-day No. 2
spring wheat is worth 80 cents in Toronto and 88 cents
in Buffalo, and 74½ cents in Chicago. Will the
8 cents difference between the two points pay for transpor-
tation. Is there danger of slaughtering the Toronto mar-
kets where wheat is worth 82 cents with whoat bought in
Chicago at 74½ cents ? To-day oats are worth 37 cents in
Toronto and now the hon. member for Muskoka (Mr. Mc-
Neill) will have his question answered) for 34 pounds; while
right across the lake, at either Oswego or Buffalo, 32 pounds
of oats are worth 36 cents or oats are worth 1 cent and a frac-
tion per bushel more in Oswego than in Toronto. It re.
quires no duty upon oats to keep 32 pounds of oats worth
36 cents a bushel in Buffalo, from being sold at 37 cents for
34 pounds in Toronto. To-day barley is worth 68 cents in To-
ronto and 84 cents right across the lake at Oswego, and that
great difference hias always existed in the price of barley at
the two points. What is the use of a duty upon barley if
the price in the American market is 14 or 15 cents higher
than it is here? To-day rye is worth59 cents in Toronto and
65 in Oswego in bond, without the duties paid. To-day peas
are worth 61 cents in Toronto and 75 in Oswego. To-day
creamery butter is worth 24 to 35 cents in New York city
and 18 to 21 cents in Montreal, and so through the whole list.
As to agricultural productions, it will be found, upon compa-
rison, that never yet since 1879 has the imposition of grain
duties conferred upon the farmers of this country any
advantage whatever. Now, Sir, a few words with regard
to the home market. I find that in 1879 the hon. Finance
Minister, in his Budget Speech, used the following language:

" Or whether we will inaugurate a policy that will, by its provisions,
say to the industries of the country: We will give you uficient protec-
tion; we will give you a market for what you eau produce,"

That was the promise of a home market. Now I would
like to call attention to the manner in which that promise has
been fulfilled. I would like to point out to the hon. gentle-
man the great diminution that has takon place in the
exports of the food products of this country, and how very
nearly we have come to affording the farmers of the country

home market under the operations of the National Policy:
Total exports, exclusive of bullion and estimated short returns-

1874 to 1878...........................$342,884,504
Average per annum ......... $ 68,576,900

1879 to 1883 ..... ......... ........ 385,435,566
Average per annum......... 7,707,113
Each period 5 years.

Total excess, second period over first period 42,551,062
Average annual excess " " " 8,510,212

Fhat is the total exports, and as we come to the food exporta
we will find that a greater balance exista in favor of Canada.
f we take the exporte of animals and their produce, and of
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the agricultural products, the produce of Canada, we fin
the following figures:

1874to 1878....................... $159,824,099
Average per annum..... . i...........$31,964,819

1879 te 1883 ............. $2102852,852
Average per annum............... 42,190,570

Total excess, second period over firat ........ 51,028,753
Average annual excess................ 10,205,750

We find, if we examine the exports of 1874, that thej
amounted to $77,000,000 and that sum exceeds the annua
average of 1874 to 1878 by $8,500,000. Now, Sir, if we
wan t to arrive at an exact condition of things, it requiresa
careful computation as to the nature of the exports
because our returns before the inauguration of th
National Policy, with regard to the exports of grain,
were kept in a loose manner. Grain was imported in
immense quantities, all entered for consumption; it mighl
be consumed or it might pass through the country, and the
only way to arrive at the net export was to take the total
exportation from the country and deduct from that the total
importation into the country, and thon you had the annua]
export. I have taken pains to compile a table upon that
basis, to arrive at the actual net export over a period ex-
tending from 1874 to 1884. I find that the net exports of
the cereals of malt, hay, grain, green fruit, potatoes, ex.
ports of animals and their product, the products of Canada,
were as follows, and that statement also ineludes the exports
of fisheries:-

1874 ta 1878, 5 years.......................... $147,958,000
Annual average............................... 29,591,600

1879 to 1884, 6 years................. 268,143,000
Annuai average ... ..................44,690,500

Average annual excess second period over
firat ................................................ 15,098,900

Now, Sir, the National Policy was to create a heme market,
was to absorb the whole of the productions of the soil of,
Canada, but under the operations of the National Policy we
have approached the realisation of that promise by receding
from it, and by increasing the export of food from this
country to an extent of $15,000,000. What is the promise
of the hon. gentleman with regard to home market ? It is
a fallacy, Sir. The exportation of the food products of this
country has constantly increased under this tariff. It is
grea.ter to-day than it was thon, but that increase is due to
a good harvest, and due to a foreign demand, and these have
been the causes of the prosperity which has been falsely
attributed to the operation of the National Policy itself,
Well, there were great promises made. There were promises
made by the lather of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Tupper)
who spoke last, with regard to the potency of this policy as
regards the securing of a reciprocity treaty with the United
States.

The National Policy was to procure reciprocity for
us, and I will read what the hon. gentleman said with
reference to that point in 1877:

" Whether you look at it, Sir, in relation to revenue ; whether you
look at it as a means of getting a reciprocity treaty ; whether you look
at it as a means of giving a just, fair and legitimate protection to the
great manufacturing industries of, and to the great agricultural interests
of this country ; look at it from what point you may, a policy the very
reverse of that which is pursued by this country is demanded by the
interests of Canada."

Yes, it was to give a reciprocity treaty. In 1879 the same
gentleman used the following language:-

"I believe within two years of the adoption of the National Policy-not
a policy of hostility to the United States, but one of following the sys-
tom they had adopted to foster their industries-they will give us a free
market for coal in the United States."

Yes, it was to give us free coal. And again, on same page,
lie says:

" When they wipe out the duties altogether we will admit their pro-
ducts free. At no distant day we shall enjoy all the advantage we pos-
sessed under the Reciprocity Treaty."

This was to be the effect that the National Policy was to
produce. It was to give us reciprocity, free trade in coal

Mr. CHAR.LToN.

Id free admission for the natural products of Canada. What
is the present status of this question ? Are we any nearer
reciprocity under the operation of this policy than we were
before ? In fact, did the Government that promised that
this policy would procure reciprocity for us show any de-
sire to secure reciprocity from the United States? Would
they lift their hands to secure it ? Have they not refused

y to make any overtures, refused to make any effort to secure
il reciprocal trade with the United States? Has not the hon.
e member for Cardwell (Mr. White) told us that we do not
a require reciprocal trade; that unless we can obtain a r-
, ciprocity treaty confimed to the natural products of the soil,
e Canada does not require such a treaty, and does not and
, would not accept it. We know that it is hopeless to
û expect to obtain a reciprocity treaty like the last one.
t We know that if we procure froro the American Government
0 free admission of the products of the soi], forest and mine, we
l have to give them something in the shape of reciprocity.
1 We must, if we obtain reciprocal trade with the United
l States, admit some articles they want to sel], if they admit

what we want to sell to them. This party, who promised
that the result of the National Policy was to be reciprocal

f trade with the United States, would not accept reciprocity
- on fair, equitable and just terms-such terms as we might
, obtain. They bave pronounced against it, and the people

of Canada-the farmer, the lumberman, the fisherman-
may understand that this Government stands distinctly
pledged, not only to refuse to make any overtures to the
American Government, but pledged to reject any such reci-
procity treaty as is obtainable and is a fair treaty. So much
for the status of the reciprocity question at the present
time. We have latterly had a change of Administration at
Washington. Since the 4th of this month, for the first time
during over a quarter of a century, a Democratie President
is in office. There is a large majority of Democrats in the
House of Representatives. That party will very shortly
control the United States Senate. That party has gone into
power upon the issue that the absurd trade restriction of the
United States should be modified. They are a party pledged
to a revision of the tariff and a reduction of the duties. They
are a party who would naturally entertain favorably a propo-
sition made by this country with respect to reciprocal trade.
Already the Republic of Mexico has negotiated a reciprocity
treaty with that country. The Sandwich Islands have done so
likewise; and a reciprocity treaty with the Spanish West
Indian Islands, is under consideration. The time is pro-
pitious. We have every reason to believe that if we ap-
proached the American Government with respect to this
matter, and sought to obtain a modification of those absurd
commercial restrictions that exists between the two
countries, the American Government would listen to those
proposals favorably. Are the Government prepared to
make those propositions, are they prepared to attempt
to give to the country the realisation of that boon
which they pledged the country would be secured as a con-
sequence of the adoption of the National Policy in 1878?

And then we had some pledges with reference to the exodus.
I have referred to the question before. I find in a speech
made by the leader of the Government at Toronto, on 30th
July, 1878, the bon. gentleman used the following language:

" Is not our population leaving this country? (Cries of yes.) Are
not our young men actually going to the Uniied States ? (Cries of
yes.) Oh, yes; it is said, make this a cheap country to live in. Gentle-
men, this will be a cheap country to live in when property becomes
valueless-when you can bay land next to nothing-when a man finds
himself poorer every year, in consequence of the shrinkage in the
value of his property."
I might ask to-night, is not our population leaving the
country ? Can any man truthfully fail to answer, yes? I
might ask, are not our young men actually going to the
United States? Who could answer, no? 1 might remind
the people of the country that they are growing poorer
every year through the shrinkage of the vales of the vari-
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ous properties. Farms can be bought in any part of Ontario
cheaper than they could be purchased six years ago.

Some hon. MERBERS. No.
Mr. CHARLTON. I say the constant tendency bas been

towards a decline in prices. I speak of what I know. I
affirm what I know to be true. An hon. gentleman who is
conversant with those matters says there has been a decline
of at least 25 per cent., and I believe that estimate to be
correct. In fact, you can scarcoly place a value on farms,
because they are almost unsaleable. In July, 1878, thesame
bon. gentleman used the following language:-
"Was it not a crying shame that though this country had a fertile soil, a

healthy climate, a strong and well educated people and good laws,
500,000 of our own people should have crossed our bordera in a few years
and taken up their abode in the United States, because they could not
find employment here for their skill, energy and enterprise, in conse-
quence of the false policy of our rulers."-

We have as fertile a soil to-day as we had then ; we have a
good climate; we have a strong and well educated people;
we have fairly good laws, although perhaps not so good as
they were then; and yet emigration bas not been checked.
If there were 500,000 native Canadians in the United States,
then there are 1,000,000 in the States now. The policy of
the hon. gentleman has been totally inoperative, so far as
checking this exodus is concerned. I find that Sir Charles
Tupper, in a speech delivered in this louse, in 1878, used
the lollowing language :_

"Sir, the people are willing to be frugal and to work bard,
but they ask for a policy from the administration which does not compel
them to expatriate themselves in order to get an opportunity of working
bard. The hon. gentleman's policy is to send them to Boston, New
York and Baltimore, the places which he has made the commercial
capitals of Canada."

If that was the policy thon, the policy since only varies in
this, that it sends them not to Boston, Baltimore and New
York, but to Michigan, Minnesota, Dakota and the western
States. With respect to this exodus, with respect to tho
question as to whether the promises made in regard to the
National Policy have been in any degree fulfilled, with
respect to the question as to whether the exodus of
Canadians from the Dominion to the United States has been
checked or lessened in any degree through the operation of
the National Policy, as compared with the period of the
Mackenzie Administration, I wish to quote some figures.
They will be denied. Every statement made by
the hon. gentleman (Sir John A. Macdonald), in
Toronto, was based upon American statistics, and
the statements made in this House, lamenting the
exodus of Canadians, were statements made on American
statistics, statistics which I have in my hand, which are
denied to-day, and they wore statisties which at that time
were accepted as correct; and strictures on the conduct
and policy of the Government were based on the accuracy
of those statistics. Now, Sir, what are the returns of the
American Bureau of Statistics with regard to the emigra-
tion from Canada ? My hon. friend from Cardwell (Mr.
White) laughs in a sneering manner. I think I shall have
occasion shortly to refer to the manner in which that hon.
gentleman quoted school statistics. According to the
American Bureau the emigration from Canada to the United
States for the period from 1874 to 1878 was 127,000. This,
Sir, is the elodus which was lamented by hon. gentlemen
opposite; it is the exodus which was to be corrected, which
was to be stopped by the operation of the National Policy.
Lot us see how effective that policy has been in stopping it.
The emigration from Canada to theUnited States, from 1879
to 1884, six years inclusive, has been 490,000 against
127,000 in the five preceding years. Now, I shall take
occasion to show in a few moments that in all
probability these statistics are reasonably accurate.

That shows that under the operation of the National Policy
314,000 more Canadian emigrated to the United States in

those six years than emigrated to the United States under
the Government of Mr. Mackenzie in the five preceding
years. They show that the emigration to the United States
from this country was two and a-half times greater per
annum under the operation of the National Policy than it
was before. I ask is it possible that so stupendous a blun-
der was made in reference to those statistics, as to show that
this emigration is no greater than under the operation of
tho provious tariff? Now, with regard to the accuracy of
these statistics, if wo test them by the American census
returns-if we take the return of native Canadians in the
United States in 1870, we find them to be 498,000; and
assuming that to be correct, if we take the roturn of native
Canadians in the United States in 1880, we find them to be
717,000. If we take these statistics year by year, and allow
a death rate of two in every thousand for the initial popula-
tion, and one in every thousand for the emigrant popula-
tion in every year, and work it out on that basis, as I have
worked it out, we will find that the result is surprisingly
near to the returns made by the Bureau of Statisties. I find,
assuming it on that basis, and taking the population of the
United States as shown by the cousus returns of 1870, and
adding to that population year by year the emigration from
this country, as reported in these ieturns, striking off two
per thousand as the annual death rate for those in the
United States, and one per thousand for those going in, we
will find that in 1880 the population, as shown by the census
returns of the United States, agrees with these statistics
within some seven or eight thousand. That *eis what you
will fiud, and I say it is impossible that any groat mistake
with reference to those statistics can have oxisted. Then if
you take tle achool returns you will find that the school
population has docreased. The other day my hon. friend
at my right (Sir Richard Cartwright), quoted certain school
returns, and the hon. momber for Cardwell (Mr. White),
quoted certain other school returns. Well, there are two
kinds. There is one retarn made by the assessors, which is
very inaccurate, and naturally this was the kind which my
hon. friend from Cardwell (Mr. White) took. There is an-
other returr made from the school registers, which is strictly
accurate, and that is the return which my hon. friend to my
right (Sir Richard Cartwright) took, and naturally they
arriveai at different conclusions, one from the inaccurato
bungling and false returns, and tho other from the strictly
accurate and reliable returns. So much for the exodus
question. I do not suppose'my hon, friend from Cardwell
(Mr. White) knew the character of the statistics ho was
quoting, for 1 am quite sure he would not have attempted
to mislead the Hiouse, only that he did not know what he
was doing.

Mr. IVES. Are these officers Ontario officers?
Mr. CHARLTON. Yes; the assessors
Mr. IVES. They are from a foreigner.

Mr. CHARLTON. I stated that the assessors' returns
wore the ones used by the hon. gentleman opposite, and
which were inaccurate, while the register of the school
population, in which the attendance is given from day to
day, was the one used by my hon. friend (Sir Richard
Cartwright), and that they were accurate and reliable.

A word now with.reference to the balance of trade.
I really hope that I may have the attention of the
Finance Minister with reference to this matter. I want to
discuss it for a moment, and I want to call his attention to
it, as I am sure it will be of great interest to him and per.
haps it may lead him to take a different view of the matter
from what he has hitherto taken. I find that in the
Budget Speech of 1879, the hon. gentleman is reported in
[ensard, page 413, in the following language :-
" There are other diffinulties; the volume of imports ha not much

diminished. Regarding the matter, as I do, I think it is to be regretted
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that the value of imports have not been naterially reduced. I look upon
the large import ever since the Dominion was organiEed, showing a
large balance of trade against it, as one of the causes of the trouble
with which we have to contend."

On the next page he says:
" By the last returns I have whicl cover the year 1877, the balance

of trade against her(England)is shown to be £ 140,000,000 or $700,000,000
per year. The balance of trade against the United States in 1872
was $116,000,000, in 1873 it was reduced to $66,000,000, but the last
calendar year shows that balance in favor of the United Staies had
reaclhed $300,000,000 a year. 1 think then**" that the prosperity
of the one country at this moment is caused in a great measure by the
large surplus in iti favor and the depression in the other by the large
deficiency. Under these circumstances it appears to me we sbould turn
oar attention te the best means of reducing our importa from all parts of
the world."1

Ie that accurate, Mr. Speaker ? Docs the hon. gentleman
still hold to these doctrines, that a balance of trade against
a country is an indication of poverty, that a balance of trade
in favor of a country is an indication of wealth, and that it
should be the object of statesmen to reduce the imports-
reduce the volume of trade. Does the hon. gentleman still
hold by the language to which ho gave utterance in 1879,
with regard to the balance of trade against England, to
which he refers the amount is £140,000,000. Lot us look
for a moment at the question of the trade balance against
England. For the last thirty years, at least, an annual
balance of trade bas existed against England of an enor--
mous amount; for the last twenty years it bas averaged
about five hundred millions of dollars a year. Now, if the
theory of the hon, gentleman is correct, il a balance of trade
against a country means that the country is being impover-
ished, thon long ago England should have reached a state
of bankruptcy, where she would have ceased to trade at all.
I find that in the ton years, from 1873 to 1882, inclusive,
the balance of trade against England was £1,074,851,000,
sterling, or an average annual balance of £107,485,000 ster-
ling, or over $500,000,000 a year. But, Sir, when we come
to analyse this question and examine into the condition of
English trade, and see why it is that this large balance
exists against that country, we will find that 11 per cent.
should bd added to the exports of England to cover the
freight earned by her vessels in carrying ber exports to for-
eign ports; that Il per cent, should be deducted from
the value of the imports to make up for the charges and
earnings of the vessels which bring the imports into the
English markets. The earnings of ber vessels out and in
comprise 11 per cent of the imports and 11 per cent.
of the exports, and if we look'at the matter in that light,
in the ton years during which £3,857,917,000 sterling were
brought into that country and £2,783,805,000 taken out-dur-
ing those ton years England had to her credit £424,000,000
sterling as the earnings or freights on her imports,
and £306,218,000 sterling as ber earnings for freight on the
exports, and that is to be deducted from the nominal balance
against her. Thon, England is receiving every year
£56,000,000 sterling in interest from ber investments in
other countries, and that amounts to £560,000,000 in ten
years. Add these threo items together, and they amount to
£1,290,588,000 to be deducted from the nominal balance of
trade against England of £1,074,000,000. In addition to
this, England bas ber direct profits from trade. Her com-
mercial bouses have their agencies in Africa, South
America, China and other countries. Their cargoes are
shipped from England and sent to their factors and traded
for the natural products of these countrios; often the same
cargo discharged and returned represents a difference of
twofold in value. So that the whole theory of the hon. gen-
tleman with regard to an adverse balance of trade impover-
ishing a country, is an utter, an absolute fallacy. If we take
the exports of gold from England into account, as the
hon. gentleman stated, England would be exporting gold to
pay the balances against ber; and yet, since 1861, England
has had a balance of gold against ber only in two yeas.

Mr. Cuan roN,

From 1861 to 1878 her imports of gold exceeded her exports
by £92,630,000. In 1861 and 1872, when the export of gold
exceeded the imports, the balance of gold against her was
only £2,066,000 and £728,000 respectively, a total of
£2,794,000. The excess of imports over exports indicates
the wealth of a country, but the excess of exports over im-
ports indicates its indebtedness. Some of the richest
countries in the world, Germany, Belgium, Sweden, Holland
and Norway, bave every year nominally large balances of
-trade against them. If we examine the case of the United
States, we shall find that the favorable balance of trade there
is nominal rather than real. It is probably made up in this
way. The duties in that country are excessive, and a
large amount of smuggling is engaged in, which, of course,
reduces the favorable balances of trade to whatever extent
it may be indulged in. Then there is said to be a systematic
system of under-valuation by importers. Occasionally suits
are brought by the Government for the recovery of hundreds
of thousands, in some instances, millions of dollars of duty, in
consequence of undervaluation and false invoices. If we take
these two items, smuggling and undervaluation, I have no
doubt they will very largely wipe out the balance of trade
that exists in favor of the United States. We will find
also that during the eight years that the balance of trade is
said to have existed in favor of that country, in only two
years bas here been a balance of specie in favor of the
country, while in six years a large amount of specie has
been withdrawn to pay actual balances of trade against the
country, although nominally the Custom bouses showed a
large balance of trade n itis favor. I find, Sir, that the
hon. gentleman aiso, in his Budget Speech of 1881, used the
following language with regard to trade in this country:-

"Last year the excess of exports over imports was $i,451,711-the
first instance of the kind in the history of Canada. This is due to two
causes. First, because we increased.the value of raw material by manu-
factures by $6,000,000, which diminished the value of the imports by the
same sum. Then we increased the exports, due partly, 1 almit, to a
bountiful harvest, for which we have great reason to be thankful."

Well, the bon. gentleman felicitated himself at that time
that we were to have a favorable balance of trade, but it
does not seem that we have done so. I find that from 1875
to 1879 the total balance of trade against Canada was
$105,111,079; and from 1880 to 1884, under the adminis-
tration of bon. gentlemen opposite, the total balance of
trade against the country was $82,059,370, a difference in
favor of the latter period of $23,051,706. The year 1875
was an exceptional year; the balance of trade against
Canada at that time was a very heavy one; and if we take
the four last years of the Mackenzie Ad ministration and the
four last years of this Administration, we shall find, that in
the former period the balance of trade was $59,927,772,
and in the latter period, $83,481,079, or an excess in favor
of the f ormer period against the latter of $23,553,307. Then,
if we take the last two years of each Administration we shal
find that in 1878 and 1879 the total balance of trade was
$24,231,293, and in 1883 and 1884 $59,158,765, or an
excess of $24,927,473 in favor of the former against the
latter period. So much, Sir, for the question of the balance
of trade. I think I have shown to the satisfaction of the
House that the hon. gentleman's views on this question are
not in accordance with sound political economy. I think
I have shown also that even if it were an advantage to Can-
ada to lessen the adverse balance of trade, the hon. gentle-
man bas not been successful in that respect, for it bas been
much heavier in the four last years under his Administra-
tion than in the four last years of the Mackenzie Adminis-
tration.
. Now, one word with regard to the coal duties. The hon.

gentleman, in his speech the other night, used the follow-
ing language:-

"I will not undertake to say that it may not be proved, to some
extent, that in mome cases the duties are paid by the party selling the
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coal I am not going to take any doubtful ground. I will admit, for the
sake of argument, that the people pay every cent of the duty."
Well, I suppose he witl admit that for the sake of argument,
because the argument is so overpowering that he cannot
deny it. But he used different language with reference to
to this matter once. I recollect that in 1882 I heard the
hon. gentleman make the following statement:-

"On the subject of coal I know there has been a good deal said, but
my enquaries have led me to the conclusion that while we receive a very
considerable sum from coal imported from the United States, and con-
sumed in Ontario, one.half of thatsum is paid by the coal producers in
the United States. That is my conviction, and we have evidence of it."
Now, I would like to call the attention of the hon. member
for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) to what Sir Charles Tupper said
on the same matter; and I recollect, as distinctly as if it
had been yesterday, the look of admiration that was on the
face of the Finance Minister when ho looked up and
listened to this statement, very much as one boy would look
at another who could climb a tree higher than le could.
Sir Charles said:

"I defy any man who will approach this subject in a fair and candid
spirit to arrive at any other conclusion than that the coal tax is not
paid by the people of Ontario, though paid in Ontario. I venture to
state, and have sufficient grounds for the statement, that the impositien
of thecoar duty bas rot costthe people of Canada ne farthing, either in
Ontario or eut cf it. * L 4 t i. on this point I sligbtly differ frem
my hon. friend the Minister of Finance, who seems to think that perhaps
half of the duty might be paid in the United States and half in Ontario."
Well, Sir, it is said te-day, on the admission of the Finance
Minister, that it is a doubtful question, and he admits, for
the sake of argument, because the argument is so strong
that he cannot deny it, that the duty is paid by the con-
sumer in Canada. INow I come to the question of taxation,
as dealt with by the ion. gentleman, and he has certainly
a very ingenious way of dealing with questions of this kind.
He is able to manipulate figures with an ability which may
fairly be said to stand unrivalled in its particular lino and
way. He sets out with the purpose of making a comparison
between the two periods of taxation--the period of five
years under the administration of Mr. Mackenzie, and the
period of five years under his own administration. In
taking the first period, he adds the deficit to the taxation.
Well, Sir, the people did not pay the deficit; the people
paid in taxation the amount derived fron Customs and
Excise. He then comes to the second period, and in as
much as hle had taken from the people $20,000,000 more
than le could spend in ordinary expenditure, ho coolly
deducts that amount from the taxation. He says: True,
you paid that money, but we did not spend it in ordinary
expenditure; we got rid of it in some other way; therefore,
I will score it off as if not paid by you and will not consider
it a tax at all. By adding on the one hand the
deficit, and subtracting on the other the unnecessary
taxation which he levied, he gets his figures into a
shape that enables ,him to draw the comparison he desires
to draw. I propose to adopt a different method. I propose
to adopt the honest way of dealing with the question; I
propose to take the actual taxation in the one period and
the actual taxation in the other, and on that proper and just
basis to draw a comparison between the two. It is true
there was a deficit under the administration of my hon.
friend (Mr. Mackenzie), amounting to some four and three-
quarter million dollars, but it is also true that he paid into
the Sinking Fund out of the revenue of the country a sum of
money amounting to $4,190,000; and if you educt the
sinking fund from the revenue you have an allowance for
the deficit which places the Government in nearly the
position in which it would have been had no deficit existed.
The actual sum derived from Customs,Excise and bill stamps,
from the 1st of July, 1874, to the lst of July, 1879, was
$93,295,770, and if you take the mean population for that i
period, upon thebasis taken by my hon. friend opposite--. I
and his basis is too high-the taxation for that perioda
amounts to an annual average per capta of $4,64 Under thed

administration of my hon. friend (Mr. Mackenzie). Now
we will take the taxation while the hon. gentlemen opposite
have been at the head of affairs. The taxation from lst
July, 1879, to lst July, 1884, derived from Customs and
Excise, amounted to $124,723,658, or upon the mean popu-
lation, estimating the population upon the basis assumed by
my hon. friend, which is too high, it gave an average annual
taxation per capita of $5.71, being $1.07 higher per head,
under the hon. gentleman's administration than
under the administration of Mr. Mackenzie. I
challenge the hon. gentleman to controvert these
figures - $4.64 per capita under Mr. Mackenzie,
$5.71 under the hon. gentleman; or a taxation of 23 per
cent. higher under his management than under that of the
late Finance Minister (Sir Richard Cartwright), and an in-
ercase of 23 per cent. in taxation against an increase of
population of only 9 per cent.

if we are to estimate the bardens resting upon the
people from taxation, it is proper that we should estimate
them only in reference to Customs duties, because the
Excise duty is a voluntary tax. A man may pay the
Excise duty or refrain from paying it as ho chooses.
He may drink or smoke and pay the duty, or he may,
like an honest Christian gentleman, refrain from both
these habits and not pay it; but the Customs duty is a tax
no man can escape; it is a tax upon the necessaries of life.
Every man must contribute to the Oustoms; no man need
contribute to the Excise. Consequently, the Customs duties
are the true and proper measure of the taxation imposed
upon the people. We will, therefore, make an examination
of tho question, on the basis of the Customs dutes collected
under the two Administrations. 1 find that from
ht July, 1874, to 1st July, 1879, the total sum col-
lected from Customs duties was $66,405,321, or an average
annual tax per capita of $3.32, taking the basis of
population assumed to be correct by my hon. friend
opposite. From lst July, 1879, to lst July, 1884, also a
period of five years, the Customs duties amounted to
$97,092,477, or an annual average taxation per capita of
$4.52 under my hon. friend opposite, against $3.33 under
the late Finance Minister (Sir Richard Cartwright). This
shows an increase of taxation derived from Customs duties
of $1.?0 under the administration of the present Govern-
ment as compared with the revenue from Customs taken
from the people of Canada by my hon. friend, Mr.
Mackenzie, or an increase of 36 per cent. against an increase
of population of 9 per cent-a taxation increase nearly four-
fold greater than that in population and in the ability of
the people of Canada to pay taxes. Hon. gentlemen oppo.
site may say, "lhear, hear," but these figures are incon-
trovertible. They present to you an exact statement of the
case ; they show precisoly the relative burdens imposed by
the two Governments; they are open to criticism, and
criticism is challenged. We will take the last two years
under each Administration for comparison, the years 1878
and 1879 and the years 1883 and 1884. In 1878-79, the Cus-
toms duties amounted to $25,683,483, an average per head
of $3.09 on an estimated mean population of 4,150,000
people as made by the hon. gentleman opposite. In 1883-81
the Customs taxation amounted to 843,033,472, an annual
average per head of $4.78, against $3.09, an increase of
$1.69 in taxation per head under this Administration. Now
allusion las been made to-night to my hon. friend (Sir
Richard Cartwright) as a mixer and muddler of figures, as
an incompetent Finance Minister, as a Finance Minister
whose record was not a creditable one, whose record would
not compare favorably with that of the hon. gentleman, the
Finance Minister (Sir Leonard Tilley). I hear a response
upon the other side. Hon. gentlemen opposite say "bear,
hear." I wish that this country had been blessed with the
services of a gontlemaQ as capable of grappling with the
difoulties of its position as the hon. gentleman on my right
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(Sir Richard Cartwright); I wish that during the last six
years the finances of this country had been administered
with that prudence, sagacity and economy that charac-
terised the administration of my hon. friend.

What is his record ? It is said he had deficits. He had.
And why? Because that hon. gentleman took the position,
the sound, economic position, that in a period of depression
the revenues derived from Customs duties were not a fair
indication or a fair measure of the volume of revenue that
would be derived from thema under ordinary circumstances.
He took the position that though the expense was
slightly in excess of the revenue derived from Customs,
the deficit would be obliterated when good times returned,
by an increase in the revenue the Government would receive
under the tariff, without any change whatever. Was his
basis a sound one ? Did he, in taking that, take a position
which the result was not likely to prove corrcut? Let us
see. We have no means of telling, so far as our own
experience is concerned, because our own tariff was changed
just at the time the depression was passing away but we have
an opportunity of establishing a comparison by referring to
the United States, which were effected by the same causes,
which labored under depression when we labored under
depression, and experienced the return of prosperity when
prosperity returned to us, and where the Customs tariff was
not changed from 1860 to 1882. The tariff of the United
States remained the same during the period of depression,
and when good times returned, and if, from the returns of
that tariff, we find there was a large increase of revenue in
1880 and in 1881, as compared with 1879 and 1878, we may
roasonablyuppose that a corresponding increase of revenue
would have characterised that time in Canada if no change
had been made in our tariff. What was the result in theUnited
States? The revenue from CJustoms in 1879 was $8137,250,000.
No change was made in the tariff, but the revenue from
Customs in the following year was $186,522,000, in the
following year it was $198,159,000, and in the following
year, $220,410,000; in other words, the revenue of the
United States increased, from 1879 to 1880, $19,272,000, or
34 per cent., and it increased in the two years, from 1879 to
1881, 860,909,000, or 44 per cent. A corresponding increase
in the revenue of Canada, without a change of any character
whatever in the tariff, would have been, fron 1879 to 1880,
84,386,000, and from 1819 to 1881, $5,676,000. My honor-
able friend was right; the experience of the United-States
proves that the change in times, the return of prosperity in
that country led to an increase of 31 per cent. from 1879 to
1889, and of 44 per cent. from 1879 to 1881; and, even if
one-half of that ratio had been secured in this country,
through the return of good times, the deficits which troubled
my honorable friend would have passed away if le had
remained in office and he would have had a surplus under
the tariff of 1876, witbout a change of any kind whatever.

I now corne to the consideration of some comparisons
made by my hon. friend the Finance Minister, between this
country and the United States. I wish I could arrive at the
same conclusions as the hon. gentleman did.

Mr. RYKERT. No you don't.
Mr. CHARLTON. Yes, I do. I wish I could arrive at

the conclusion that we were as lightly taxed a country as
that; I wish I could believe that our financial position is a
prosperous one. I know my hon. friend from Lincoln (Mr.
Rykert) says I do not wish it. He has no right to attri-
bute to me any such wish. Il I feel it my duty to expose
the recklessness of this Government, if I eel it My duty to
show that this Government is rushing this country to ruin,
if I feel it my duty to sound the note of alarm, no man in
this House las a right to say I rejoice because our position
is not as favorable as that of the country to the south of us.
It is my duty to show where we are going, to show the
recklessness of this Government, to show how inordinately
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our expenditure has been increased, to show to what alarm-
ing proportions the public debt is swelling, to show what
dangers impend over this country and threaten it, and
it is the duty of hon, gentlemen opposite to hear these
statements, to examine them, and to make up their minds
whether these statements are true or not; and, if they are
true, il is the duty of every independent member of this
House of Commons to check that Government and to see if
the course which is being followed and which is likely to
result in the ruin of this country cannot be stopped. Now,
with regard to the comparisons made by my hon. friend,
he first of all makes a comparison of expenditure, a compa-
rison on averages; he speaks of the State taxes, too; he tells
us that the State taxes amount to $1.20 per head in the
United States. The hon, gentleman is slightly in error
there, his basis of calculation upon population is too low.
Hie estimates the population of the UnitedSates at 54, >00,000.
It is estimated by their own statisticians at 57,500,000. If
we take 56,000,000 it is certainly below the mark. The State
taxation last year amounted to $61,434,09à, which would be
about $1.09 per head, but a large amount of that taxation is
expended for purposes for which we raise municipal taxes,
and, if we take out of question the subsidies in Canada,
which last year amounted to $3,603,714, and which would,
in proportion, amount to 846,848,000 in the United
States, they will offset the State taxation in the United
States, The hon.gentleman goes on to make a comparison
between the two countries as to expenditure, and first of all
he places the population too low. Then-I do not know
whether le was aware of it or not-he included in the taxa-
tion of the United States a sum of seven and one-half millions
which does not figure in the taxation of the country. He
takes the bank tax, ho takes consular fees, le takes patent
fees, he takes fees of all kinds, and these items amount to
$7,432,333, and he informs the House of Commons that this
a part of the taxation of the United States. It is not, Mr.
Speaker. Ho places the taxation nearly eight millions too
high and he places the population nearly three millions too
low, and he strikes his balance on that basis and makes the
taxation of the United States $4.93J. It is not a cent over
$4.60. He makes it 33½ cents too high, at least. He starts
on that basis. Then he goes on to make a statement with
regard to the debt. lHe states the debt of the United States
correctly. I believe he did not inform the House what our
debt was. if he did I have forgotten. I will take the
pains to supply the omission. On the 30th June last the
gross debt of Canada was $242,482,416 ; and the net debt
$ 182,161,850. On the 31st December the gross debt was
$253,739,146, and the net debt $188,914,885. The net debt
in six months had increased $8,753,035. On the 31st
January the gross debt was 8255,966,416, the net debt was
$192,123,080. The net debt had increased in one month
$3,208,195, and the hon. gentleman admitted that subsequent
to that date, the 31st January, the debt had still further
increased by at least two millions more. If that is true, the
net debt at the time the admission was made-I do not know
what it may be now-was $194,123,000, or a chargeper capita,
if we estimate the mean population of the year at 4,500,000,
which is high enough, of 843.13 for every man, woman and
child in the Dominion of Canada. But that is not all. We
have nominal assets of $63,843,336. These are deducted
from the gross debt, and the balance is assumed to be the
net debt. Will the Finance Minister assure us that le can
realise upon these assets of sixty-three millions without a
shrinkage of thirty millions ? If he will assure us, I would
like to have the assurance that the nominal assets
of the Dominion of Canada would realise to-morrow
$33,000,000. I do not believe they would. I believe
we are entitled to add thirty million more to the net debt
stated by the Government for the shrinkage in realising
upon the assets. If that is the case, our net debt to-day
has reached the enormous amount of $224, 123,000, a charge
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of $49.80 per head if our population is4,500,000, or 818.72
if it is 4,600,000, as I balieve the hon. gentleman asserts it
is. We will compare that state of the case with the debt
of the United States. The hon. gentleman mado the cam-
parison. It is my duty to correct statements which I believe
are not warranted by the facts. On the 1st November last the
debt of the United States was $1,408,482,948, which, on a
population of 56,000,000, is $25.15 per capita, against at least
848.72 in Canada, if our assets would shrink thirty millions
in realising. le says we ought to add the State debts, as we
bave nothing corresponding to them in Canada. We will
add them. The State dobts amounted last year to
$237,511,758 f unded debt, and 830,250,317 unfunded debt.
We will add these sums and we have $1,676,245,023 as the
total debt of the United States State debt and National debt.
Well, what does that amodnt tu per capita on a population
of 50,000,000? It amounts to 829.93 per head. Ifwetake
the State debt and National debt of the United States and
make a comparison of the per capita charge between the
two countries, we will find that even upon that basis the
debt of Canada exceeds the debt of the United States by $18
per head, which is the position of the country to-day. And
how has this debt been incurred ? What has the Govern-
ment to show for their debt?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Full value.
Mr. CHARLTON. Public works, paying one fifteenth of

1 por cent.; thirty or forty millions sunk in the Canadian
Pacific Railway; assets comparatively valueless; forty
millions in the Intercolonial Railway, that we will ultimately
have to close-this is the character of our assets; this is the
full value that we receive for the money. The United
States incurred their debt to save the life of the nation, con-
fronted by a crisis which threatened the dissolution of their
Republic, threatened by a crisis which required that country
to put forth its utmost exertions, to bury 500,000 of its sons
upon the battle field, which required that country to expend
thousands of millions of dollars-it was under these circum-
stances that the debt of that country was incurred, that debt
which has been reduced to $1,400,000,000. But we, in a
time of profound peace, with no necessity resting upon us,
bave gone on piling up our debt until it exceeds the debt of
the United States by a per capita charge of at least $1 8
for ever man, woman and child in the Dominion of Canada.
And what is the outlook ahead? Can the hon. gentleman
assure us that the limit of the accumulation of debt has
been reached ? Can ho assure us that whcn he makes
his next financial statement, if ho should make it in this
House, lie will be able to.point to any diminution of our
public debt? Will he not, on the contrary, be called upon
to inform us, when we meet here again, if Providence spares
Us, that millions npon millions more have been added to
that burthen of debt already so great? Sir, it is inevitable
that we will. It is inevitable that when lie next makes the
financial statement to this country, we will have added to our
taxation, added to our expenditure, ainid enormous as our
debt is already, it will have been considerably increased.

Now, Sir, with regard te the interest charge. Did I under-
stand the hon. gentleman, when he made his financial state.
ment, to say that the interest charge in the United States
was as heavy as it is in Canada? I think not. He
admitted that it was heavier in this country, but he mini-
mised the ihterest charge here, and ho presents a state.
ment with regard to that matter more roseate than1
the circumstances and the truth will warrant.
N ow let ns all look at that question. Assum-
ing the population of the United States at 56,000,000,
and that of Canada at 4,500,000, our interest charge last
year of $7,700,000 was at the rate of $169 per head; while
the interest charge of the United States last year ofk
854,578,000 - amounted to a per capita charge of 95 cents1
against $1.69 in this country. That was the condition of
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things last year. What will be the condition of things in
1886, according to the estimates of this Government and the
estimates of the United States Government.? In 1886
it is ostimated by my hon. friend that it will require
89,450,00 to pay the interest on our public debt, and

•upon the basis of his estimates our population will
be 4,660,000, which will be a per capita charge of
$2.02. What will it be in the United States ? It is esti-
mated that their interest charge will be 848,500,000 for a
population of 57,500,000, so that the interest charge in the
United States next year wiil be 84 cents per bead, against
82.02 in Canada. In 1887 it is inevitable that the interest
charge in Canada will be throe times as great as the interest
charge in the United States, in proportion to the population.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. CHARLTON. Perhaps bon, gentlemen had botter
wait till 1887, and then see who will be right. I say that,in
all human probability, the year 1817 will sbhow that the
interest charge of Canada is threefold as great as the
interest charge of the United States-a brilliant record,
surely, for the bon. gentlemen opposite; and the disparity
will continue to increase. The debt of the United States is
being reduced from year to year, the population of that
country is swelling to an onormous magnitude, and its wealth
is being increased in proportion, while, on the contrary, our
debt is continually augmonting, and the interest charge is

-increasing in proportion. So much for the question of the
public debt and the interest charge resting upon the two
countiies. Now, Mr. Speaker, this is a matter of grave
importance to this country. I sue ny hon. friend from
Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) laughing. He cannot see anything
wrong in this. He cannot realise, Mr. Speaker, that this
country, lying alongside the United States, is a competitor
with the United States in inviting emigration from the old
world to our North-West, lying untilled, and asking for
millions of people to settle in it; ho cannot realise that the
question of which country bas the greatest debt, the greatest
interest charge and theheaviest taxation, wiIl have anything
to do with the settlement of that country in the future, or
will bave anything to do with its prosperity. Oh, no! He
cannot realise that. It is a matter of no consequence
whether wu owe three times as much per head as the United
States or owe five times as much. 1It is a matter of no
consequence whether we squander our resources, whether
we accumulate a vast public debt, or whether we imperil
the future of this country-all that matters nothing.
The hon. gentleman from Lincoln can laugh as Nero
fiddled when Rome was burning; he can laugh over
the dark future that lies before this country, in conse-
quence of the mismanagement of the hon. gentleman
opposite; but I believe it is a matter of very grave con-
sequence to us ah. I believe the time bas come when we
should carefully consider our financial position. I believe
the time bas come when we should recognise that we have
been proceeding in a wrong direction, and when we should
retrace, if possible, our steps.

Now, with regard to our expenditure. The expendi-
ture in the year 1884, chargeable to the donsolidated
Fund, was $31,107,000, upon a population of 4,500,000,
making a per capita expenditure of $6.91. The expondi-
ture of the United States in the sane year was
$290,916,000, as stated by my bon. friend when ho made
his financial statement. The per capita charge in that
country on a population of5V,000,000 is $5.19, or $1.72 less
than the per capita charge in Canada. Thon, if we deduct
the sinking fund from the expenditure in each country, we
will find the expenditure in Canada to be $26,100,000,
or 85.80 per head; while the exponditure in the United
States is $244,000,000, or $5.35 per head, ai jxcess of $1.45
per head in Canada as compared with the United States ;
and if we analyse the expenditure of the United States we
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will find varions items of expenditure there we do not have
here. We will find, for instance, an enormous expenditure
for pensions, amounting to over $55,000,000 a year, and a
very heavy expenditure for the purpose of maintaining an
army and a navy. These are expenditures which we are in
a measure free from. Oàr expenditure for pensions last
year was $95,500. If you multiply that by 12j, the dis-
crepancy of population between the two countries, our
expenditure for that purpose would be $1,194,275, corre-
sponding exactly in magnitude to what the expenditure in
the United States would be if its population was at the
same proportion as ours. If you take our expenditure for
militia at $1,475,481, and multiply it by 12j, you have
818,443,512, which is the expenditure we would have
incurred upon the same basis if our population were the
same as the United States. Multiplying those expenditures
by 12j, in order to make them compare with the United
States, what do we fnd ? We find the expenses of the
United States under those heads, when our corresponding
expenditure is multiplied by 12j, exceeds the expenditure in
our case by $83,637,670, and deducting that excess and the
sinking fund from the ordinary expenditure, the per capita
rate is $2.86. There is another view to tako, and I
invite the attention of hon. gentlemen opposite to it. The
United States have no such thing as a consolidated account
and a capital account; all goes to current account. There
is no cauital account kept. When I state the expenditure
of the United States at $290,000,000 I state the entire ex-
penditure of that country. We had an expenditurb last
year, deducting sinking fund, of $26,000,000; we had, in
addition, the expenditure on capital account, without count-
ing payments of debts toProvinces, 816,800,000. We spent
last year, to say nothing of debts paid to Provinces,
$42,905,529. To make a fair comparison between this
country and the United States, we have to take, on the one
hand, the total expenditure, $42,905,529, and on the other
band the total expenditure in the United States,
$290,916,473. If we make that comparison, and this is a
fair basis, we find that the per capita expenditure for ail
purposes is in Canada $9.41, and in the United States for all
purposes, except payment of public debt, $5.19. This is a
fair comparison to make with respect to the expenditure of
the two countries.

A word with respect to the taxation of the two coun-
tries. As I said a short time ago, the propermeasure
of taxation in this country is that derived from
Customs. Excise duties are voluntary; you may pay
them or not, as you please; Customs duties are
involuntary ; to them ail men must contribute. The
United States average ànnual Customs, from lst July, 1879,
to 1st July, 1884, was $3.82 per capita. The annual average
for the same period in this country was-44.52, upon the
basis of population as represented by the Finance Minister.
If we take the United States Customs taxation for last year,
we will find that the per capita amount was $3.64, while
our own taxation from Customs was $4.45 per capita. If
we take 1883, the Customs taxation in the United States
averaged $3.97 per head, as against $5.22 in this Dominion.
So much for the rates of taxation imposed in the two
countries.

If we compare the expenditure in this country with
the expenditure of the United States in different eras,
we will find some startling contrasts. It will be remem-
bered that this is a young country. If we go back to the
history of the United States, to the time when that country
was in a similar condition to our own, when it had not
attained the proportions of one of the great pawers of the
globe, and if we make a comparison between the expen-
diture in that country then and the expenditure here,
now, we will find, I say, some startling contrasts. I
invite the attention of the Finance Minister to a few of these
contrasts. I will take the years 1790, 1800, 1810, 1820, 1830,
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1840, 1850, 1860; and in making these comparisons, I do
not include interest paid on public debt on either side.
The figures are as follows:

CANADA--ORDINARY EXPENDITURE, 1884.

Excluding interest, $23,407,526.
Population, say 4,500,030; per capiia, $5.13.

UNITED STATES.

1790-Population, 3,919,214. Net ordinary expenditure, excludinq in-
terest, $1,919,589. Per capita, 49 cents-A our rate. Navy
and war, ia all cases offset subsidies.

1800 -Popilation, 5,291.330. Expenditire, $7,11l,363, of which
$3,300,000 for war and navy. Per capita, $1.40-; our rate.

1810.-Population, 7,230,808. Expenliture, $5,311,082. Per capita,
73 cents-1 our rate.

1820.-Population, 9 633,R22 Expenditure, $13,134,530, of whieh war,
navy and pensions, $10,22S,758.. Total per capita, $l.36- our
rate.

1830.-Population, 12,868,02). Expenditure, $13,229,533. Per capita,
$1.02-J our rate.

1840.-Population, 17,069,453. Expenditure, $21,139,920, of which
war, navy and pension, $15,812,525. Total per capita, $1.41-

our rate.
1850.-Populalion, 23,;91,876. Expenditure, $37,165,930, of which war

and navy, $19,458,63t. Per capita, $1.60-J our rate.
1860.-Population, 31,443,321. Expenditure, $51,912,64; war, navy

and pensions, $29,087,653; balance, $15,824,981, Total per
capita, $1.74-ý our rate.

I suppose these figures do not suit hon. gentlemen opposite,
but the Finance Minister instituted a set of comparisons
between the expenditures of the United States and Canada,
and I want to show what is the real relative position of each
of these two countries. I wish to cal] his attention to it,
because ho occupies a responsible position in this matter,
and it is timo for him to put on the brakes.

I wish to make one more comparison only. We launched
out as a nation in 1867. I want to take that year and com-
pare the exponse or the taxation per head for expenditure in
Canada and the United States, and then I want to sea how
we have travelled together; I want to make the comparison
for this year and see whether we have lost or gained ground
in the race which we must necessarily and inevitably run
with that country. In 1867-68 the taxation of the United
States, receipts from Customs and internal revenu, and the
direct incoino tax, was 8357,000,000 on a population of
36,500,000, or a per capita tax of $9.30. The ordinary expen-
ditures in that year, and the payment of interest on debt was
$370,339,000, or a per capita expenditure of $11.46. Now, we
made a favorable contrast with the United States for that
year. Our Custom and Excise taxation for that year was
$ 11,590,000, or $3.40 per capita. Our expenditure was
$13,486,000, or $3.93 per head, and the United States spent
that year $6.40 per head more than we did. Their taxation
was 2R per cent. greater than ours, and their expenditure
2P per cent. greater, or $7.53 per head greater. If we come
to the year 1883-84 we find that the United States Customs
and internal revenue taxation amounted to $5.65 per head,
and ours to $5.62; or, in other words, while their taxation
was nearly three times greater than ours in 1867, there was
a difference of only 3 cents per head in 1884. The United
States expenditure in 1884 was $5.19 per head, and ours
was $6.91 per head, so that while theirs was almost three
times as great as ours in 1867-63 it was $1.72 less thisyear.
This comparison is a suggestive one. If, eighteen years
ago, the United States, burthened from taxation, had an
expenditure nearly three times as great as it was in Canada;
if, iq 1854, the expenditure of the United States is
$1.72 less than Canada, there is food for thought in that
statement; and if we are to continue td travel in that
direction what will the contrast be in the next eighteen
years ? I say that if we are to go on in that direction we
will not exist as a people in eighteen years, to institute
comparisons between the two countries; we will have
reached the goal of ruin before that time, if we are to continue
in the course we have been pursuing in the last eighteen
years.
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Now, I shall be told, I have no doubt, that I am
unpatriotic; I shall be told that these statements will
be taken up by the American immigration agents; I shall
be told that I am prejudicing the interesta of Canada
-in doing what ? In telling the truth ? Sir, I am not
prejudicing the interests of Canada. I am warning the
gentlemen in charge of the interests of Canada as to the
condition of this country at this moment. I am warning
them as to the dangers which threaten this country, as to
the results which wili attend persistence in the policy they
are now pursuing. Sir, we cannot conceal our position
from the United States or from any other intelligent mon.
It is not necessary to tell them; they know it. But we
can inform ourselves, and it is necessary that the people of
Canada should know the truth. It is necessary that the
people of Canada should know the affairs of this country,
and it is nothing short of criminal to conceal from the peo-
ple of Canada the actual condition of the public affairs of
this Dominion. I do not intend to conceal them. And
gentlemen may prate about unpatriotic conduct and injur-
ing the country if they choose. We have heard enough of
that stuff; it is the business of an Opposition to criticise
the policy of the Government, and expose what is wrong,
to warn the Government and the people, if the Government
is recreant to its trust, recreant to its duty.

Now I have just a word to say, by way of variety, about
assisted passages. I have here a little morsel I came across
accidentally, in the shape of an extract from a speech made
by Sir Charles Tupper in Toronto, on the 11th day of May,
1878. It came to my mind when I hoard his son, the hon.
member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper), speaking with reference
to immigration. On that occasion Sir Charles Tupper used
the following language:-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. ."I tell you that this Government within
four years have spent one million dollars in bringing emigrants into
this country. What for-to starve? (Hear, hear). The Finance
Minister says his remedy is to tell the people to work harder and to be
more frugal. Well, we may be willing to eat and drink less, to spend
less on dres sand to be more frugal, and we are willing to work hard,
but we want work te do."

The arraignment was that the iniquitous Government of
Mr. Mackenzie had spent a million of dollars in assisting
immigration in the last four years. Well, what is the
record of hon. gentlemen opposite? Have they spent any-
thing? I looked at the Publie Accounts and I find that they
have spent for immigration and quarantine for the last four
years $1,516,000. I had not time to subtract the exact sum
chargeable to quarantine, but I venture to say that they
have spent in the four years for immigration purposes an
amount exceeding by $300,000 the sum stated by Sir
Charles Tupper in 1878, when ho arraigned the Government
of that day for spending that money. I am free to admit
that I believe the whole system of assisted passages is
wrong. I believe we want the class of immigrants for
Canada who are able to pay their own way, and that we are
in danger, if we assist immigrants, of assisting criminals
and jail birds, and the most undesirable classes of immi-
gran ts-those who have not the energy to pay their own way.
1 think we might very properly adopt the policy of the
United States, which does not assist immigrants, but on
the contrary, taxes its immigrants-taxes the steamship
companies for the purpose of providing hospitals, and main-
taining Castle Gardon, and looking after the wolfare of im-
migrants in going to their destination. I bolieve that that
is a more wise and prudent policy than th3 one. we have
been pursuing hitherto.

Now, Sir, 1 come to the consideration of the question of
expenditure, which I shall treat as briefly as may be, and
in reference to this matter I ask the attention of the House
to an extract from a speech made by the leader of the
present Government, regarding the mode in whieh the
Ûnances were managed by his predeocesors. Thie speech
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was made in Toronto on 11th May, 1883, in response to an
address delivered to that hon. gentleman. He says:

"We have endeavored to raise up this country from the inoom-
petent men who unworthily hold the reine of power. Of those men I
may say that their reign in to be a short one, sud that the people are
going to rise in their might at the coming election and sweep jobbery,
corruption and incapacity into one common ruin."

Well, Sir, the people arose in their might, and they swept
away-what? They swept jobbery, corruption and in.
capacity into power on the crest of a great tidal wave of
folly and fatuity. We will examine the record of these two
Governmonts-and the record will prove what I say ; we
shall examine the record of tihe two Governmonts
as to the expendituro and the management of the
finances of 'this country. These are the gentlemen, Sir,
charging jobbery, who have been guilty of such little
poccadilloes as the Onderdonk contract, who did not dare to
allow a Bill introduced by my hon. friend who sits near me,
to prohibit contractors from subscribing to election funds,
from becoming the law of the land; who have refused, Session
after Session, to enact that the contractors of this Govern-
ment shall not be contributors to its election funds; thoso
gentlemen, who charge corruption on the gentlemen whom
they supplanted in power, are gentlemen who at that very
time had resting upon them a stain which will be an
indelible stain not only on them, but on Canada, so long
as Canada has a history-the sale of a great charter, the
Pacific Scandal. Theso men who charge corruption on the
men they supplanted are men who have given away vast
areas of this country without competition, and in many
cases at one hnndred times less than its value, to their
favorites, in violation of every principle of justice
and honesty-who have given away areas large enough for
,dukedoms and principalities, as pasture land, or as timber
or coal leases, on almost nominal terme. No wonder this
Government is popular with a certain class. No wonder it
is strongly entrenched, when it has made a corrupt use of
the influences at its command for the purpose of securing
the favor of its friends. The gentleman who leads this
Government, and whom I am sorry not to see in his seat, I
will do him the justice to say, no doubt, has acted worse
than ho would have wished, on many occasions. I have no
doubt that the heterogeneous elements ho has been obliged to
reconcile, and the political difficulties ho ias had to face, have
forced him to commit acts that bis botter nature revolted
against. The trouble with him is, that he is a first-class
politician and a fifteenth-rate statesman. le can manage
public men with the greatest facility, but as for the princi-
ples that actuate a statesman, to demand that if his princi.
ples are not carried out ho will resign, if ho was called upon
to live up to that standard, ho is not there. He reminds me
of a story of an African preacher who was warning his con-
gregation against the danger that confronted thom in a
spiritual sense. He said: "My brethren, the broad road
leads to destruction, and the narrow road leads to
damnation." Then a hearer in the congregation cried
out: "IThen this African takes to the woods." It is
so with this hon. gentleman. He will take to the
woods or to the narrow way, or will take any course in
order that ho may remain in power; and so, as I have said,
on many occasions, ho has taken positions and committed
acts that his botter nature has revolted against. With
regard to the charge of incapacity preferred against the
gentlemen now on the Opposition benches, that charge is
made by the mon who made the Pacific Railway contract,
and who, when that contraet was laid before this luse,
and it became evident that a botter offer was made, refused
te retrace thoir stops, and refused to comply with the law
of the land and advertise for tenders in order to secure the
construction of that work on terms more favorable to the
country. The men who gave, or will give, to that syndi.
cate more money than the road cost, in addition to the
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25,000,000 acres of land; the men who have piled up a
debt of $225,000,000 upon this country; the men who have
adopted a scale of expenditure which, if continued, will
inevitably force this Government to resort to direct tax-
ation to raise money, in addition to all they can squeeze
out of the country by itdirect taxation-these are
the men who prefer the charge of incapacity,. job-
bery and corruption against the men they supplanted.
Weil, Sir, we will examine the financial record of the
two Governments; and, first of al, we will take the general
expenditure. I made this comparison partly last Session ;
but I had not then the complete returns as to the expendi-
ture of 1884. I placed that expenditure too high; it was
supposed that it would be higher than it has actually proved
to be. I shall make this comparison to-night briefly. I
start at the year 1868, with an expenditure of $13,486,092,
under hon. gentlemen opposite, who continued in power six
years and increased that expenditure to $23,316,316, in 1874.
It May be asserted that my hon. friend (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) administered the affairs of the country for eight
months of that financial year. It is true he did; but, Sir,
he came within the estimate of my hon. friend opposite.
My hon. friend opposite asked for $23,685,009, and the ex-
penditure was only $23,316,316. Now, the increase in
those six years was $9,830,224, a percentage of 72 per cent.,
while the increase of population during the same period
was only 11 per cent. The increase of the expenditure ex-
ceeded the increase of population by six and a-half times.
Now, we turn to the record of the corrupt men who were
driven out of power on account of incapacity, jobbery and
corruption. They commenced in 1874 with an expendi-
ture of $23,316,316, and they went out of office in 1879
with an expenditure, based upon the estimates of my hon.
friend, of 23,669,000. It is true, that expenditure
was somewhat increased, owing to the fact that the hon.
gentleman opposite was in office eight months of that
financial year; but the increase over Sir Richard Cartwright's
estimates was due to them. This shows an increase, from
1874 to 1879, ol $352,684, or an average of $70,536 a year,
against an annual average increase of $1,638,370 under their
predecessors, .how, Sir, wo have commenced on the third
term of the hon. gen tlemen opposite. Jpon my hon. friend's
estimate of $23,669,000 they commenced operations. They
increased the expenditure of that year. My hon. friend
assures ug that ho would have kept the expenditure within
the estimates, and we have reason to believe he would,
inasmuch as he reduced the expenditure between 1877 and
1878 by $16,000. If this be the case, those hon. gentlemen,
starting with an expenditure of $23,669,000, in 1879, have
increased it, to 831,107,706, in 1884. They haêve increased the
expenditure by $7,438,706, or 31 per cent., while the popu-
lation of the country has increased but 9 per cent. They
have increased their expenditure in the last period three
and a-half times faster than the population has increascd.
But for the manipulation in the Dominion lands account,
but for the placing to capital account the $723,000 that
ought to have been placed on tho consolidated fund account,
the comparison would have been $723,000 worse than itis.

But there is another basis upon which to institute this com-
parison, and it is a fairer basis than the one.I have adopted.
if we take our Public Accounts and look at our balance
sheet, we will find that the expenses chargeable to Consoli-1
dated Fund is placed under three heads. We find, first, thei
classification of charges on account of Debt, Subsidies orj
Sinking Fund, and so forth. These are fixed charges; theyi
cannot be varied; whatever subsidies have to be paid,i
whatever interest is charged upon the public debt, what-1
ever sum has to be put into the sinking fund, these sumsa
muat be paid. The pruning knife cannot be applied bore;e
the Government cannot reduce the appropriation for thesei
exposes. Then we have charges on revenue, the charges
for colletting Customs, the charges of oarrying on the1

Mr. OEALTcoN.

operations of the Post Office Department, the charges for the
Excise Department, the charges for managing Public Works
- these are charges that, so far from the Government being
able to retrench them, must inevitably increase to a small
extent every year. The pruning knife cannot be applied to
those. If the pruning knife is to be applied at all, it must
be to that class known as controllable expenditure, expendi-
ture on account of Legislation,Administration of Justice,Civil
Government, appropriations for Public Works, Militia ex-
penditure, and expenditures of that character. It is to thoso
the pruning knife may be applied, and I propose to insti-
tute a comparison between the expenditure of the two
Governments as regards controllable expenditure, so that we
may sec what each Government has accomplished in the
matter of retrenchment. We will take the poriod from 1868
to 1874, when hon. gentlemen opposite were in power.
Starting with a controllable expenditure, in 1868, of
$3,631,000, they had increased that by 1874 to $8,324,075,
or an increase of $4,693,000 in six years, or 129 per cent.,
averaging annually 29ý per cent., or an increase in expendi-
ture 12f times more rapid than the increase in population.
We will take the period when the incompetents came into
power-when the jobbers and the corruptionists were put at
the head of affairs. They started in 1874 with an expendituro
of $8,324,075; in 1879 the expenditure amounted to
$6,941,577, showing that they had effected a reduction in
controllable expenditure of $1,382,498, or 16 per cent. of a
reduction against an advance of 29 per cent. by their prede-
cessors. We then come to 1879, when the Government
changed and hon. gentlemen opposite came into office. They
started with a controllable expenditure of $6,941,577, and in
1884 they had succeeded in raising it to the
amount of $11,294,374, an increase of $4,352,797, or
62 per cent., giving an annual average of 12 ô
per cent., or an increase seven times more rapid
than the increase in population. If we add to this control-
lable expenditure the sum improperly placed to capital
account, with regard to expenditure on Dominion lands,
$123,000,we will find that the increase was $5,000,000, or 72
per cent. So much for the comparison of the expenditures,
first, under the head of total expenditure chargeable to the
Consolidated lFund, and secondly, under the head of Control-
lable Expenditure, the latter'being the only one in which
the Government can exorcise its power of retrenchment:

I propose to occupy the attention of the House a few mo-
ments in making a comparison of the expenditures in certain
Departments of the Government, coming under the head of
Controllable Expenditure, made by each Ad ministration;
and, in whatever way we institute the comparison between
the financial record of my hon. friend (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) and that of the Finance Minister, we will find that
in every instance it will redound to the credit of my hon.
friend (Sir Richard Cartwright). I will take the Depart-
ments of Civil Government, the Department of Public Works
chargeable to Consolidated Fand, the Dominion Lands and
the Department of Public Works chargeable to revenue,
and will institute a comparison in each case, As regards
Civil Government, I would like to call the attention of
the Finance Minister to this comparison I am about
to make, becaue he may feel disposed to emulate in
future the good example set to him in the past by my
hon. friend (Sir Richard Cartwright). In 1868 there was
expended on Civil Government $594,441; in 1874, 8883,685,
an increase of $289,244, or 48 per cent., or an average annual
increase of 8 per cent., four and a-half times greater than the
increase in population. Then my lion. friead (Sir Richard
Cartwright) came into office; and starting with that expen-
diture of $883,685, in 1874, he'reduced it, in 1878,to $823,369,
a decrease of $60,316, or 6Î per cent. decrease against an
increase in the preceding period of 48 per cent. Then the
gentlemen who drove these incompetents from power came
in, and they started with this expenditure of 8822,369,
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which, by 1884, they had increasei to $81,084,417, an in-
crease of $261,048, or 31¾ per cent., being an average annual
increase of 5î per cent., three times that of the populatidn
in this, the second period in office of hon. gentlemen
opposite, and four and a-half times that of the population
during their first period in office, as against a decrease of
6¾ per cent. during the period my hon. friend (Sir Richard
Cartwright) was in power. Next, take up Publie Works
chargeable to Consolidated Fund. Here is an opportunity
to exercise economy, but also here is an opportunity to
launch out into lavish and unjustifiable expenditure, for the
purpose of bribing constituencies-making canals, promising
to erect, and erccting public works, spending money
lavishly by this means in various constituencies, in order to
influence public sentiment in favor of the Government
nominees. That power may be used ; that power has been
used. Perhaps it would be unparliamentary to say that
power is being used; but it certainly has been used. I will
point out a most striking contrast between the records of
the Finance Minister and that of my hon. friend (Sir
Richard Cartwright). Hon. gentlemen opposite started
in 1868 with an expenditure under this head of $126,269;
in 1874, when these gentlemen went out of power, their
expenditure had reached $1,826,000, an increase of
$1,699,722, or 1346 per cent., making an annual average
increase of 224J per cent., 128 times faster than the
increase of population. Then the Reform Administration
came into power and, starting with an expenditure of
$1,826,000, in 1874, they had succeeded in reducing that,
in 1878, to $998,594, a reduction of $827,407,
a reduction of 45 per cent., an annual reduction of Il per
cent., against an annual increase under their predecessors of
224f per cent. Then the gentlemen opposite came into
power, and, starting with this expenditure of $998,594, in
1878, they ran it up, in 1884, to $2,U08,851, an increase of
$1,910,257, or 191 per cent., an average increase of 32 per
cent., an increase eighteen times greater than the increase
in the population of this Dominion. That is a pretty nice
record. Thesc men are entitled, I think, to talk about job-
bery, and corruption, and incapacity, when speaking of gen-
tlemen on this side of the House. And next, with regard to
Dominion Lands. In 1868 wo spent nothing; in 1874 the
expenditure was 2 Starting with that expenditure
in 1874, my hon. friend reduced it, in 1878, to $87,6-8, a re-
duction of 8195,535, an annual average decrease of $48,883,
a reduction for the period of 69 per cent., or an average
annual decrease of 17 per cent. Then our friends opposite
administered the affairs of that Department and, commene-
ing with $87,628 of an expenditure in 1878, they had, in
1884, an expehditure chargeable to income of $166,890,
and chargea ble to capital-a device for cooking the
accounts and making the expense seem less than it
really is-$723,658, a total of $890,548, an increase
of $802,920 in six years, an average annual
increase of $133,821, a total increase of 1016 per cent., or
an annual average increase of 169 per cent., or ninety-six
times faster than the increase in the population. In Public
Works chargeable to Revenue-that is the management of
our public works, our railways and canals-we started, in
1868, with an expenditure of $626,286; gentlemen opposite
ran up the expenditure to $2,389,679 in 1874, an increase of
81,763,393, or 281; per cent., an average annual increase of
$293,898, or 47 per cent., an increase twenty-seven times
faster than the increase in the population of the country.
Then the incompetents came in and, starting with the ex-
penditure of $2,389,679, in 1874, in four years they had in-
creased it to 82,47 1,437, an increase of $81,758, or 3-4 per
cent. for the period. Then the gentlemen opposite took
charge of the administration of that Department again, and
commencing with an expenditure of $2,471,437, in 1878, they
had increased that expenditure to $3,302,791 in 1884, an in-
crease of $831,354, or 33 per cent., an average annual in-

crease of $138,559, or 5î per cent. This is the record.
These are the comparisons, these are the contraste that exist
between the management of these Departments by the two
Governments, and nothing could be more striking, nothing
could be more satisfactory as an evidence of the eoonomy
and careful management of these affaire upon the one hand,
and the recklessness which characterises the management
of these affairs upon the other.

What is the significance to us, as a people, of our increas-
ing expenditure and our diminishing revenue? Io there
any cause for alarm in the future? [s there any cause for
supposing that my hon. friend will be able to boast of sur-
pluses of $4,000,000 or $5,000,000 a year in the near
future? Is there any cause for fear that lie, too, may be
troubled with deficits, that he may possibly be characterised
by some person opposed to him in polities as the "King of
Deficits," as my hon. friend was a short time since ? With
a scale of expenditure this year reaching $33,000,000, with a
shrinkage in revenue froi Customs and Excise of $3,786,000
in the last year, with these causes in operation, I say that
there is reason for grave alarm; I say that there is a danger
that our finances may break down ; I say that there is reason,
good reason, for the inability of the Government to place
the $25,000,000 loan about to fall due; I say th %t there is
good reason for their having a floating debt of from
813,000,000 to $15,000,000; I say that there is reason for
their being obliged to resort to the desperate shifts which
the man in business resorts to whose credit is not good and
whogoes "shinning" around the streets attemptingtoraise
money to meet a note which is due and is threatened with
protest. Wo have placed ourselves in a position of grave
embarrassment, in consequence of reckless extravagance
and mismanagement of the affairs of the country. I do not
blame my hon. friend, who is the creature, the victim, of
circumstances. le undoubtedly has been foreed to a great
degree into the position in which he is, but, whether foreed
or not, whether responsible or not, the difficulties which
threaten the country are none the less real, and none the
less to be lamented.

And, now, a few words in regard to our ràanufacturing
industries, and I am donc.

Mr. RYKERT. That is good.
Mr. CHARLTON. I hear the Minister of Custom say

"that is good."

Mr. BOWELL. No; you did not.

Mr. CHARLTON. I am afraid lie is like the old Scotch
elder, who was accused of being hard-headed and not open
to conviction, and who denied the accusation, and stated
that ho was open to conviction, "but," he added, "I would
like to sec the man who would convince me." That is the
characteristic of iny hon. friend opposite.

Mr. BOWELL. I did not happen to say anything, so
your story does not apply.

Mr. CHARLTON. I am afraid that the warnings I have
given have fallen upon that hon. gentleman unheeded, and
that they will have no effect upon him or upon the Finance
Minister. It troubles me to think that efforts so well
meant and truths so palpable should have so little effect
upon those to whom they are directed.

Mr. BOWELL. Love's labor lost.
Mr. CHARLTON. I wish to ask this question: Did

our manufacturing interests, when the National Polioy
was introduced, require additional protection? I answer
that they did not. They had attained a grëat development
under a revenue tarif of 15 per cent., raised to 17 per
cent. in the last two years. I say that, in 1871, if our
consus statisties are reliable, we had 8125,000;000 worth
of material consumed by our manufactures in Canada
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that yéar, that the products of the manufactures were
$221,b00,000, that we had $78,000,000 of capital invested,
that $40,850,000 were paid in wages, that 1b8,000 people
were employed. I say that was a respectable, nay, more
than a respectable, that it was a marvellous development
of manufacturing industries in a country so young and so
poor as Canada was then ; and, if the manufacturing indus-
tries of Canada had attained that degree of development
under a 15 per cent. revenue tariff in 1871, I say that no
necessity existed in this country for any additional protec-
tion. I say that without fear of contradiction, and I shall
point out, before I finish, that the development of the manu-
facturing industries of this country has been greater and
more satisfactory than those of the United States in the last
decade under a high protective tariff. What industry have
we in prosperous operation in Canada to-day that did not
exist before the National Policy came into operation ?
What branch of manufacturing industry is prosecuted
now that was not prosecuted then ? We hear people talk
of the National Policy-the advocates of the policy-
and you would imagine, from their air, from their asser-
tions, from their claims, that the National Policy created
the manufacturing industries of Canada, and that beforethis
National Policy was adopted we had nothing of the kind.
That is not the case. The National Policy may have
accelerated to some extent the development of the manu-
facturing industries of the country, and it accelerated thom,
if it has doue so, in an unhealthy manner. The stimulation
has been unhealthy, and the manufacturing industries of the
country are to-day, I believe, in a worse position than they
would have been if no such stimulant had been applied.
Were not our manufacturing industries prosperous before
this National Policy came into operation ? A careful com-
parison of the industries of the United States with those of
Canada will prove beyond controversy that the manufac-
tures of Canada, during the entire period of depression, from
1873 to 1878, wore more prosperous, were earning botter
dividends, were more fully employed, than those of the
United States. That is an assertion I make broadly; it is
one that can be substantiated; it is one that does not admit
of denial. Why, thon, did we need the protective policy ?
The very prosperity that came to our manufactures after
the passage of the National Policy Tariff was a prosperity
due in a great measure to the revival of trade. Not only
in Canada, but all over the world, an immense impetus was
given to business. It was an impetus that business
recoived, not from the tariff of Canada, not from any tariff,
but from the passing away of that long period of commer-
cial depression that sat like a nightmare upon the in-
dustries of every civilized nation, from 1874 to 1878,
and the prosperity that resulted from natural causes; the
prosperity that came from the passing away of that serions
depression that weighed upon every industrial occupation,
every industrial interest, and every commercial interest in
the civilized world-I say the prosperity that was due to
the removal of that depression has been falsely attributed to
the National Policy; and if the National Policy had not
been adopted I firmly believe that the manufacturers of
Canada would have made as good progress and would have
been in a more healthy condition to-day than they are now
under the operation of that policy.

Now, Sir, I have one little fact to present to the
House, which I think will convince any candid mem-
ber that the protection we afford is higher than noces-
sary. One of the arguments of protectionists is that
it is necessary to protect the manufacturer because he
pays higher wages than are paid in England-it is
claimed in the United States that the wages are 60 to
70 per cent. higher than in England. Well, we will admit
thatitis necessary toafford'a degree of protection that will en-
able the manufacturer to pay double the wages paid in Great
Britain-what amount of protection would be required ?

Mr. CHAELTON.

What percentageof the cost of the fabries and wares produced
in this country and produced in the United States is charge-
able to wages ? That is the question. The census returns of
the United States show that 17 per cent. of the cost of the
products of the manufacturers is the cost of the wages
paid to the operatives, and the balance is due to the raw
material and other charges. Our census returns show that
19j2ý of the cost of fabrics produced by our manufacturers is

chargeable to wages. Well, Sir, if you are going to enable
the manufacturer of Canada to pay double the wages paid
in England, how much protection does ho want toovercome
that ? Why, he wants one-half of that 19 per cent.; ho
wants 10 per cent. protection, 10 per cent. higher prices,
in order to enable him to pay double the wages paid in
England, because the total cost of the wages to him is 1932w
per cent. In the United States 8½ per cent. protection is

sufficient to enable the manufacturer to pay double the
wages paid in Great Britain; and so the people of this
country have been deceived as to the degree of protection
necessary in order teoenable our manufacturers to meet
what they claim are the additional burdons imposed upon
them as compared with Great Britain.

Now, Sir, I promised a few moments ago to show
that the progress of manufactures. in this country and

the progress of manufactures in the United States had
been satisfactory, healthy, and rapid, under a revenue
tariff policy. We have seen, in the United States, a
period of revenue tariff policy extending from the year
1846 to 1860; and we have seen a period of a protective polhcy
extending from 1861 down to the present date. Now if we
take the returns from the United States for the four years
between 1846 and 1850, under this revenue tariff policy, and
if we take the docade between 1850 and 1860, passed entirely
under the operation of a revenue tariff policy, which was
well settled and had been in operation four years before the
docade commenced, and compare the progress made by the
manufacturing industries of that docade with the progress
made in the two succeeding decades, we will have the data
upon which to form an opinion as to whether manufacturers
did really get an advantage under the revenue tariff, and as
to whether a protective tariff is essential to their develop-
ment. Now, I shall not trouble the House with a table I
have here, which goes exhaustively into the capital, the
material used, the amount of products, the amount paid,
the wages, and the number of hands; but I will point out
the percentages of increase under these various heads
during the three decades :

Capital-1850 to 1860.............................. 89 per cent.
1860 to 1870 ................ .......... 109 "

1870 to 1880,........................ 31½ "

Hands - 1850 to 1860.....................37 per cent.
1860 to 1870.. ...... .....- 47 "

1870 to 1880 .............. .. . ........ 31 "

Wages -1850 to 1860... ................ 60 per cent.
1860 to 1870......... ................. 102 crrency

"i 1870 to 1880.............................. 22 gold.

Products-185o to 1860................85 per cent.
" 1860 to 1870............ 124 currency

1870 to 1880 ............... ............... 26 gold.

Now, what do these figures show ? They show that the
increase in capital, in hands, in wages, in products, was very
little greater under the stimulation of high protective duties
from 1860 to 1870, than it was under the revenue tariff from
1850 to 1860, and they show that the increase in these various
points was very much less under the protective duties from
1870 to 1880 than from 1850 to 1860. The average increase
for twenty years was less than the average annual increase
in the ton years under a revenue tariff. That is the record
of the United States with regard to protection vs. a revenue
tariff. It is worth while mentioning in this connection,
that the popular vote in the United States in 1880 was
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526,000 in favor of a revenue tarif, and that in 1884 a
revenue tariff President has been elected by the popular
vote after twenty years' trial of protection.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Hear, hear.

Mr. CHARLTON. Yes; it is worth hearing. It is sug-
gestive. It points to a moral that we would do well to
heed.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The language Mr. Cleveland
used was just such language as would be used on our side of
the House as to this policy.

Mr. CHARLTON. The language ho used, the language
his party uses, the language his supporters use, is that the
tariff of the United States is an unjust and an oppressive
tariff, and that duties should be levied for revenue purposes
only. That is the plank on which Mr. Cleveland was
elected President of the United States. We come now to
the growth of manufactures in Canada, and I ask the hon.
Minister's attention to the statistics I am about to quote.
They are very suggestive also. The more you look into
them the more bollow the pretensions of the hon. gentleman
seem. I will make a comparison with respect to the growth
of manufactures in this country during the last ton years.
It may ho claimed that a part of this growth is due to the
National Policy. I do not know to what extent the hon.
gentleman would make that claim. But eight years of the
ton vears botween 1871 and 1881 were undor a revenue
tariff. The change came in 1879, and you may fairly
assume that the influences exercised by the National Policy,
whatever they were, were not fairly brought into play until
the expiration of a year, at least, and so nine of the ton
years were passed under a revenue tariff policy. I assume
that, 1 assert it, that of the decade between 1871 and 1881,
nine of the ton years were under a revenue tariff, and what.
ever progress was made by the manufacturing industries of
Canada, it was largely due to the operation of a revenue
tariff olicv. Let us A ehatn .h..

Wherever we may look we cannot fail to be impressed by
the fact that a satisfactory and rapid development of the
manufacturing interests of thii country has ben secured
under a revenue tariff policy, and that an equally satisfao-
tory and an equally rapid devolopmient of the manufacturing
interests of the United States has also been socured under a
revenue tariff policy. The manufacturing industries of the
United States were in a stronger and more healthy condition
in 1860 than they were in 1884. The exports of the manu-
facturers of that country were relatively larger than they are
now, The exports of cotton goods in 1860 were larger than
they have ever been since, except one or two years; and if the
progress made from 1850 to 1860 under the revenue tariff
policy had been maintained till 1881, the development of the
manufacturing interests of the United States would have
been as great as it is to-day. Vill the hon. Minister
assure me that bis policy bas benofited any considerable
class in this country ? Will ho tell me it bas benefited the
lumberman ? I know it has not. Will ho tell me it has
bonefited the fisherman of his native Province and of Nova
Scotia ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes.
Mr. CHARLTON. No; no man of common sense will

say so. Will ho tell me it has benefited the laborers of
Canada?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes.
Mr. CHARLTON. Will ho tell me it bas benefited the

cotton operative, who is working on short time and at
reduced pay, and whose average ourni ngs are $45 less a year
than in 1878 ? The laborers will tell him, no. Will the hon,
gentleman tell me it bas bonefited the farmer ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes.
Mr. CHARLTON. Will he tell me that the National

Policy is not, in some measure, responsiblo for the present
depression in prices?

p y.e w te progress was. iere are Some hon. MEMBERS. No.

CAADA. Mr. IARLTON. I say yes; and I will demonstrate it,
Capital invested. It is true that, as a rule, you cannot raise or lower the price

1871............. $77,961,000 1881.......5165,302,000 of produce by the operation of a tariff ; but a policy may
Increase..87,338,000. Per cent. 112. be adopted by a country which, in the end, will produce

Material consumed. important results, either in advancing or in deprossing the
prices of produco. England is the great market for Canada1871. .... $55011,000.P881. $179,918,000 and the United States. England buys ber food and she
produces the fabrics that the world consumes. She ex.

Products. ichanges the products of her forges, looms, and mills for
1871.............$221,617,000. 1881...........$309,616,000. the produce of the farmers of the new world. That tradeIncrease......$87,999,000. Per cent. 39. is a trade of mutual exchange, and it can be carried on only

Handeemployed. as an exchange. England cannot be excluded from the mar-
1871...................187,942. 1881................... 254,935. kets of the Unitcd States ana Canada, and continue to

Increase......66,993. Per cent. 35. draw from those countries ber supplies of food. She muast
Wagespaiid. be able to give to those countries the productions of ber

1871.......3$40,851 000 1881.......59,429,000. labor in order to take from thoso countries the products of
Increase. ..... 18,518,000. Per cent. 45. their labor. The United States, for twenty years, and

Ratio increase of population...20. Canada for six years, have adopted a fiscal policy of enmity
Ratio increase of Capital exceeds Ratio increase of Pop. 5j times. to England, a policy the effect of which is designed to ex-

" i" Products " " "i " 2 9 clude the products of British labor from the markets of
" Hands " " " 1 i these countries. What bas England done? Could sheI c Wagat de e p .g p 2 tfo continue to bay ber supplies of food fromi this continentIn"rease exceed U. last decade, rapital...80 p. c.-or threefold. and pay us in gold ? Could she continue to sailiher vesselsci tg if ci cc Material. 7 p.' c.

"i " "t " "l Products 13 p. c.-4more. to our ports in ballast, and charge double freight, because"g .i" c" .-' I" Hands... 4 p. c. there was a cargo only one way? Has she not looked" " " " " Wages... 2 3 p. c.-or double, round to procure food supplies in exchange for the pro-
That is the record with respect to the progress made by ducts of ler labor? HRas she not spent millions in construet-
manufactures in Canada: firat, up to 1871 under a clear and ing a railway system in India, so that she might reach the
distinct revenue tariff policy, and second from 1871 to 1881 wheat fields at the base of the Hymalayas, and exchange with
under a revenue tariff for nine-tenths of the period at least, the Hindoos British products for a food supply? Yes, she has
which shows a vastly greater development of manufacturing done it. She now consumes millions of busheI o fIndian wheat
interests in this country than was acquired in the United a year, and she has been driven to this course by the hostile
States under a high protective tariff from 1870 to 1880. tariff policy of this country and the United States; and
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when I assert that this policy has had a direct influence in
depressing the price of agricultural produce in Canada, I
assert what is patent to any man who examines the facts.
Sir, the hon. gentleman has reduced the price of every
bushel of wheat the Canadian farmer bas to sell, of every
bushel of farm produce he bas to sell-he has reduced it by
the operation of this policy, which bas placed us at variance
with our natural customers, and driven from the markets of
Canada the people who are the consumers of our surplus
food products. This has been the operation of the National
Policy, a policy which bas not only imposed direct taxes on
the people of this country, in the shape of Customs duties,
but has imposed indirect duties, in the shape of an enhanced
cost of the ordinary articles of consumption of the people
of this country, and imposed this additional taxation in the
shape of a reduction in the price of farm produce. -Not for
one hundred years bas wheat been lower in England than
it is to-day, because she has reached countries where that
article can be produced cheaply. Not for many years bas
the price of wheat been lower than it is in Canada to-
day, notwithstanding the vaunts and boasts of hon.gentlemen,
that they would afford agricultural protection to the farmers
of Canada. They offered them benefits and blessings. They
have conferred on them curses instead.

Well, Mr. Speaker, I have a couple more extracts to read,
and I read them for the purposo of reminding the Govern-
ment that they boasted that they had certain powers which
we now call on them to use. We call on them to redeem the
promises they made, and exercise the powers which we were
informed they possess. What are those powers ? In 1878
Sir Charles Tupper, in a speech in this House, a speech
which I heard delivered myself, made use of the folIowing
language:-

" The hon. gentleman ought to know that if Governments are good
for anything.they are good to increase the prosperity of a country by
Acte of Parliament, or to meet difficulties in which a country is placed,
from time to time, and which require legislative interference."

And again, in 1878, the same gentleman made use of this
language:

'' The hon. gentleman may say that the prosperity of the country can-
not be obtained and promoted by Acta of Parliament We ideny it.
We say that you may make the very taxation necessary to sustain the
public credit by meeting the interest on the public debt and discharging
the ordinary administration of public affaire, a means of so fostering our
Industries as to give to the people the money that is required in order
to pay the taxes.'

Now, here are two very important powers. The first power
is to give prosperity by Act of Parliament, and the second
power is to make the taxes of the country a means of giving
the people the money required to pay the taxes. Now, we
call upon the Government to exercise those beneficent
powere. It was said once by a celebrated and pions king,
"If I forget thee, oh Jerusalem, may my right band forget
its cunning." Have these men forgotten their duties?
They made promises which the Deity alone could fulfil. Or
bas their right hand forgot its cnnning ? or are they like
the gods of old, upon whom Etijah called ? Hwe they gone
on a journey-have they gone on a journey, or are they
asleep? Why, in the present juncture of affairs, with the pre-
sent difficulties confronting us and surrounding us, and over
us-why, with the financial gloom which is settling on this
country, are not these gentlemen giving us prosperity by Act
of Parliament, as they declared they could ? Why are they
not making this vast volume of taxation, which presses so
heavily on the country, a means by which the prosperity of
the country may be increased, by furnishing the money to
pay these taxes, as they said it would. Sir, I am afraid we
have little hope that these promises will be fulfilled. I fear,
Sir, they are like many other promises, that they are, ii.
fact, like all the promises made by the hon. gentleman, with
reference to the operation of the National Policy, falla-
cions, foundationless, false. But, Sir, I think we must turn
to the sad reality and face the difficulties that confront us.

Mr. ÇHARLTON.

I think we must realise that we cannot secure the blessings
that their promises offered to us. If we could, all would be
well. But in place of these blessings being likely te be
ours we look abroad on an immense debt, on an enormous
load of taxation ; we look abroad on our swelling expendi-
tures; we see the Canadian Pacific Railway syndicate drink-
ing up millions as the thirsty sand drinks up water,
and calling for more. We see, in the near future,
difficulties which may well appall the stoutest heart.
We see a Government, backed by a following that seems
ignorant, carcless, and unconcerned as te the difficulties
and dangers that threaten us; and Mr. Speaker, all we c.n
do here is te protest-all we can do bore is to call the at-
tention of the Governmont te these difficulties and dangers;
all we can do is te implore them to retrace in some measure
their steps, and endeavor as far as they can, by prudence in
future, to avert the calamities which recklessness in the
past promises to impose on us.

Mr. McLELAN moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed te.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved the adjournment of the
House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 11 p. m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNEsDAY, llth March, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

REPORT OF THE FACTORY COMMISSION.

Mr. BLAKE I desire once again to call the attention of
the Government, if they are the responsible parties, or of the
Printing Committee if it is the responsible party, to the
tact that the report of the Factory Commission has not yet
been distributed. A very considerable time ago we saw ad-
vance sheets of that report in the hands of an hon. member
who bas taken part in the debate. Therefore there would
seem te be no reason why, with due expedition, the report
should not have been printed and placed in the hands of
members with a view of being used in the debate.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I think the chairman of that
committee stated the other day that instructions had been
given to have it printed and distributed with the least pos.
sible delay.

Mr. BLAKE. That is always done.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I cannot account for it. I

thought the bon. member who was speaking on the other
side was reading from manuscript; I thought it possible he
might have taken the manuscript out of the office and might
have delayed in returning it.

Mr. BLA.KE. I noticed it from this distance, and saw he
was reading printed matter.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We are as much annoyed by
the delay as the hon. gentleman.

BROOKLYN BREAKWATER, N. S.

Mr. FORBES asked, Ias wharfage been collected at the
Brooklyn Breakwater, Queen's County, N.S. ? If se, how
muchb as been collected, by what vessels, or by whom paid,
and te whom paid, from lst January, 1881, to lst January,
1884 ?
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Mr. McLELAN. Wharfage has been collected at
Brooklyn Breakwater, Queen's Connty, N.S. $6.20 paid
to wharfinger, Mr. F. T. Gardner, up to lst January, 1884.
Wharfinger docs not give names of vessels, nor by whom
p aid, in his statement of account. Wharfinger appointed
by Order in Council of 20th October, 1882. Of the $6.20
mentioned, $4.96 was deposited to the credit of the Receiver-
General, and $1.24 retained as commission. Since lst
January, 1884, Mr. Gardner bas collected for wharfage
812.87, of which $10.30 has been deposited to credit of the
Receiver-General and $2.57 retained as commission.

THE POLARISCOPIC TEST FOR SUGAR.

Mr. VAIL asked, Whether the Government has, as prom-
ised last Session, investigated the question of adopting the
polariscopic test for sugar ? Whether the Government has
reached a conclusion as to the propriety of adopting that
test ? Whether it is intended to propose to Parliament this
Session the adoption of that test ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The Government have inves-
tigated the question referred to and have reached a conclu-
sion, but it is not the present intention of the Government
to ask Parliament to adopt that test.

HOMESTEADS WITHIN THE RAILWAY BELT.

Mr. BLAKE asked, How many homesteads have been en-
tered within the Canadian Pacifie Railway belt up to 31st
December last, between,-1. The first and second principal
meridians. 2. The second and third. 3. The third and
fourtb. 4. The fourth and fifth.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will call the attention
of the Minister of the Interior to this question, and will
give the hon. gentleman the statement without any motion.

LIGHTHOUSE ON DISCOVERY ISLAND, B.C.
Mr. BAKER.(Victoria) asked, What has occasioned the

delay in the cowfiuction of the lighthouse on Discovery
Island, B.C., as provided for in the estimates 1884-85; at
what particular spot is it to be located and upon whose
recommendation ?

Mr. McLELAN. It was late last Session when it was
doecided to erect a lighthouse at the point named. It was
necessary to obtain the fullest possible information and to
prepare the necessary plans. There were a great many
other plans on the list ahead of this, and the time of the
engineer was fully occupied with them. The plan is now
roady, and tenders will be called for in a short time. The
site selected is on the south alope of Pandora Hill, and the
lighthogse was located by the agent of the Department.

SATUMA ISLAND, B.C.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria) asked, Is it the intention of the
Government to erect a lighthouse on the east point of
Satuma Island, B.C. ? If so, when ?

Mr. McLELAN. The Government have not concluded to
erect a lighthouse at that point.

BUOYS IN VICTORIA AND NANAIMO HARBORS.

Mr. BAKER, (Victoria) asked, What was the total cost of
taking up, laying down and removal of the buoys, respec-
tively, in the harbors of Victoria and Nanaimo and the sand
heads of Fraser River?

Mr. McLELAN. The cost of the buoy service at Fraser
River was $1,064.49, and Nanaimo, $49,20; Victoria and
Esquimalt, 82L66. The cost of taking up and laying down
was not obtainable in the Department this morning, as the
vouchers are before the Committee of Public Accounts.

CASCUMPEC HARBOR IMPROVE&MENTS.

Mr. YEO asked, Is it the intention of the Government to
spend the sum of 85,000 voted last Session for the Cascum-
pec Harbor improvements ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Although the sum of $5,000,
voted two years, was not revoted last Session, this matter is
now receiving the attention of the Government.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-TIMBER DUES.

Mr. CASEY asked, What amount bas become due to the
Government by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company as
timber dues? How much has been paid of this amount by
said company, and at what dates ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government claim
$100,000, or thereabouts, from the company. The com-

any dispute the claim, and say they are not liable for it.
o payments have been made.

LIVERPOOL HARBOR, N.S.

Mr. FORBES asked, Is it tho intention of the Gover-
nment to replace the automatic buoy off the bar-
bor of Liverpool, Queen's County, Nova Scotia,
which either sunk at its moorings or parted them
and went adrift in November last, with another auto-
matic buoy or bell buoy, or by a fog whistle on Western
Head or Coffin's Island, at the entrance of said harbor?

Mr. McLELAN. The matter is now under the considera-
tion of the Govcrnment. It was found difficult to keep the
automatic buoy moored. The Government are now con-
sidering whether to have an automatie buoy or some othor
kind.

THE SHORT LINE RAILWAY.

Mr. CASGRAIN asked, When will the plans and reports
of the engineers, respecting the Short Line, be laid on the
Table of the House ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Ere long.

THE LIEUTENANT-GOVERNOR OF QUEBEC.

Mr. CASGRAIN asked, Whether His Honor the Lieu.
tenant-Governor of Quebec took the same oaths of office as
his predecessors; and, if not, what oath did ho take ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Lieutenant-Governor
took the oath of allegiance and the oath of office; but not
the oaths of office.

W. INGLES BRADLEY.

Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant) moved for :
Return showing the number of days W. Ingles Bradley, clerk in the

Departinent of Railway, bas been registered on the departmental
attendance book since July Ist, 1884 ; also showing the number of days
attendance for which he has received paynent, and the total amount
paid, together with the name of the departmental officer certifying the
account.

Mr. POPE. There is no objection to this return boing
brought down. The hon. member will find Bradley's name
registered in the book on every day he worked in the
Department, but he will not find his name registered tbere
for every day when ho worked for the Department out-
side.

Motion agreed to.

LAND CLAIMS BY BELL AND KAVANAGH.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved for:
1. (opy of all (rders in Council or Departmnental Orders respecting

S.E, J 1Setion 2, Township 0o, Range 19 W. 2. Vopies of all eaims
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made to said lands, and the action of the Government thereon. 3. Copies
of ail petitions, papers and correspondence with the Government by one
Joseph Bell and one J. C. Kavanagh, and ail other persons, and all replies
thereto respecting said lands.

Ie said: Certain papers have been sent to me by Mr.
Bell, of Brandon, Man., or rather by his solicitor. He com-
plains that he has not been justly dealt with by the
Department of the Interior, with respect to his claims for
this lot. The facts, as I gather from the papers submitted
to me, are as follows:-A person, whose name is not dis-
closed in the papers sent me, located upon the south-
east quarter of section two, Township 10, Range 19 W.,
somne three or four years ago. It is alleged that he made
certain improvements on the land, built a small shanty upon
it, and cultivated the land to some extent, buvdid not com-
ply fully with the law with regard to homesteaders. It is
alleged that a person by the name of J. Ù. Kavanagh, of the
Town of Brandon, having discovered that the original
loeatee had not complied with the settlement duties jumped
the original locatee's claim. He made application to the
Crown Land Agent, at Brandon, and on the production of
certain evidence he was allowed to make entry for the lot;
in other words, as I understand it,Kavanagh-as I suppose lie
had a perfect right to do at that time-having found the land
unoccupied and improved to the extent required by law,
took advantage of that fact, and jumped the original home-
steader's claim, and thus had the benefit of whatever little im-
provements he had made, snall or great, but not sufficient, as
I understand, to comply with the terms of the law. I do not
couplain of this, nor does, I believe, Mr. Bell or his solici.
tor, because the land not having been occupied, and the im-
provements not having been mado as they ought to have
been made, of course Kavanagh, if he was a settler, had a
perfect right to jump the claim, get the entry and take ad-
vantage of any improvements made by the previous locatee.
I believe it is over two years since Kavanagh jumped the
claim of the original homesteader. Now, Kavanagh having
jumped the claim of the original homesteader on the ground
that he had not been an occupant of the land six months in
every year for three years, and had not made the improve-
ments, having taken possession of the land on that tech-
nical ground, Kavanagh himself was bound to obey the
law. IIe was bound, if he was an actual settler, to remain
on the land six months of every year for three years, and
make the improvements required by law. Now, it appears
that the law requires that every homesteader shall remain
continuously for six months out of every year for three
years on the land, that he shall build a house of given di-
mensions, and shall make a given quantity of improve-
ments each year. It is said that Kavanagh, who got pos-
session of the land in the way I have indicated, never did
reside on the land at all, although it was over
two years since he made the original entry,
that he never built a bouse on the land of the
dimensions required by law, or made any improve-
ment of any kind. Now, this J. C. Kavanagh could
not well do that, because, as 1 am informed, he is postmaster
at Brandon, living in Brandon, while the land referred to
in this motion is situated some four miles from th city, and
Kavanagh never did reside for a single hour on this
quarter section, and never made, it is alleged, one dollar's
worth of improvements on the land. Now, it is further
alleged that on the 18th of August of last year, a person by
the name of Joseph Bell, who left tho Province of Ontario last
fall and went up to Manitoba to settlo thore, discovered this
quarter-section vacant, and having made enquiries amongst
his neighbors, was told that it had not been occupied for two
years by anybody, ho examined the improvements and
found that the improvements required by law had not
been made on the land. He then made application to
the Crown Land Agent in the town of Brandon for
the land, doing as Kavanagh before him had done, jumping

Mr, CAÂiliSN (ILRrQp ,

the claim of his predecessor. He supplied satisfactory
evidence of the facts to the agent-that the land was un-
occupied for about two years, and that the improvements
had not been made, and the Crown Land Agent, as in daty
bound to do, proceeded to make entry for Mr. Bell. It
so happened that the post office in Brandon and the
Crown Land Agent's office are not far apart, and singularly
enough while Mr. Bell was in the act of having bis entry
made in the Crown Lands Office, Kavanagh's clerk entered
the office with papers made out by Kavanagh himself,
asking for the cancellation of Kavanagh's entry, and that
the entry should be made for Kavanagh's clerk. The clerk
produced papers in the office drawn up by Kavanagh ask-
ing that lis (Kavanagh's) claim might be cancelled, and
that the clerk might get an entry for the lot. However,
the agent paid no attention to the application, and the entry
was made in the name of Mr. Bell. If the matter had stood
there Mr. Bell would have had no ground of complaint.
The fact I have just mentioned, as far as I know, is estab-
lished by a letter written by Mr. Todd, solicitor for Mr.
Bell, to H. H. Smith, Inspector of Dominion Lands in
Winnipeg, Manitoba, in which the following occurs:-

" In writing you on the 25th I forgot to mention the fact that at the
same time, or while Mr. Bell was in the Land Office filing his cancella-
tion papers, Mr. Kavanagh, by some means, heard of it, and immedi-
ately sent in his own cierk with papers made out to cancel the sanie
quarter section, in his (the clerk's) favor. This fact shows positively
that Mr. Kavanagh knew that he had not complied with the terms of
the Act and could not legally hold the place."

Now, such are the facts so far as they are detailed to me;
and I say that if these facts are correct it is quite clear that
the action of Kavanagh in sending his own clerk to cancel
lis entry in favor of the clerk, is clear evidence that he
knew that he had no right to the land, that he was not
entitled to hold that quarter section under the law and the
regulations of the Department. He was auxious that the
entry should be cancelled to himself and be made out to
his clerk. Now, this Mr. Bell is evidently not a speculator.
That he intended to become an actual boná fide settler, I
think, is clear enough from the communicatiqp of the 25th
of September last, sent to the Inspector of 1Mminion Lands
at Winnipeg, in which the following passage occurs:-

" Mr. Bell and his wife came out here from Ontario with a view to
taking up land and becoming a bonafide settler, and in looking around
fount this place not occupied, but entered by cancellation of a former
entry by Mr. J. C. Kavanagh. On making enquiry, he found that Mr.
Kavanagh had never lived on the place or otherwise complied with the
terms of the Act for homesteading. He, therefore, at once applied to
have the entry cancelled, and filed his papers accordingly."

Now, Sir, the Statute, as I understand it, requires that an
actual settler must remain on his land six months in the
year and make certain improvements, unless he gets leave
of absence. On the 18th day of August, Mr. Bell made his
entry in the Crown Lands Office at Brandon, and his -entry
was received by the Crown Lands Agent. But sixteen days
afterwards, Mr. Kavanagh made application for leave of
absence; and having produced lis medical certificate, he
obtained leave of absence. Now, it is quite clear that before
the leave of absence was obtained, Mr. Kavanagh had no
right at all to this quarter section; and I think the
Department should not continue Mr. Kavanagh's rights
under a leave of absence granted to him sixteen days
after another person had obtained an 'entry for this
same lot. Now, Mr. Bell las been for some time endeavor-
ing to obtain satisfaction from the Department, but so
far las not been able to get any. He las written to the
Department at Winnipeg, has seen the agent at Branlon,
and las communicated with the Department here ; and as
a last resort he communicated with the First Minister,
believing that if he wrote to him, the matter would be
attended to. The First Minister, of course, replied to the
letter, simply I think referring Mr. Bell to the Department
of the Interior, from whioh, so far, he has been unable to
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obtain any redress. Now, all these facts have been estab-
lished by a number of individuals who live in the neighbor-
hood of the land, and who are thoroughly conversant with all
the circumstances ; and the whole neighborhood, so far as I
am informed, are in favor of Mr. Bell getting this quarter sec.
tion rather than Mr. Kavanagh, for the simple reason that the
latter is looked upon as a speculator. le is known to be a
Government official, and believed to be an official speculator
there, taking advantage of the position the Government has
given him as postmaster of Brandon to secure this quarter-
section upon which Mr. Bell wishes to settle as a
bond fide settler. Now, Sir, we have these facts. We have
one man who left the Province of Ontario with his family
and went to the North-West, and who, finding this lot vacant
took possession of it as an actual bond fide settler, desiring
to become a permanent resident of the conntry. On the
other hand, we have Mr. Kavanagh, a well paid official of the
Government, the postmaster of Brandon, who is not engag-
ing in farming operations, whose business is not farming,
and who, as long as heremains postmaster of Brandon, can
never become a settler on this land. Thus far Mr. Bell has
struggled in vain to get satisfaction against this official
speculator. These are facts, as they appear from the papers
sent to me, some of which have been copied from docu-
ments sent to the Government. There are three
affidavits made by responsible mon in the neigbor-
hood, one a justice of the peace and the other two farmers,
detailing these facts. Petitions and remonstrances have
been made to the Department of the Interior and to the
Government, and so far without success. If these are facts,
and I believe they are, this man, Mr. Bell, has not been
treated in a way that we wonld expect settlers going into
the North-West with the view of making their future home
there ought to be treated. It appears to me that he has
been treated with great injustice and harshness. If men
from the Province of Ontario or any other Province, or
immigrants of any class going into the country, are to meet
with obstacles and difficulties such as I have mentioned,
we need not be very much surprised if the tide of
immigration to that country is not as great as we have
reason to expect. Now, the First Minister knows that
a man like Joseph Bell, an active, vigorous, persever~
ing fellow, if he does not get what he considers fair play
there, will very likely do as others have done, leave the
country, and leave not on the best terms with the Depart-
ment or the Government of the country ; and a man who
leaves the country because he has received harsh treatment,
will do it more harm than half a dozen agents can undo in a
year. I trust that the First Minister will examine these
papers himself, if he can spare the time from the
multiplicity of his engagements, and if he will
bring to bear upon them, as I have no doubt he will, a fair
judicial mind, 1 believe he will have no hesitation in award-
ing the homestead to Mr. Bell. It is intolerable that an
official of the Government should be allowed to specu-i
late in lands and keep out an actual- bond fide settler, as Mr.
Bell is described to me to bc. I therefore trust that the
bringing down of the papers may prove to be unnecessary
by reason of the First Minister dealing with the case and
doing justice to Mr. Bell, by giving him the land which he
is now unable to get.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONA LD. There can be no objection
to thiti motion passing and the papers being brought down
at once. I did not gather from the hon. gentleman that
Mr. Bell brought his case before the Land Board.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Yes, ho communicated with
the inspector. I read the letter.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Then I suppose the case
is before the Land Board. A great many complaints werei
made, and of necessity made, about delay in the settlementi
of cases with reference te claims in the North-West, because

6I

they had all to be sent down to head-quarters at Ottawa.
To avoid that, and to enable such matters to b settled as
speedily as possible, a Land Board was formed, of which Mr.
Pierce is inspector. This board has done its work steadily
and on the whole satisfactorily. They have decided an in-
finity of cases without coming here, and it is obvious to
every hon. member that unless there is an evident case of
injustice, it is only unprofitably taking up the time of the
House to make it a court of appeal. Complaints of injus-
tice should not be brought here when there is no evidence
or authority to show that tliey were laid before the board,
or that the board had rejected a claim improperly, or that
there has been unjustifiable delay. I quite agrea with the
hon. gentleman in his statement that if Mr. Kavanagh has
actually forfeited his claim, and that 3Mr. Bell has thereupon
agreed to the terms of the statute and made the entry, no
leave of absence to Mr. Kavanagh can restore Mr.
Kavanagh's claim. I shall, howvor, look into this inatter.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY RETURNS.
Mr. HESSON moved for:

Statement showing-1st. The number of returns ordered by this louse
relating in any way to the Canadian Pacific Railway, since the date of
the contract with the Government; 2nd. The number granted, and tho
number refused by the House; 3rd. The cost of preparing such returnu,
with the names of persons calling for same ; and 4th. Said statenent to
inelude all returne se called up topthe 8th day of February, iat., with
the estimated or probable cost of preparing same.

He said: My object in asking for this statement is not to
prevent reasonable information being given, as the Govern-
ment is always and ought always to be ready to give, but
if possible to prevent calling for returns, which in many
cases are absolutely useless. The mattor was brought to
my notice in connoction with one of those raturns. I had
the curiosity to go to the Department, and there I found
that a great deal of money had been wasted in preparing
those returns. 180 orders already have beeu passed, of
which something like 80 have been brought down, and the
balance will no doubt come in due time. So far as I can
find out, in the British House of Commons, with a popula-
tion of some 40,000,000 or 50,000,000 of people to care for
and provide and enquire for, the returns brought down in
one year in this House are equal in number to those brought
down in six years in that country. This shows the quick-
ness and case with which orders are passed by us, and i
think it is quite possible we are wasting a great deal of
money in that direction. Only last evening we had the
pleasure of listening to an hon. gentleman opposite as he
dwelt upon the extravagance of the Government.

Mr. SPEAKER. Order.
Mr. RESSON. If I am not to refer to that, I have of

course to get around it in some other way.. Thare is no
doubt that as a general rule complaint is made against the
Government from time to time by hon. gentlemen posite
to the effect that thore is gross extravagance in the epart-
ments, and that as the Departments are within the control
of the Government their expenses are therefore chargeable
directly to the Government. If they were to at-
tempt to refuse these orders, I presume the insinuation
would be made that the Government desired to
cover up some information that it was proper
for the people to have. Therefore the Government
dare not raise any objection, and members on this
side of the liouse are generally delicate about making any
suggestion on that score, lest it might be said they were
endorsing the action of the Government in refusing inform-
ation. There is not a member on this sidaeof the louse
who is not delighted to get all the information pos-
sible on these subjects, and we do not blame members
on the other side for asking for reasonable informa-
tion, but it ought to be such information as is not only
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of ~interest to the gentleman who asks for it, but to
the country. A return was asked for on January 30th,
1834, the order was passed by the House, and the work was
undertakea during the recess, as it was of such a character
that it was impossible to prepare it for that Session. It was
brought down on the l¶iLh February, during this Session,
and that return has not been examined by one single gen-
tleman, not even by the gentleman who called for the in-
formation. For the satisfaction of the House I present to it
that return, and I would like to have it placed in the bands
of the gentleman who called for it. We have bore 4,099
piges of foolscap a good deal of the fool about it, I fancy-
ani the gentleman who called for it has never seen it, that
is the member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). It will
be in the recollection of the fouse how much that lion.
gentleman complains of the Government for its expenses. I
have taken the opinion of competent mon in regard to the
cost of this return, and I find that it must have been over
$800. The leader oftheOpposition smiles in his usual manner,
but I venture to say that some poor employé bas been
ground down to the lowest in order to make the amount
so small. Imagine 4,099 pages of foolscap, over
N reams of paper. I have sent the return to the hon.
member for North Norfolk, who, I am sorry to see, is not
in his seat, because, I suppose, he wanted it, and yet ho las
not thought it worth bis while to call and see it. It was
under lock and key; L made enquiry and saw it, but the
hon. gentleman who moved for it has not thought fit to
examine it, and yet ho complains of the expenditure. I
think, when the sum of $10,000 a year is spoken of for
these returns, that must be under the mark. It is impos-
sible to calculate what they cost over that. Each Depart-
ment gets out its own returns, and employs extra clerks
to do the work, and only the Department itself can know
what it costs. I do not wish to prevent the furnishing of
information, which is really necessary-l want that to be
distinctly understood-but I do want to prevent that sort
of useless waste. The House can easily understand what
that return may cost, allowing 20 cents a folio, and there
are 170 quires of paper into the bargain.

Mr. BLAKE. I have been somewhat amused with the
hon. gentleman's motion, and the way ho supported it. The
hon. gentleman bas moved for the returns connected with
the Canadian Pacifie Railway. He says his reason is to see
what the cost bas been; he does not want to waste money,
and ho is going to show there bas been a waste of money,
and he proves the waste of monoy by producing an example
whieh has nothing at all to do with the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, but which I believe has to do with the timber
limits in the North-West. According to the lon. gentle.
man's view there bas been a wilful waste in making returns
as to timber limits in the North-West, and that is a good
reason for sustaining the motion with regard to the Can-
adian Pacifie Railway. I should behappy to have seconded
the hon. gentleman's motion if he had done me the honor to
ask me to do so. I am quite willing to bear along with the
bon. gentleman and the other 209 members of this House,
my share of responsibility for the motions which the House
has unanimously called for upon the subject of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway ; but how the hon. gentleman by his motion
will be able to ascertain which of these returns, if any, was
a useless return, I do not know. After the papers come
down we will find the number of returns, and the
cost of them, although I hope the cost will not be
estimated at 20 cents per folio for copying, as the
hon. gentleman bas estimated, because that would make
somebody very rich, and it will not be the proper cost of
this work. I say you will find a number of returns and the
cost, but where will you find the occasion lipon which the
House has erred in ordering the returns, and which partic-
ular return is in the interest of the public? The hon.

Mr. HEssoN,

gentleman has had this motion on the Table a good while.
It was on awhile ago, but he was not here when it was
called, and it was dropped. He renewed it, and he has
been for some time at work to prove instances of extrava-
gance, and after all his exertions he is no nearer the
Canadian Pacifie Railway than the timber limits in the
North-West as to cases of extravagance. The distance
which he bas reached, however, does not touch the ques-
tion; he is not even dangerously near it, as the American
statesman was once said to be, after speaking an hour and
twenty minutes. It is a good thing to know how much
these returns have cost upon a proper estimate, but it will
not enable us to judge wherein we erred in ordering
them. The hon. gentleman has said it is a delicate thing
for membors of the Government to decline to grant a return.
No, Sir, it is not a delicate thing; if the motion be an im-
proper motion, it is the duty of the Government to point
out that it is so, and where the flouse does not choose to
say it is an improper motion, they are responsible
equally with the other members of thiis flouse
for the return being granted.' The hon. gentle-
man says it is a delicate thing for the Government to
do, and because it is a delicate thing, therefore he does it.
But it is not a delicate thing for them at all. Any hon.
gentleman who sees that a proposal is being made by this
House which is a waste of money and extravagant, has not
merely the right, but is also bound, to point it out, and to
raise his voice against it-to protest, as the bon. gentleman
has to-day protested, against wilful waste and extravagance,
and to record his dissent in a proper way by speech if not
by motion. The hon. gentleman himself is a party to all
these returns; he and I together have agreed that these
returns are proper which he now thinks are improper. As
far as I myself am concerned, my opinion is that the ieturns
which have been moved for in'relation to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway are not merely proper, but that it was highly in
the public interest that the information should be obtained.
I do not know that the bon. gentleman has pronounced
with reference to any particular one of them, that he and I
erred in agreeing that the motion should be made. When
he does suggest with reference to any particular return
that he and I, in the partnership which we have established
in this matter, committed an error, wby, then, that partner-
ship may be dissolved, and lie and I may be disposed to dif-
fer; but up to this time I have not heard any statement
as to any one of these returns having been ordered in error.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. member for North Perth (Mr.
Hesson), in making this motion, expresses his desire to
economise public funds. I think every bon. member in this
flouse entirely concurs with him in that wish. I think,
however, ho lias succeeded in establishing to the louse that
there has been an unwise expenditure of money, but he bas
not, perhaps, succeeded in placing that expenditure at the
door of those hon. members whom he wishes to inculpate.
He states that an hon. gentleman who moved for papers here,
which were produced, has not, up this time, perused them.
I should like to know how he could have perused themn
since they were produced. -Because, up to this moment
they have not been perused, he infers they are never going
to be perused. He finally infers from all this that $800 has
been wasted because of the motion made by the hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). All that the hon. member
for North Perth as established is that the Government
have obeyed the order of this House for producing certain
papers at a cost of $80, which is, I think, according to the
tariff, $600 more than they ought to have cost.

Mr. Mc MULLEN. I think it was $750 too much. I can say
with regard to the paper produced in answer to the motion
of the hon. member for North Norfolk, that I was requested
personally by that hon. gentleman, to go through and ex-
amine those papers in company with another member of this
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House, and went through them. I think that is strong evi-
dence that the hon. member for North Norfolk did not
order those papers for no purpose. I have ordered some
papers myself in connection with the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way, and I am sorry that in the estimation of the hon.
mtember for North Perth I should have been guilty of im-
propriety in doing so. Perhaps it would be well after this,
when an hon. member desires to make a motion for returns
that the motion should be submitted to the hon. gentleman
to decide whether ho considers it in the interests of the
country that the House should have that roturn or not. Ho
appears to be willing to sit in judgment on the Opposition
members in this matter; ho condemns strongly the course
they have taken in asking for these papers. I acknowledge
that he bas had considerably more parliamentary experi-
ence than I have had myself, and I would have no objec-
tion, for the purpose of saving moncy, that the House should
submit these motions for bis personal consideration that ho
may decide, in the wisdom bis greater oxperience gives
him, whether it is in the public interest that the return
should be granted. I do not think the hon. gentleman bas
any right to find fault with us on the score of expenditure.
Many people are employed during the Session in preparing
these returns; I do not know whether the hon. gentleman
bas any friend of bis employedin that connection-possibly
he bas, possibly he bas not. However, I may state once
more that the papers moved for by the hon. member for
North Norfolk were examined by myself and anothor
gentleman at bis request, and out of those papers ho got
the information for which he asked.

Mr. TROW. I can corroborate the statements made by
the bon. gentleman who has just taken his seat. Thesae
papers were examined by several mombers of the House; I,
myself, devoted several hours to their examination on
behalf of the hon. member for North Norfolk. In our
perusal of those papers we found some correspondence of
interest to the hon. momber for North Perth; we found
several documents with reference to a particular friend of
bis, residing in the city of Toronto, anxious to obtain a
timber limit, and that particular friond happens to be his
own son-in-law. Tho hon. gentleman should be the last to
call in question documents of that nature when callod for
by hon. members.

Mr. HESSON. No doubt the hon. gentleman who lias
just taken bis seat took a little longer to examine the
papers when ho found them so interesting. He might have
found, aise, some information of considerable personal
interest to himself if ho had looked through them carefully.
But apart from that, I leave it to the intelligence
of this House if it is possible, for even such clever
gentlemen as those who have declared they have been
acting as deputies for the bon. member for North Norfolk
-and we all know that nature bas not been less liberal to
them in that respect than to other hon gentlemen-that it
was possible for them to grasp and comprehend what those
papers meant during the few moments they lay upon the
Table of the House. We have the assurance of the gentle-
men in charge that there is but one gentleman in
this flouse besides myself who bas examined those
returns which were sent up to the room where they
are usually kept. My hon. friend, the leader of the
Opposition, takes me. to task for not having come
more closely to the question of the Canadian Pacifie Rail.
way returns. I went to the room with the view of look-
ing at those returns, to ascertain, if possible, if thore was
any information on the subject there, but the first thing I
met was this Jumbo of a return, which prevented me from
looking any farther. I was convinced that I had come
across a huge elephant, and that, if the first return I
reached comprised 4,099 pages, it was beyond my power to
examine much further. If the gentleman, in the few

- minutes the return was on the Table, was able to get at the
information it contained, I cannot understand it. I have
the assurance that neither that gentleman nor any one
else had called at the room where these returns were kept
under lock and key, and that only myself and another
member of the flouse had been there. I hope the leader
of the Opposition is as sincere as ho pretends in his
desire to keep down the expendituro when ho asks that the
question should be referred to some parties in this House
who should be the proper persons to judge of the value of
these returns.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not say that.
Mr. HESSON. Thon thl hon. member for North Wol-

lington (Mr. McMiullen) did.
Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps ho did.
Mr. BESSON. He said the question should be referrod

to myself. Did ho recollect that he is bore, hike myself, to
watch that unnecessary exponditures are avoided as far as
possible. If we eau gather the value of a return at all, I
think it would be by the gentleman who called for it think-
ing it worth wbile to spend some time over it and give the in-
formation which it contained to the public. It is stated that
my name was încluded in that return as an applicant for
timber limits. That is no greater discovery than might be
made in regard to any member of this House.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. HESSON. There may ho some exceptions, but they

are very few. A list was publishod before, and nearly
every member was included in that as an applicant either
for himself or for a friend. I may say that I have no
interest in any limit or in any foot of land the Government
possesses. If; however, I can obtain any grant for any of
my constituents, I have a right to do so, ard I shall feel it
aprivilege todo that for my constituents or my friends. The
wish of the country was that that region should be dovelopod,
that the limits should be developed and the land settled, and
whatever facility can be given in that direction is pertctly
justifiable. The member for North Norfolk mut have had
some object in moving for this return, and that object ought
not to be lost in a year. It is nearly a month since the
return was brought down, and, if ho could not find time to
investigate it, he could not have thought it very valuable.
If a gentleman gets a speech in, when ne is asking for an
order of the Hlouse, and that is all ho wants, it would be far
botter to lot the order drop than to put the country to this
unnecossary expense. I should like to have this informa-
tion for the benefit of the public. I did not ask for informa-
tion in regard to all the returns, but, on the question of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, I thought it necessary that we
should know whether it was desirable te spend almost as
much in getting returns as in leiding them sums of maoney.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should like to enquire
from the hon. membor from North Perth (Mr. Hesson), as
ho seems to have devoted some attention to the subject,
whether among those returns as to timber limits is included
a certain colebrated correspondence which bas lately ap-
peared, known as the Mitchell-Macpherson correspondence,
because, if so, ho greatly underrated the value of the re-
turn which las been brought down. I have not had time
to examine the return, but I should like to know whether
it includes that correspondence.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Three or four of theso motions
for returns are going to take up all the afternoon.

Mr. WOODWORTH. I heard some one say that this
motion would take all the afternoon. If so, I am not to
blame for it, and I am quite sure I do not occupy much of
the time of the House. What I have to say I mean to say,
and I have no fear of intimidation even from my friends on
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this side of the House. I do not think the hon. member
now interrupting me will gain anything by doing so. If
Mr. Speaker cannot keep order, I will take my seat. I am
sorry these returns were placed on the Table of the House.
Their appearance has certainly had a vory depressing effect
on the hon. member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson), so
much so that ho was constrained to quote tho lines of
Watts :

"No foot of land do I posBse,
No cottage in the wilderness."

And the hon. member for South Perth, who is usually jolly
and pleasant, looked at those returus on the Table and was
no longer able to smile. I understand the bon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) bas come into the HUouse and
sat down right behind them, and he will soon be as solomn
as a tombstone. The hon. member for South Wellington
(Mr. McMullen), a genial and smiling gentleman, also looks
depressed; ho las spent three or four hours on these re-
turns. Now they have been piled before the genial face
and countenance of the hon. member for Ottawa County
(Mr. Wright) to see if thoy will not take the smile out of
his face. It is very unfortunate that these returns should
have been brought in here. I have not had the pleasure or
the misfortune to look over them, and so they have had no
effect on me. One word about the main question, as to
asking for ieturns. I sympathise, I cannot help sympathis-
ing, largely with the Opposition in this House, having been
myself in Opposition for seven or eight years, in
asking for information on all subjects connected with
the welfare, happiness, comfort and business relations of
the people of Canada. It is a very wide subject, and one
that can be elucidated in many ways; but who is to tell
how far one is to go ? No doubt those hon. gentlemen
experience, as I experienced when in Opposition, difficulty
fiom receiving letters from constituents and from absent
friends, even from Government friends, who do not wish
to embarrass Government supporters by asking them to
take action, asking that certain returns ho moved for.
Sometimes the practice may be abused, but it is very diffi-
cult to determine how far it should be allowed togo. lion.
gentlemen want the most complote information that can be
furnished, and in that view it is possible they may ask for
returns which, when they come down to this louse, are
found not to elucidate the subject in hand. It is a matter
you can hardly control, and I sympathise with any member
who is requested by his constituents or by the hum-
blest citizen of Canada to ask for cerjain returns ;
and though they may prove afterwards to be
almost useless, yet in the discharge of an important public
duty the member bas a right to ask for them. I do not
think, therefore, we can curtail this expenditure very much,
on account of the wide range of subjects with which we
have to deal, and the pressure brought by parties outside
of this House who ask that grievances be enquired into,
and there is no mode by which you can make such enquiry
except by asking for the returns, which afford the member
making the motion an opportunity of speaking on the
question, or if ho does not wish to speak ho can ask that
the information be brought down. While I sympathise
with the hon. member for North Perth, who found these
returns useless, and who experienced a depressing effect by
looking at them, as indeed have all other members who have
looked into them, I think this is one of the evils that soems
to be attendant on parliamentary procedure, namely, that
some returns will prove useless, but on the other hand there
is no other way of securing the beneficial results which
follow from motions for returns.

Mr. FAIRBANK. I think the hon member for North
Perth (Mr. lesson) has done the House a positive service
by pointing ont this afternoon the enormous bulk of the
returns brought down in regard to timber licenses in the

Mr. WOODWORTH.

North-West. These returns furnislh a botter proof of the
magnitude of the business dono in that direction than any
which hon. members yet possess. It will be a wonder if
there is a bush in the Norili West which is not under
license.

Mr. McCRANEY. I have spent parts of several days
looking over these returns, and I consider that no more
useful returns have been brought down to the House this
Session. I think if some hon. members had known that all
this correspondence would have been brought down they
would have been more carefal in criticising this return in
regard to timber licenses. I understood the hon. member
for East Huron (Mr. Farrow) to state yesterday that nine-
tenths of all motions made came from the Opposition side
of the House; but I find in looking over the paper to-day
that 93 motions are asked for, 34 of which are made by
Government supporters. I find that through the Session
nearly one-half the motions are made by Government sup-
porters. It is necessary in the public interest that we should
procure information on different subjects, and I am satisfied
it is in the interest of the country that those returns should
have been prepared, although they are said to have cost
$800. I think it is money well spent, although I have no
hesitation in saying that I could find a man who would have
done all the work for $50. I merely wish to make this
statement as the hon. member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson)
said the returns have not been examined. I have examined
them during parts ot several days.

Mr. COCKBURN. I dosire to express one thought in
connection with this matter. If a proper system of diE-
posing of timber limits by public auction were in operation
it would save all this trouble and expense.

Motion agreed to.

THE FIVE PER CENT. CONSOLIDATED LOAN.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT moved for:
Copies of all Orders in Council, correspondence or papers of any kind

in possession of the Government relative to the retirement of the 5 per
cent. consolidated loan, maturing upon the lst January, 1885.

He said : In placing this motion in your hands, Mr. Speaker,
I desire to say a few words on a subject of considerable im-
portance. It will be within the recollection of the House
that about thirteen months ago, or thereabouts, when
we were discussing the question of an advance or loan of
$30,000,000 to the Canadian Pacific Railway, I took occasion
to call the attention of the flouse and t:e Government as
strongly as I could to one fact that of itself, I thought
ought to have deterred them from making that particular
loan, or, at all events, the whole of it, at that particular time.
I pointed out thon that in view of the large funding operations
that were inevitable, and of the fact that the Government of
Canada would undoubtedly be obliged to borrow large sums
of money, in any case, for- the purpose of paying the subsidy
due to the railway and for other purposes, it was extremely
unfortunate that the Government should ha-ve felt compelled
to come down last year to ask us to loan that money to the
Canadian Pacific Railway, and that there was serious
danger that they would hamper and impede the action of
the Finance Minister in refunding. Now, Sir, I am sorry
to say that that warning was neglected, that to a consider-
able extent the evil consequences dreaded appear likely to
come upon us, although I think that*the case was plain and
clear enough, and that under the circumstances the hon.
Finance Minister should have felt called upon to take much
greater precautions than ordinary. Lest 1 should misrepre-
sent the hon. gentleman in any way I desire, Mr. Speaker,
with your leave to read the statement recently made by him
with respect to the stops ho is taking for the purpose of
refunding the 5 per cent. debt, and of providing for our
further liabilities. The hon gentleman spoke as followe :-
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"I think it very probable that the memb 'rs of thia House would like H e may be able to do it, but I should think the thing
to know the course that the Government are to pursue with reference to was decidedly doubtful. In the next place, it is well
the maturing liabilitiesbearing 5 per cent. interest, as well as to this known to those who have studied the stock exchanrefloating debt. There are $25 000,000 of the present 5 per cent. loan in
the bande of the public The balance of about $7,000,000 ie really held market in London that they do not like to have many
by the Government in the sinking tund, and therefore, of the loan which securities of the same country, of whatever clas they
matures in June next, $25,000,009 muet be provided for either by the may be, and they are sure to object to the introduction of apayment direct to the holers direct or by some other arrangement by badte r uet bett h nrdcino
which other bonds will be excbanged.a not in a position to stale de- new security, such as the 4 per cent. bonds, running for seven
finitely what course the Government will take, but it has been suggest- or ten years, when they now have the same bonds running
ed and it is now under consideration, though it has not been fully decided for sixteen or twenty or twenty-five years, and when weupon, that the Goverument should offer to those who hold these 5 perhe
cent. bonds a loan to be paid in 7 or 10 years in redemption of the 5 per have recently mtroduced a new seurity i the shape
cent. debentures that they hold, at such a rate as may be considered in of our 3½ per cent. bonds. Moreover, the House will re-
the interest of Canada and such as will induce them to exchange them, member from the papers brought down by the hon. gentlo-
and the Govermentlok upon ibis proposition somewhat favorably man that this business of issuing new loans is attended bybecause, in 1891, or we hope shortly after that, when the Ganadian
Pacific Railway bas been completed and it is established that there is a heavy exponditures. I do not think that ho himself supposes
profit and a value in that railway, arrangements will be made by which that ho will bo able to float bis new loan, if ho bas o float
the past mortgage which we hold upon it at present may be rclinquisbed it, without paying commissions, brokerages, and otherand we may get the money back, and, if we took a long period of
debentures, 30 or 50 years, we would have to go into the market and bny expenses. Now, Sir, we had to pay £67,000 sterling, or
back debentures at a very high rate. At any rate, it would put the about $330,000, for commissions and brokerages on the five
Government in a position, with a very short time intervening, to make million which ho negotiated the other day. There werearrangements for these $25,000,000; and then it is suggested that by .
Treasury bills we should extend the temporary loans made in Canada besides allowances amounting, speaking roughly, to about
or in England for six or twelve months, so that in fact the Government £30,000, so that in negotiating a loan of about fivo
will not be required to go into the London market with any debentures millions the cost was £100,000 in round numbers, orin the present calendar year except for the redemption of the $25,000,000
at 5 per cent. interest due on the lst July next. At all events, we feel about $500,000. It would be very inexpedient that we
that we shall be in a position to provide for this in some shape or form should go to all that expense for a loan running for seven
in the interest of the country and without materially depressing the or ton years, and yet, from the circumstances to which Ivalue and character ot our securities." will call attention, I think it is too likely, if the Finance
Now, Sir, that is a statement which doserves consideration. Minister bas to issue a short loan, that he will be compelled
I did not feel disposed to enlarge upon it during the Budget to pay these heavy charges again, and that whoever suc-
debate, because this motion was coming up, and I thought ceeds him or whoever may be in office seven or ton years
it was much more convenient both for the hon. Finance hence, will, when that time comes, have to pay for another
Minister and myself that it should bo discussed apart and loan; because I think the hon. gentleman is assuming rather
upon its own merits. Now there is no use in denying that too much when ho assumes that we can rely on the thirty
there is an uneasy feeling in the country at present in busi- million dollars which were advanced to the Canadian Pacific
ness circles, largely produced by the fact that it has ap- Railway being punctually paid in 1891 or even in 1894. Of
peared since the opening of this House that we have an un- course I am bound to suppose, when the Finance Minister
usually large floating debt and an unusually large sum declares that ho is going to base an important financial
maturing at a fixed date on the lst of July ; and further, transaction on the assumption that seven, or it may be ton,
that there are large liabilities accruing from month to years hence the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company are going
month for which no provision bas been made. I cannot to pay these thirty millions back that ho is best entitled to
say, Mr. Speaker, that that uneasiness is at all likely to b represent the expectations or intentions of the Govern-
allayed by the statement made the other night which I have ment; but I have observed very recently, in organs which
just read. Lot us consider the proposals which the Finance are usually supposed to know something about intentions
Minister makes to us. First of all, ho says that if he can of the Government, some statements which are won-
persuade the holders of our 5 per cent. securities to ex- derfully inconsistent with any proposition pointing to
change them for a short loan it is his intention-and the the repayment of those thirty million dollars in 1891.
Government are favorably disposed to consider the Now, I have also to say to the Minister of Finance that 1
proposal-to issue a short loan at seven or ton believe ho will find that all those renewals are likely to
years. Then, Sir, ho tells us that as to our floating hurt our credit. It is not a good sign, as my hon. friend
liabilities of twelve and a-half millions ho proposes beside me very properly remarked,that a merchant is obliged
to renew these for poriods of six and twolve months, to renew his paper. It is a very bad sign when the Finance
but ho does not say a single syllable as to the other Minister of Canada is obliged to borrow money for five, six,
liabilities which are accruing, and which will (and I am or eight months, and then to come and tell us that ho is
open to correction if I overstate the case) which I believe likely to bo obliged to renew those bills again. I am afraid,
must amount to several millions of dollars, and very pro- Sir, that from the statements made we can only deduce this
bably to ton or twelve millions. According to the hon. conclusion, that the 3 per cent.loan which was floated bas
gentleman's statement ho bas not yet paid the whole proved in a certain sense a failure. No doubt the bon.
of the thirty millions of dollars to the Canadian Pacifie gentleman has got his money; but I can only conclude from
Railway; I think ho still owes thom on that loan about the statements ho has made that ho is aware that that loan
four millions or thereabouts. Hie also owes, or it was so is still in the hands of the middlemen and is still unabsorbed
stated in the House, about four millions of dollars more on in the London market; otherwise, I am utterly at a loss to
account of the subsidy, whieh is distinct from the loan, and understand the statements ho bas made, and still more
there are other liabilities which will undoubtedly consider- the action ho has had recourse to. Now, Sir, I am afraid that
ably swell the sum total for which be will have to provide a very serious error of judgment indeed has been committed
in aIl .robability in the course of the next few months. in this matter. I am afraid that the Minister has committed
Now, Sir, I must say that the expedients which the hon. two errors. He knew that this 5 per cent. loan of $25,000,000
gentleman proposes appear to to me to be very dubious. as ho calls it, was to mature on the 1st of January, 1885.
First of all, I have my doubts-and I think the hon. gentle- It was for our credit, it was to our interest, that the money
man must admit that that doubt is not without reason- should have been paid on the lst of January. It is un-
whether he will be able to carry out the exchange ho pro- fortunate that it was not donc. I think the Minister, if ho
poses with the holders of our 5 per cent. securities. As possibly could, ought te have brought out another loan in
a general rule short loans of sevon or ton years are not October or November, 1884, in order to provide for the pay-
looked upon with much favor in the English market. ment of that sum when it matured. That would have been
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the wise course; that would have been the course that
would have sustained our credit best ; that was the course
which ho himself intimated ho intended to pursue, and it is
vei y uinfortunate that he did not pursue it. If the case be,
on the other hand, as I suppose, that the Minister of Finance
was unable in October, or November, to float a loan which
would enable him to retire our bonds maturing on the 1st
of January, then I say ho has committed a very grave error
of judgment indeed, seeing that, finding himself obliged to
borrow so large a sum of money as $12,500,000 from banks
in England and banks in this country, ho should have given
notice to pay off this 5 per cent. loan on the lst of July next.
If it was impossible for him to float another loan in October
or November, that ought to have been a warning to himo not
to have all these liabilities maturing together on the
country at the same time ; and I cannot but regard
it as unfortunate, either that ho did not provide,
as ho might, I think, have done, for the payment
of our 5 per cents. at the date at which they mature, or if
he found that impossible, that ho sbould have complicated
the position by giving the notice ho did of the payment on
hie lst of July next. I quite recogniz3 the desirability of

paying off that 5 per cent. loan; but it is very questionable
whether it is desirable to pay it off at the expense and to
the injury of our credit, which will result from renewing
the $12,500,O00 which ho has borrowed at short dates.
Now, I think all this is very much to be regretted for
another reason. A mogt splendid opportunity has been
thrown away of refunding our loan on terms exceedingly
advantageous to Canada. There can be no doubt whatever
in the mind of anybody acquainted with the situation of
the finances of Canada, that a very much botter bargain
could have been made for us if we had not made that
advance to the Canadian Pacifie Railway-if the Finance
Mnister had been in a position to go to London a few
months ago with nothing to provide for except the refund.
ing of our debt and the raising of a comparatively
small sum of money; and as it was a piece of most
extraordinary good fortune befell the hon. gentleman which
saved him, I suspect, from serious inconvenionce, but which
might, under other circumstances, have been handled in
such a fashion as would have redounded very much to his
credit and very much to the profit of the people of Canada.
Almosi at the moment when he was floating his last loan, the
English Chancellor of the Exchequer had declared his in-
tention of reducing English consols from 3 per cent. to 2ý
per cent. That declaration gave a great impetus to all
other good securities in the London market, and afforded
the Finance Minister an opportunity to place our loan on
the market on very favorable terms. I think it is not too
much to say that if ho and the Government had not chosen to
hamper tbemselves by their injudicious advance to the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway, and by the other advances they were
obliged to make for the purpose of induciug the louse to
swallow that measure, ho could have made au infinitely
botter bargain for Canada than le was able to make. Not only
has the hon. gentleman lost that opportunity (which in the
nature of things can hardly be expected to recur), but it is
only too proba ble that the hon. gentleman for the time being
-1 hope not for long-har failed te establish our new issue
of 31 per cents. on anything like a firm basis. It is quite clear
that ho bas failed to get rid of the sinking fund. That, I
think, also was a serious error. I think our sinking fund is
altogether too large for the wants of this country, and it adds
unne-ssarily to the expenditure and the amount of money we
have to raise by way of taxation on the people. Now, Sir,
even if the hon. gentleman does succeed in renewing
the $1 ,000,000, it is still only too obvions that he will have
to effect a large loan. He admits that ho bas to provide
$25,000,000 on the lst of July next. He bas aiso, if I
understand his position at all, to provide $10,000,000 or
8 12,000,000 additional for the additional capital expense to

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIOH.

which we are pledged, and that without taking into account
a large amount of possible liabilities, which are computed,
I see, by the Deputy Minister of Finance, in the report of the
finances laid on the Table, at something like 86,000,000, ex-
clusive of a payment of $200,000 a year, running for fifteen
years. Now, I want to call the attention of the hon. gentle-
man himself and of the House to this plain fact. He
has, as I say, compelled himself to make a large
loan in any case. Were ho to take up his float-
ing debt, were lie to provide for the $10,000,000 or
$12,000,000 which I believe will require to be expended
on capital account, in addition to the $5,000,000 which ho
must redeem, it is clear that in order to put himself in a
good position ho would have to negotiate a very large loan.
If he negotiated on the same terms as before he would
require to borrow, between this and the lst of July, about
£12,000,000 sterling, very nearly $60,000,000,.in the English
market. If lie renews his temporary loan of $L2,000,000,
ho will still require to borrow a large amount of money.
Supposing ho places it at 3- per cent., lie will have to
borrow from $45,000,000 to $50,000,000, as the case may
be. In any case, he will require to borrow a very large sum.
Now, ho is going to do that under circumstances of the most.
disadvantageous kind, whereas, by proper management, ho
migbt have done it under circumstances of a very favorable
nature. Firstof all, it is notwell ibat he should go into the ing-
lish market with the knowledge, on the part of English capi-
talists, that he is obliged to pay a large sum of money on
a given day. That, as every business man will see, is a
disadvantage to him. In the next place, b ihas practically
exhausted all his other resources. lIe cannot go on bor-
rowing, either in England or here, to an indefinite extent;
ho has borrowed already twelve and a-half millions and ho
will probably in the interval have to borrow more. Thus
ho has left himself without resources in the event of cir-
cumstances occurring which would make it unadvisable to
float his loan at a particular day. i must remind the hon.
gentleman that it is unfortunate, under the circumstances,
that ho should have attempted to float a loan in Canada in
1883 and should have failed. That loan should not have
been allowed to fail.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. What loan ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Canadian 4 per
cent. loan, which the lion. gentleman attempted to float
in 1883.

Sir LEONARD T1LLEY. I did not attempt to float
any loan in 1883.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I mysolf was a sub-
scriber to the loan; it was a domestic loan.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I had quite forgotten that;
I thought you were speaking of English loans.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As it was a failure, I
understand the hon. gentleman has good reason to forget it.
i pointed out at the time I thought it was unfortunate.
That loan should not have been allowed to fail, because it
is not well, when yon are going to a foreign market, that
it should be known the only attempt yon made to
float a domestic loan was a failure. Then the hon.
gentleman has run another risk. It is well known to
the hon. gentleman and to every one who pays the slight-
est attention to public affairs that Europe to-day is in a dis-
turbed condition,and that there is a probability when the hon.
gentleman goes to float a loan its condition may be much
more disturbed. I recollect, in 1876, what a serious con-
tingency that was; I recollect in 1876, on the occasion of the
last loan I had te float in London, that very great care had to
be observed and great precaution taken to obtain a favorable
moment to place it on the market. It was but a small
loan of two and a-half million pounds sterling, or
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twelve and a-half million dollars, yet we were obliged to
watch with the greatest care for a favorable moment to
launch it on the market; and had we not succeeded in taking
advantage of a very short lull, had we delayed issuing the loan
for a bare forty-eight hours, very considerable loss would
bave resulted to the people of Canada, from the fact that at the
end of that very short period disturbances were renewed. It
is further unfortunate that we should have to fl iat a loan, in
view of the statement the hon. gentlnior e -ctly made,
which cannot eicape attention, nani ly, lat unless he
credits to revenue $500,000 from Dominion lands, which
ordinarily belongs to capital account, a serious deficit
is pending. I hope he will be right and that I will
be wrong, and that the deficit will not be as serious
as am afraid it will b; but there is no doubt that, accord-
ing to any proper system of book-keeping, instead of the
surplus of $150,000 which the hon. gentleman claims, there
is really a deficit, on his own showing, of $350,000. There
is but too good reason to believe, fron looking at the Eng-
lish stock reports, that the hon. gentleman'a former
loan is not yet absorbed; and he knows, as well as
4, that that, in itself, is always a serious
obstacle to be oncountcred in floating a frosh loan.
Moreover, ho told us, in his place here, that Canada had
many enemies in the London market. I arn sorry to heur
it. I am sorry, too, that the course of the Go7ernment has
not been such in all respects as to conciliate some of those
persons; but I ara afraid the hon. gentleman may, in this
respect, be speaking the truth. Thon what is the inference
to be drawn ? It is that a man going to the London mar-
ket where, he says, ho has many enemies, should have
neglected no precautions, exposed himself to no unneces-
sary risks, and have donc everything ho could to prevent
possible failure. I am sorry to say that the proceedings of
the hon. gentleman are far from appearing to have beon
taken with a view to guard against misfortune; thoy
appear, on the contrary, to have been taken in such a way
as to expose him to a check at almost every turn. 1 do not
suppose ho will be unable to get his money, butlear it will
be found that the result of the hon. gentleman's operations
will be this, that we will be obliged to pay a much largor
rate for the money than we might otherwise have got it at ;
and as that will go on for a matter of five and twenty or fifty
years, unless indeed ho effects the short loan of which ho
speakls-which I doubt very much--it is quite clear there
will be a very serious loss inflicted upon the people, from
which this generation at loast will suffer very considerably.
I cannot help exprossing my belief that one of the penalties
we have to pay for that unfortunate advance made last year
to the Canadian Pacific Railway is that by this advance we
lost the finest opportunity ever given to any Canadian
Finance Minister of affecting a brilliant financial coup in
London. Not having been there I speak with reserve, but
I believe, had the Finance Minister been able to go to
London, and had not gone weighted with the entanglements
and embarrassments inflicted on him by the advance to the
Canadian Pacific Railway, it was possible, at that particular
time, by the use of proper means, to have put a Canadian 3
per cent. loan upon the market on fairly favorable terms. Of
course I am aware that that could not be done after what
bad been done by this House; but let it be remembered
that we lost very heavily, indirectly, in consequence of that
particular advance. I will net attempt to compute, it would
be impossible to compute, the total loss we may sustain in
consequence of these operations. I believe, however, that
loss will be found to be very heavy. I will be very glad,
indeed, if it be proved that I am mistaken, and if it be
proved that we escape in this particular instance without
mach loss; but I say that if we do it will be due to sheer
good luck, and *in no respect to any foresight or sagacity
in the administration of our affaira. It is quite true
that, as regards the advance to the Canadian Pacific Rail-

way, the hon. gentleman shares with his colleagues the
responsibility of that measure; but as I have pointed out,
the subsequnt complications are of bis making. I repeat, 1
think ho has comitted a grave error in judgment in what ho
has done. Hie ought either to have provided at the proper
time, the 1st of January, for the redemption of the 5 per
cent. or not have complicated the matter by giving the
notice which ho has unfortunately .given, and I cali the
attention of the Huse to the position in which ho now is.
From the statement recently made by him and from the
published statement in the Gazette, it is quito clear that
against our great mass of liabilitios in notes and Savings
banks deposit, wo hold the bare minimum in gold and
guaranteed securities provided by law, so that thore is
nothing to fall back upon in case of necessity. IL is quite
clear also from the Gazette returns that the Finance Minis-
ter has practically at this moment very little on deposit in
the banks. You cannot strip yourself entirely of
available funds ; a country like this, carrying on
great works, must have considerable sumas on deposit
in the various banks ; yet I do not bolieve the hon.
gentleman bas more in the banks than ho requires
to keep thero to meet the ordinary calls on the Troasury.
Thore is another point which soriously aggravates the awk-
wardness of the position. On looking at the Gazette returns
the louse will see that the banks of Canada at present hold
$4,000,000 of legal tenders, payable in gold, beyond what
the statute requires them to hold. The statute requires
that they should have a cash reserve of $20,000,000; of
that they are required by law to hold 40 por cent., or
$8,000,000 in legal tender notes. As a matter of fact, they
hold $12,000,000 in legal tender note, so that there are
$4,000,000 of those notes for which they are fully
entitled, under the lion. gentleman's own regulation, to
demand gold fom the Treasury. More than that there is
no law, there is no rule, there is nothing in the world to
compel Lhem to hold this 820,000,000. They may run down
their cash reservo. if they like, and they might like for many
reasons to run i.t down to 812,000,000, or oven a smaller
amount, and in that case a still larger amountt of legal ton-
dors would b set free, and it would be in their power to
demand thom. I have pointed out that the hon, gentleman
bas already oxhausted his other resources by borrowing
very largely at short dates from banks bore and from banks
in Eugland aiso, for payments which will have to be made
at fixed dates, which will very soon mature, and I may
point out to him that, although I do not mysolf anticipato
that any very serious immediate trouble will arise from
demanda on the part of the Savings Bank depositors, yet it
is quite possible, and ought to be guarded against, that,
should there be a serious stringency in this market, consid-
erable sums might be withdrawn from him for the purpose
of investment elsewbere, for all which ho would have to
provide. Now, I must confess that I listened with consid-
erablo astenishmcat to the statement ho made a fow days
ago; and, on calmly reading it over, it doos appear to me
that the hon. gentleman has gone out of his way to
invite disaster in this particular case. I tell him that ho
bas neglected ail those precautions which a man in his
position ought to take, and ho bas neglected them in spite
of the clearest and most emphatie warning and, if we do
escape serious inconvenience-I will not speak of disaster-
it will be simply because the chapter of accidents and sheer
good luck bas befriended us.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There is no objection to the
motion offered by the hon, gentleman. The information
that ho seeks for will be brought down with great pleasure.
The hon. gentleman las pointed out to the House and to
myself, as Financial Minister, the great risk we are running,
with reference to the credit of the Dominion of Canada and
the difficulties that are ahead of us. Well, I might content
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myself with allowing his speech to go to the country, and
simply stating to him that I will place the experience ofthe
last five years and the result of the negotiations of the
present Minister of Finance against his operations,and let the
public decide in whose bande they think they are more perfec-
tly safe. I think I might do that with safety. I must admit,
and T think any candid man will admit, that going into the
English market for $32,500,000 more than you would other-
wise require, as was required in the loan to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, does not increase the value of our securi-
ties. That is, that the price supposed to beobtained
for the securities that would be floated for the redemp-,
tion and for the exchange, or paying off the 5
per cent. securities, would not likely be as
favorable as if that loan had not been required. I think
I admitted this when the Canadian Pacific Railway propo-
sition was under the consideration of the Louse, and when
the hon. gentleman called attention to the fact that we bad
825,000,000 maturing of 5 per cent. securities, which had to
be paid off in January next. I pointed out thon, and I
think it will be so found, that the worst that could happen
to us would be that, as it was in the hands of the Govern-
ment to say when that would be paid off, we might postpone
that for a short time, until a favorable opportunity came
for its redemption. The hon. gentleman who spoke last
night referred to this as an overdue debt of $25,000,000. I
want to call the attention of the House, in this connection,
to the fact, that that was a loan floated, I think, by Sir
Alexander Galt, or, at all events, by the Finance Minister of
Canada, twenty-five years ago. It was a fifty year loan,and it
was optional with the Government to redeem it in twenty-
five years, at three months' or six months' notice,
and the time has arrived whon the Government could
give that notice and redeem it if they thought it
in the interest of the country to do so. When I
was in England, in June last, and floated that loan,
notwithstanding that it was known that we were coming in
June or July, or January next, or shortly after the loan was
floated, for $25,000,000 more, we got a price equal to 2 per
cent. per annum on a 4 per cent. loan of $25,000,000, or
6f per cent. more than we ever got and 11 per cent. botter
than was obtained on any loan ever floated by the hon.
gentleman opposite. I admit that there are responsibilities
connected with the liabilities, and great responsibilities on
the Finance Minister. In September, I was anxious to
give the notice to pay off the loan in January if it were in
the interets eof the Dominion of Canada to do it, but we
know that the bank rate at that time was 5 per cent., and
it was not considered desirable by our agents to give the
notice thon, in the interests ofthe Dominion, expecting that
a higher rate would be obtained when the bank rate was
lowered, so the notice was given in the end of December
to pay the debt on the 29th June next. I will venture to
say that, had the Government given notice in Soptember
and put a loan on the market in October or November,
when that high rate of interest prevailed, and had not
realised as much as we had in June on the 3 per cent.
loan, the hon. gentleman opposite would have been the first
to condemn the Finance Minister and the Government for
placing the loan on the market at an unfavorable time, when
it was In the option of the Govern ment to say when they
should place it, whether they should give three or six
months' notice, and might select thoir own time. We know
that the rate of interest was very high at that par-
ticular time, and I think the correspondence, when
it comes down, will show that the action taken by
the Government was taken upon the advice and
recommendation of our agents, who are watching
with Sir Charles Tupper, the state of the market and what
it is in the interest of the Government to do. I admit that
the responsibilities are great, but I am not afraid that the
credit of the Dominion of Canada does not stand in a posi-

Sir LEQoARD TILLEY.

tion that will enable us to avail ourselves of the most
favorable time, either by a temporary loan, a six or a
twelve months' loan, if it is considered in the interesta of
the country to do it. If it should be found in May or early
in June that it is botter to float a loan to cover the whole
of it, the Government will do it. If, on the contrrry, it is
thought better to tide over six months and wait till January
next, when the circumstances of the money market may
be more favorable than they are in May or June next, thon
the Government will take that course. I admit that the
additional loan of $22,500,000 rendors it not so easy for
us to obtain the money on quite as favorable terms as
if we had not gone into the market for that sum, but I
have no fear whatever with reference to our being able
to raise the monoy necessary to meet the maturing lia-
bilities in a manner which will be in the interests of the
country. If disaster comes, if we should find that the cir-
cumstances of the country are such that we have made
sacrifices, and lost money by not placing it in the market
last year, thon it will be time enough for the bon. gentle-
men opposite to censure the Governmont, and thon they
will have some data upon which to found their charge;
but at the present time, I think it is just as well that we
should take a fair and reasonable, and if you will, a bright
view with roference to this subject, at the same time using,
as we are doing, every necessary precaution, in order that
we may soe that no serious difliculty will arise in meeting
our maturing liabilities. There is no objection whatevor
to this motion, and the information will be furnished at the
earliest possible date.

Mr. BLAKE. I quite agree with the hon. Finance Minister
that it is proper at this time, and I will go further, and say
it is proper at all times, to take a fair and reasonable view
of our situation; but to say that a fair and reasonable viow
will necessarily be a bright view is another question. The
hon. gentleman asks us to go a little further, and not only
take a fair and reasonable view, but to take a bright view,
too. The hon. gentleman bas entirely omitted to notice a
very important part ot the statement of my hon. friend
from South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright). The hon.
member for South Huron pointed out that the hon. gentle-
man, whon giving us a resumé of the financial state of the
country, and as it is to be during the year now commenced,
adverted to the circumstance that he had between
$12,000,000 and $13,000,000 borrowed on short dates, in dif-
ferent banks here andin the old world. Hepointed out that
the hon. Minister had stated that his scheme of finance with
reference to that $12,000,000 or $13,000,000 was not a settled
scheme, but the inclination of his mind was that ho would
make a short loan to rodeem those current obligations,
a loan of from seven to ton years, feeling, as
ho did in his heart, that in the year 1891 he would
be encumbered with an embarrassment of riches, that whon
the golden shower of the Canadian Pacific Railway reim-
bursements should take place, ho would not know what to
do with his wealth, and ho thought it was expedient to
provide a source into which he might pour these millions
which ho expocts to receive from the company in the year
1891. Therofore, provident as ho was, provident as ho
always is, careful to provide for contingencies more or less
remote, and which may be in the region of the probable, or
even of conjecture, the hon. gentleman, I say, suggested, as
amongst the probabilities, a short loan for this $812,000,000
or $13,000,000. The reason why he was to provide for
them this year was obvious; they coald not be held over in
their present condition very much longer, and he stated that
Treasury bills might be emitted so as to prevent even a
short loan from being proposod during the carrent year.
Well, now, what my hon. friend from South Huron pointed
ont a moment ago was, that the hon. gentleman did not thon,
any more than ho has done this afternoon, take into account
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the current liabilities on capital account, the payments
which we are making from month to month, the remaining
payments in round figures of $8,000,000 to be made to the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, and the remaining
payments, amounting to some millions, to be paid for
the Government section of the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company, and the other expenditures upon capital
account to be made during the carrent year-these also
have to be provided for upon credit of one kind or
another. My hon. friend made a rough estimate of what
the amount is. The Finance Minister entirely ignores that,
ho gives us no information about it, he does net think it
worth while to mention it. Perhaps, just as ho forgot the
domestic loan a little while ago, ho has forgotten the exist-
ence ot those current liabilities. Yet he will be reminded
of them in a very disagreeable way, if he does not provide
ways and means to meet them. The situation is compli-
cated by the circumstance that every month of this year, or,i
at any rate, for several months, until September and October
next, there are considerable current demands upon the Trea&
ury which are to be met, not out of the carrent revenue. but
by borrowing in some shape or other. It is not a short loan,
therefore, of 12,000,000 or 14,000,000 of money, but it is
a loan of some kind or other, of a considerably larger num-
ber of millions, which is to be made in order to complote
the hon. gentleman's scheme of finance. Now the hon.
gentleman pointed out that the 5 per cent. loan is not over-
due-no, ho had an opportunity of allowing the 5 per cent.
loan to stand, or of giving notice when it was to be called
in. I remember very well, so long ago as the Ses-
sion of 1883, when the bon. gentleman stated his
scheme of finance, finding it was important to pre-
pare for the rodemption of the 5 per cent loan,
so long ago as thon, ho gave us in general terms his notions.
of finance; so long ago as then he asked for parliamentary
authority to act. He thought ho would be able to obtain
exchange from the prosent holders of the 5 per cent. loan,
or a very large proportion of the loan. He stated to us
across the floor that his assurances were that we would be
able to exchange at loast about one-half, and ho asked us
two years ago for authority to negotiate ii that sonse.
What ho has done since theri wc do not know; what the
arrangements have been with the existing holders of that
Ioan ho has not told us; but ho was able to assure us two
years ago, and to give us more assurances than ho is able to
give us to.day upon that subje;t. In the fall of the same
year in which ho made that statement-no, in the next seS-
sion-he came to us with another statement, and in the fall
of.that year it was stated that the hon. gentleman's domestic
loan had fortunately failed on account of the necessity of
providing funds to redeem the 5 per cent. loan, which had
pressed upon the hon. gentleman's mind in the Session of
1883, having passed away. Why ? Because the financial
geniuses who preside at presen t over this country had devised
a scheme by which the Canadian Pacifie Railway itself was
going to provido funds for the payment of the 5 per cent.
advance, by which the Canadian Pacifie Railway was going
to pour into the pockets of the people of this country, into the
public treasury, th& sum of $22,000,000 or $25,000,000, and
thus it was entirely unnecessary for the hon. gentleman to
borrow in Canada, it was unnecessary for him to borrow in
England, in order to provide for the redemption of the 5 per
cent. debt. It was a brilliant and glowing prospect, ho
says. All his organs made the most of it. From Dan to
Beersheba it was pointed out how the wonderful policy of
the Finance Minister had succeeded, how wonderful the
policy of the Government was; that not merely had they
succeeded in making a contract which would secure the
construction of the Canadian Pacifie Railway witiin its
limited terms, and without any further denand being made
upon the country, but actually they had it so arranged that
that company was going to be a source of financial strongth
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to the Dominion itself, was going to pour almost uncount-
able treasures into the public purso, eut of which our debts
were to be rodeemed ; and there was great glorification and
boasting over this resault. But that bright prospect which
the hon. gentleman called our attention to, and in which ho
was gratified to delight himself for some time-that pros-
pect failed ; and instead of being relieved from the neocessity
of borrowing here, and there, and everywhore, instead of
boing relieved from the necessity of making a domestic loan,
instead of being relieved from the necessity of providing
means for the redemption of the 5's, instead of keeping his
Treasury full by means of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, ho
was obliged to corne down to Parliamont a few short weeks
afterwards and propose to empty the Treasury in order to
complote the Canadian Pacific Railway; and ho did so. He
has been obliged to admit, this afternoon, that in conse-
quence of that operation, irrespective of its direct effect,
irrespective ofthe risk assumed in the obligation which was
ineurred, but also in view of its indirect effects, ho was
obliged, candid man, which ho declared to us ho is, to aoknow-
ledge that not merely that loan, not merely the loan which
was necessary in order to provide for the Canadian Pacifie
Railway advance, but also other advances which it made
necessary to provide for in order to keop up Canada's credit
and meet Canadian obligations, were impaired as to the rate
at which money could be borrowed, by his being obligéd to
make such a very large loan. And yet, Sir, we find the
hon. gentleman says, in face of all that, in the face of these
changes of finance, these changes of policy which succeeded
one another almost as rapidly as the shifting senes of the
kalidoscope-although they are neither so regular nor so
brilliant as those which we see in the kaleidoscope-those
shifting forms have assumed, at present, a shape. That
hon. gentleman having just had to borrow a very great
many millions of dollars in order to meet in part the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway debt, that hon. gentleman having
made that loan in England, having then been obliged to
borrow futther sums from the banks here and from the
banks in London, has given notice of the rodemption of
the 5's on 30th June; and ho himself, across the floor of
the louse, declares publicly that it may be necessary, that
there is a possibility of his being obliged to make a short
loan, as ho says, to tide that over for six months more, in
case there is an unfavorable condition of the market. Yes,
the hon. gentleman used the term, tide over for six menthe,
and I took a note of the phrase. He said the rate of interest
may ho high, the circumstances may be unfavorable, and
we may make somo arrangements te tide it over.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY., No. What I said was this:
We were considoring a proposition of issuing Troasury
bills to tide over ; but the market might be in such a con-
dition that we might make another arrangement and float
aloan, instead of carrying that over for six months more,
until lst January.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That was only for the
$13,000,000.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Blake) has not understood me. The proposition is, that we
should offer to holders of the present $25,000,000 loan
bands or inscribed stock at a certain rate of interest for
other ton years.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And Treasury bills for
$13,000,000.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. But I understood the hon. gentleman to

say that, if the market was unfavorable, ho proposed to tide
over the matter with respect to the $25,000,000 for other
six nonths.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No. The hon. gentleman
misunderstood me.
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Mr. BLAKE. That is what I understood the hon. gentle-
man to say. Although he commenced operations twoyears
ago with respect to the redemption of the $25,000,000,
although ho told Parliament two years ago that it was
important to get parliamentary authority so long before-
hand, in order that this large operation might be conducted
in due time and with due deliberation, we have as yet no
information from the hon. gentleman that he bas made
arrangements for the 5's with the existing holders of that
loan. All those negotiations which the hon. gentleman
told us two years ago ho bad almost entered into, all those
assurances that ho said ho had obtained from holders of the
securities, seem to have zone for nothing, and soem not to
have been renowed. What is done is this: With the
large sum on call and short date which the hon.
gentleman bas already taken up, with other sums which
will necessarily be taken up some two months hence,
and other sums during the course of the year, the hon.
gentleman proposed to issue Treasury bills, or adopt some
short-time device for the carrying of our call or short due
debt, in order that lie may issue a loan to redeem the long
due debt. What he should have provided for was the debt
which was absolutely due, or shortly to become due, with
his bank borrowings and borrowings of that description,
and then have provided for his long loan. I can under-
stand the difficulty in whih he found himself, for lie will
be told, and properly told, that but for the scarceness of
funds, and for the loan to the Canadian Pacific Railway, he
could have redeemed those $25,000,000, and have had money
at 4 per cent. instead of 5, and have saved 1 per cent.
interest in consequence of the operation. It is so; for even
during the six months for which the hon. gentleman is
providing, from 30th June to lst January, there is, accord.
ing to his own statement, a loss of at least the difference
between 5 per cent. and 4 per cent., because lie tells us that
even under disadvantageous circumstances hoecan issue
securities bearing interest under 4 per cent. We are,
however, keeping alive a security at 5 per cent., and,
therefore, we are losing 1 per cent.; and I can well under-
stand that the hon. gentleman is very anxious to cause this
loss to disappear at an early day. But the difficulty is, tbat
he bas enrrounded us, I will not say overvhelmned us, with
so many obligations of such a varied nature, made at such
short dates, that it would bc proper to provide for the debts
payable at such short dates before attempting to deal with
a debt net payable for a considerable time.

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

After Recess.

CONSIDERE D IN CORMITTEE- TilIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 23) to amend the Act to incorporate the Wood
Mourtain.and Qu'Appelle Railway Company.-(Mr. Wil-
liams.)

Bill (No. 24) to incorporate the Lako Erie, Esscx and
Detroit River Railway Company.-(Mr. Patterson, Essex.)

Bill (No. 38) to amend the Acte relating to the Great
Western and Lake Ontario Shore Junction Railway Com-
pany.-(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

Bill (No. 52) respectinr the Sault Ste. Marie Bridge Com-
pany (Reported).-(Kr. 'bawson.)

Bil (No. 39) to incorporate the Synod of the Diocese of
Qu'Appelle, and for other purposes connected therewith.-
(Mr.'Mulock.)

Bill (No. 54) to confirm the Union of Canada Congrega-
tional Missionary Society and the Congregational Union of
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.-(Mr. Abbott.)

Sir LEONARD TILLEY.

SECOND READUGS.

Bill (No. 75) to incorporate the Canadian Pacifie
Employés' Relief Association.-(Mr. Gault.)

Bill (No. 79) to incorporate the Rush Lake and Saekat-
chowan Railway and Navigation Company.-(Mr. Tupper.)

ENQUTRIES FOR RETURNS.

Mr. KIRK. Beforo the Orders of the Day are called, I
would call the attention of the Secretary of State to the fact
that an Order of the House for a return connected with the
operation of the Canada Temperance Act of Nova Scotia
bas not been complied with in any respect. The Order
asked for a return for the year 1884, for the secvral counties
in Nova Scotia. The return brought down is only for one
county and is for the year 1881; moreover, it does not give
the name of the physician who issued certificates. In no
particular does it follow the Order of the Hous3e.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I will look into the matter.
Mr. McMULLEN. I would like to call the attention of

the Minister to the fact that two returns in connection with
superannuation, ordered the 6th of February, have not yet
been brought down.

Mr. CIAPLEAU. I have asked for the returns according
to the Order of the louse, and am waiting for them, and,
when I get them, will bring them down.

REPRESENTATION OF TUE TERRITORIES.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved second reading of Bill
(No. 45) respecting the representation of the Territories in
the House of Commons. He said : In moving the second
reading of this Bill, I do so in the earnest hope 1hat I will
receive the assistance of the Goverument and the assistance
of hon. gentlemen opposite, as well as that of hon.
gentlemen on this side of the iouse. As a member of this
House, somewhat conversant with a considerable portion of
the Territories of the North-West, I may say that 1 very
earnestly desire the progress and prosperity of that great
country. As a private citizen, having some interest in
various ways in the North-West Territories, I fully
believe in the growth, in the progress, and in the pros-
perity of that portion of the Dominion, unless that pro-
gress be chocked and that prosperity be stunted by bad
management, bad laws, or bad administration of laws;
and I may say, that both as a private citizen and as a
momber of this House, I earnestly desire that the people
of the North-West Territories, who have been accustomed
in the country from which they emigrated to manago
thoir own affairs in their own way, may be allowed to work
out their own destiny u ithe North-West, by giving them,
not only local self-government, but full representation in
this Parliament. We know well that the position
which our settlers in the North-West now occupy is an
anomolus position. It is an unjust position ; it
is, in my judgement, an unfair and an unreason-
able position. We know that to some extent, in the
Territories, there are very considerable centres of population,
and we know that there is throughout the whole of the
North-West Territories a very large population to-day.
These settlers, as a general rule, I may say universally, are
men of intelligence, men of activity, men of energy and
indomitable zeal--men who have been accustomed in the older
Provinces, from which most of them came, not only te self-
government, but to representation in the fullest sense of the
term, mon who have been accustomed to representation in
the Local Parliament and in this Parliament. Unfor-
tunately, in their new home in the North-West Territories
tbey have not got the rights and privileges nor the advant-
ages they had in the Provinces from which they came. It
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is known to those who take an interest in Manitoba
and the North-West, especially the North-West, that
the Territories in the North-West were croated by an
Order in Council of 8th May, 1882, and it was alleged
by the First Minister that the said Territories wore so
formed for the purpose of encouraging immigration. One can-
not but regret that, to some extent, at all events,the anticipa-
tions, I may say, perhaps, the reasonable and fair anticipa-
tions, of the First Minister, have not been fully realized with
respect to the immigration to the North-West Territories.
The Minute of Council was submitted to Parliament
by a message from His Excellency, and roceived the
assentment of Parliament on the 16th May, 1882.
By this Minute of Coancil or Order in Council, a large
portion of the North-West was divided into four territories.
The first was called Assiniboia, with an area of 95,000
square miles; the next was the Territory of Saskatche-
wan, with 114,000 square miles; thon there was the Terri-
tory of Alberta, with 100,000 square miles; and the
Territory of Athabasca, with 122,000 square miles. The
First Minister, when submitting this message to Par-
liament, in the Session of 1882, said that the proposed divi-
sion was in the public interest, for the convenience of
sotlers. Hle also intimated that the divisions were provi-
sional, that he expected a large tide of immigration to flow
in there, and that these Territories would subsequently
become Provinces, and that Parliament would be asked to
assent to that proposal. I say again that wo have reason
to regret that the tide of immigration has not been as full
and as free as we all had reason to expect it would be at the
time the First Minister presentei this message to Parlia-
ment. We cau only hope that in the years to come the
tide of immigration will rush in there more freely than in
the past. Unfortunately, althought I have reason to be-
lieve that there is a very considerable settlement in
oach of the Territories to which I have alluded,
and in twx of them, at loeast, a very considerable
population, the first step has hitherto not been
taken for the purpose of giving our settlers in
our own North-West either local self-government in the
true sense of the tert or representation in this Parliament.
It is true that, during the last Session of Parliament, one
of the senators in another chamber drew the attention of
the Government to this all-important and all-absorbing
question to the people of the North-West. The hon.
senator enquired as to the advisability of granting parlia-
mentary representation to the inhabitants of the territorial
districts in the North-West, and also if the Government had
taken or intended to take the same into their consideration.
The senator who propounded this enquiry to the Govern-
ment was the senator from Niagara. On that question-
for it appears they discuss questions in the other chamber,
their rules being different from ours-an important discus-
sion took place, and during the course of that discussion
the Minister of the Interior made use of the following
language:-

"I am sure it will be gratifying to the people of the North-West Ter-
ritories to have had their interesta and institutions submitted to the
House so ably as they were by my hon. friend from Niagara, and dis-
cussed in this House so intel1igently as they have been. It will show
them that they are not, in their remoteness from the capital, forgotten
by the legislators who ait l this Parliament, and it will, I am sure, im-
part a feeling of confidence to them, and increase the assurance which
they feel that their interests and their feelings will be earnestly con-
sidered by the Government and also by Parliament. That ls ail that
I feel calied upon to say with respect to the enquiry of the hon. gentie-
nman."
Yon will observe that, in the observations the Minister of
the Interior made upon the occasion to which I have just
referred, he assures the people of the North-West that their
interests end their feelings will be fully considered by
Parliament ; but, up to this-hour, so far, at all events, as I
am aware, no practical, no substantial stop has been taken
by the Government, looking to legislation in that direction,

and so far their demands, what I believe to be the fair and
reasonable demands of our settlers in the North-West
Territories, have been unanswered and unheeded by the
Government. True, the Minister of the Interior gives them
a sort of vague assurance. He tells them that, although
they pay the taxes of the Dominion, still thoy are under
the care, the paternal cure, of a paternal Government, and
they ought to be satisfied with that; that they are remote
from the capital where we caary on the legislation of the
country, but their interests are not forgotten by the Parlia-
ment of Canada; that their interests and their feelings will
be considered by the Government and by the Parliament of
Canada ;.and that is all. Now, I make bold to say that
hon. gentlemen are much mistaken if they think that the
people in the North-West Territories are going to be satisfied
with assurances without having those assurances practically
carried out. They have been accustomed, as I stated before,
in the Provinces from which they came, to manage their own
affairs in their own way. In their new homes in the far
North-West they expect at Ieast the same advantages they
had in the Provinces from which they came. There they
have no such advantages. They have not the rights prac-
tically of local self-government in the true eense of the term,
and they have no voice in the legislation of this House.
These people are there in what may bo called a position of
pupillage, of servitude. They have not got the rights we
have here. By my Bill, I propose to release them front
that condition of servitude, I propose to give then all
the rights and all the liberties that British subjects, living
in a freo country and under a free flag, are entitled to; I
propose that they shall have representation in this Parlia-
ment, and that they shall have that representation at the
next Session of this Parliament. Bear in mind that our
settlers in our North-West are in an inferior position to the
settlers in the Territories of the United States of America.
There they have a sort a representation, a sort of herma-
phrodite representation in Congress. They send represen-
tatives to Congress f rom the territories, who have an
opportunity of discussing public questions affecting the
territories and taking part in the legislation there.
I propose by my Bill that our settlers in our North-West
shall have a botter representation and a fuller represen-
tation than they have in the United States Congress.
If the object of the First Minister, when ho placed the
message of lis Excellency before Parliament and formed a
portion of our North-West into districts, was to encourage
the tide of immigration to flow in there, surely the hon.
gentleman cannot expect that the tide of immigration will
flow in as fully and as freely as h. would wish it to flow,
unless ho places the settlers in the North-West in, at all
events, as favorable a position as they are in the countries
from which they came. In the United States of America
they have what is called territorial representation but, if
we stop at territorial representation, we stop just where the
United States of America stopped, and I think we stop a lit-
tle short of the end that we should aim at. In the United
States of America the general Government eau deal with
the'territories practieally as the Congress sees fit. It is net
until the territories are merged into States, or are formed
into States, that they have the full rights and the full
advantages, and the full privileges of government or of
representation; and it is when formed into States, and thon
only, that they are given all the rights of free mon living
in a free country. By the fourth article of the American
Constitution, it is declared that Congres shall have power
to make all needful rules and regulations rospecting the
territories or other property belonging to the United States.
The power of Congress over the Territories has a two-fold
character. First, as regards the property, the right to
guard and improve the property, to prepare it for sale, and
te sell it; and secondly, the power whih concerns the
government of the people residing within the territories
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before those Territories are formed into separate an
independent States. In the United States, Congress
bas established the Governmonts of the territories, or
a sort of Government in the Territories, and Congress
assumes the full power to govern them until, as 1
have said, the territories are morged into States
The FederalGovernmentthorelappoints theexecutive officers
and the judges, but the people have a right to elect mem
bers to the General Assembly when the population reaches
a certain point. The Assembly has the right to pass laws
for the government of the territory, subject always to the
veto of the United States Government. Each territory of th
United States of America, as soon as it has a population of
5,000 male inhabitants of full age, is entitled to senc
members to their General Assembly, and the public domain
there as here, is under the control entirely of Congress
Now, these territories, as I have said, have the riglit tc
send representatives to Congress, and these representativee
have a voice in the public affairs that are brought before
Congress. They have all the rights, powers and privileges
that belong to a representative from a free and independent
State, except the right to vote. On the first Monday of
every week it is the bounden duty of the Speaker of Con-
greas to call over the names of the territories in alphabetical
order, and then the representative from the territory has a
riglit by law, because he has a seat in Congress, to present pe-
titions; ho bas a right to present memorials, a right to intro
duce bills affecting pullic interest, and his rights as a mem-
ber of Congresa only stops short at voting. Now I say that
in the United States that principle, as far as it goes, is a sound
one. The moment the territories have a population large
enough to entitle them to have a General Assembly of their
own, that moment they have a right to send their member
to Congress. The principle is a sound one, that the citizens
who are expected to pay their share of the taxes, who are
expected to yield a willing submission to the laws, who are
expected to yiold submission to the sovereign power, shall
have a voice in making the laws they are bound to submit
toe, and in the imposition of taxes they are bound to pay. I
hold the principle is a perfectly sound one, that taxation
without reprosentation is tyranny of the worst kind; and
yet that is just exactly the way that we have been dealing
wite our people in the North-West territories for the last
three years. A moment ago an hon, gentleman opposite
asked about the population of our Territories; I shall speak
of that shortly. I lay down this proposition, however, that
I believe the population of two of our territories is larger
than the population of any territory in the United States of
America when it was allowed to send a represent-
ative to Congress. I am not sure that the population
of all the territories is not large enough, upon the principle
adopted in the United States, to warrant this Parlia-
ment in giving the people of the North-West Territorial
representation. I find, Sir, that when New Mexico was
or sed into a territory, on the 9th of September, 1870, it
had an area of 124,000 square miles, and a population of
61,000. With the sole exception of New Mexico, I believe
our North-West Territories, two of them, at ail events, con-
tain now a population far in excess of the population of the
territories of the United States when they were given
representation in Congress. Colorado was admitted in 1881
with an area of 106,000 square miles, and a population of
34,000, in round numbers. Nebraska was admitted in May,
1854, with an ares of 122,000 square miles, and with a popu-
lation, in 1850, of 10,716, and in 1863 of 12,519. As will be
seen, the population in that State in thirteen years, from
1850 to 1863, only increased by some 3,000 souls. Much as
we may have to complain of the scarcity of emigration into
the North-West, nobody will pretend to say for a moment
that the population has not increased at a much more rapid
ratio than it did in the Territory of Nebraska, and in many
other territories of the United States. Washington was
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d admitted in 1853, with an area of 71,000 square miles, and
s with a population, in 1850, of only 1,201 souls, and in 1860,
r ton years after, with 11,000 souls. Utah was organised, in
s 1850, with an area of 109,000 square miles, and a population
I of 11,380. Dakota was organised in 1861, with an area
. of 152,000 square miles, and a population of 14,181.
s I will not venture to state what the population
- of Dakota is to-day, but I venture to say it is
s far up in the hundred thousands. It is not yet formed into a
s State, with full sovereign powers,but it is proposed shortly,
e I believe, to organise it into one of the United States. But
e when it was organised into a territory and entitled to send
f a representative to G ongress, the population of Dakota was
d only some 14,000. Arizona was organised in 1868 with
, an area of 130,000 square miles and a population of 9,658.
. Idaho was organised in 1863, with an area of 310,000 square
o miles, the largest, I believe, of the territories of the United
e States, but with a population, in 1870, of only 20,000 souls.

Montana was organised in 1864,with anareaof 146,000 square
miles, and a population, in 1870, of 20,000. Wyoming was

t organised in 1868, with an area of 97,000 square miles, and a
f population of 9,000. It will thus b seen that the area of
- the territories of the United States is just about the area of

our own territories in the North-West, with the sole excep-
tion of one territory; butI say the population of these terri-

- tories when they were organised and entitled to send repre-
, sentatives to Congress was much lesss than the population
- of our North-West Territories. Now, Sir, not only is this true

with respect to the territories of the United States, but it is
truc with respect to our own Provinces. We know that the
population of Prince Edward Island, when admitted into the
Confederation, but littie, if at all, exceeded 100,000, and it was
admitted with all the rights of an independent Province, and
with a representation in this Parliament of six members. Now,
I ask the First Minister, I ask the Government, I ask this
House, if there is any reason why Prince Edward Island,
with a population of somewhere about 100,000, should be
entitled to send six members to this Parliament, who favor
us with their opinion, their advice and their solemn protest
occasionally, and who record their votes in Parhiament,
when we leave our own settlers, exceeding in number the
population of Prince Edward Island when received into the
Union, without a single representative in this Parliament,
who can raise his voice in defence of the rights of the terri-
tory or who can record his vote foror against any proposition
that may be submitted. When we admitted the Province of
Manitoba into this Union, with the full rights of a sovereign
Province, it had a population of barely 15,000, with a repre-
sentation in this Parliament of four members. We admitted
British Columbia with a white population of barely 15,000,
and with a representation in this Parliament of six members.
I ask if there is any reason why the First Minister and the
Minister of the Interior, or the Government, should have
for years excluded these men from what I believe to be
thoir fair, their just right, to representation in this Parlia-
ment, knowing, as the hon. gentlemen must know, that the
population of those territories to-day far exceeds the popu-
lation of the two Provinces I have last mentioned. Public
opinion in the North-West is ripe for this change; it has
been ripe for the last two years, and public opinion is
pronounced. Public mon in the North-West of all shades
of political thought, mon of all classes and in every corner
of the four territories carved out of the great North-West,
have been pressing, and still are pressing, on the Govern-
ment this change, The hon. gentleman knows that during
last year the council of the North-West, in a minute of
council sent to the Government here, pronounced strongly
in favor of the representation of the territories. The hon.
gentleman knows that the people of the North-West have
spoken in the loudest possible way, in the only way they
can speak, by petition, by resolution, by memorial and by
remonstrance sent to the Government, insisting on the
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Government doing an act of simple justice by giving
them representation in this Parliament. The First
Minister knows that during the last fall and early part of
this winter, at every centre of population in the provincial
districts of Assiniboia and Alberta, public meetings
were held, at which resolutions were passed upon this sub-
ject. And the hon. gentleman knows that it is not a mere
political movement. Ie knows that the majority of the
people who attended these meetings were his own sup-
porters, and they passed the resolutions which have been
transmitted to the Government of which the hon. gentle-
man is the head. A meeting was held at Calgary, on
29th November, 1884. The meeting was a large meeting;
itwas a purely non-political meeting. The resolution was
moved by'an official of the Government, appointed by the
Government, and paid by the Government-the registrar
of the district. At that meeting the following resolution
was passed:-

" That settlets in the District of Alberta here assembled, declare this
our meeting to be strictly and positively non-political, and that our
only desire and intention in holding this meeting is to tender to the
Dominion Government the benefit of our opinions and partial experience
about matters in which we believe such opinions and experience may
be of use and benefit to the Government in dealing with the various
matters and subjecta about which resolutions are about to be submitted
to this meeting."

This resolution, as I have said, was moved by an official of
the Government, a paid supporter of the Government, a man
occupying an important position there. It was thought
desirable, in order that the Government might be made
aware of the fact that the movement to secure representation
was of a pui:y ion-political character, to recite that fact
in the resolution. That resolution was followed by another
resolution, of which the following is a copy:-

" Whereas, in the opiiion of this meeting, the time lias arrived when
the North-West Territories, from the rapid increase in population, and
the extraordinary development of tlieir vast resources which have taken
place in the last few years, are entitled to representation in the Dominion
Parliament;

" Therefore, Resolved, That the Dominion Government be respectfnlly
requested to introduce, at the next Session of Parliament, such measures
as may be neeessary to provide for a fair and just representation of the
present provisional districts, into which the North-West Territories are
divided in the Federal Parliament; or to obtain from the Imperial Par-
liament,during its present Session, such amendment of the 'Iritish North
American Act as may be necessary to accomplish that object-should
such a course be deemed necessary."

There you see that at this meeting, presided over by a friend
of the Government, the resolution which I have read, moved
by a friend of the Government, and a large majority of those
present, as is alleged, being friends of the Government, and
the meeting a purely non-political one, a resolution was
passed asking the Government, as a matter of right, to give
territorial representation in this Parliament. I find in the
Regina Leader, the organ of the Government in the capital
of the Province of Assiniboia, edited and owned by a friend
of the Government-a tolerably well-paid friend of the
Government, too-an account of a meeting held at Wolse-
ley on 20th November, 1884, at which the following resol-
tion was passed

" Whereas we, the settiers of the municipality of Wolseley, in the
North-West Territories, have learned with pleasure that it is the inten-
tion of the Dominion Government, at the coming Session of Parliament,
to introduce a measure for the representation of the North-West Terri-
tories in the Federal Parliament of Oanada,

" And whereas we have good reason to believe that the present popu-
lation of the District of Assiniboia is at least 60,000 souls.

" And wheress, owing to the fertility and richness of the soil, the
population is seattered all over the said district, and a representation of
two members would be entirely inadequate to the arduous duties to be
performed.

" And whereas we believe that we are entitled to just repreen tation
and that great good would result from said representation.

"Therefore, be it resolved, 'That in the opinion of this meetin g, we
ehould have not less than four representatives for the District of Assini-
boia.' "

I call the hon. gentleman's attention to the fact that 1in As-
siniboia alone persons who are able to form an opinion on thei
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subject, and who live among the people there, claim there
is a population of 60,000 in that territory alone. It is quite
clear, from what was said by the mover of the resolution,
Mr. G. L. Dodds, a merchant rosiding in that charming
town of Wolseley, that ho must have had some assurance
gven him by some member of the Government that the

vernment proposed to introduce a Bill this Seion to
grant them representation-an assurance from some
Minister of the Crown who, during last fall, paid a fiying
visit to the North-West 'Territories. I trust the Minister
who gave Mr. Dodds the assurance that the Government
proposed to deal with this question will see that the assu-
rance so given is carried out. I may say that I waited-some
time to see what action the Government proposed to take
in this matter. No reference was made to the representa-
tion of the territories in the Seech from the Throne. No
action was taken by the Urovernment, with a view
to secure representation, and seeing that no action
was taken by the Government, I took it upon my-
self to introduce this Bill, and to ask the louse to
assent to the principle of tho Bil, that the territories
should be represented in this Parlianent. Similar resolutions
were passed at othor meetings hold last fahll and during the
early winter in the territories. I will not trouble the House
with reading any more of the resolutions. All I propose to
say further is, that it appears to me, from the press put-
lished in the torritories frorn one end to the other, that in
every nook and corner, wherever settlers aie located, there
is a universal demand in favor of the reprosentation of
the territories. Lot mo refer to a speech delivered at
Ottawa, at one of the festive gatherings that are occasion-
ally held here, by a friend of the Governiment, and under
the nose of the Governiment, by a supporter of the
Government, the editor and proprietor of the Regina
jeader. The speech is reported by the correspondent
of the Regina Leader at Ottawa, said correspondent is
believed to be the editor of the Leader, Mr. Davin. It
was delivered at a dinner of the Old Guard Club.
I do not know what the Old Guard Club is,
or who are the distinguished goutlemen composing it;
But this orator of the evening ges on to discuss various
matters connected with the North-West; and I say to
the hon. gentleman that nobody can give a botter or
more reliable or more correct opinion of the wants and
necessities of the people of the North-West, and especially
of the District of Assiniboia, than Mr. Nicholas Flood
Davin, and here, at this festive gathering of the Old Guard
Club, he spoke with reference to the representation of the
North-West. lie said:

'' He spoke on the question of representation at considerable length,
referring to two meetings which had been held in the North-West in
favor cf representation, one at Wolseley and one at Moosomin. The
men, he said, who spoke at those meetings would do credit to any
assembly in the world. Mr. Perley, of Wolseley, was an eloquent
speaker. He referred to a resolution proposed by Mr. 0. L. Dodds in
favor of represenatation, which afflrmed that there were 60,000 people in
Assiniboia. There were 120,000 in the whole North-West. As to the
policy to be pursued, he said he agreed with Mr. Thompson, who spoke at
the Wolseley meeting, that it was not desirable to make the whole of the
North-West Territories into one Province. Either of two courses
should be taken-to give the North-West six representatives represent-
ing territory, or else create three Provinces with three local govern-
ments, or one might create Assiniboia into a Province and let mem.
bers go from the Saskatchewan and Alberta for a short time as
representing territory. Mr. Robert Bobier, at the meeting at Moosomin
had proposed a resolution in favor ot Provinces, which was carried
unanimously. But th3 great thing was to get representation. Did they
suppose 120,000 people were going to be held in leading strings ? Were
they-an immigration d'elte-a select immigration-the flower of the
old pioneeis of Canada-to remain ' disestablished and disendowed'
and outside the pale of the constitution? Did they think it ws
possible'? Or if possible, that it was poii? It was not possible, and
If it was possible, it would be most impolitic."

Sir, I agree with the orator of the occasion. I say that the
hon. gentlemen cannot resist the claims of the settiers of
the North-West, and if they could resist the claims eof the
settlers, they should not resist the fair demands made by
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them, in temperate language, to the Government and Parlia-
ment of this country. Sir, I suppose frorn what Mr.
Nicholas Flood Davin said on that occasion, that ho was not
spetking without authority, that he was speaking by the,
book, because on the same occasion that gentleman stated,
with reference to erecting the now buildings at Regina, that
he held it in black and white, over the signature of a
Minister of the Crown, that these buildings were to be
erected in the spring. But, Sir. we have some observations
made by a Minister of the Crown.- The gallant knight who
presides so worthily over the Public Works Department,
paid a visit to the North-West during last fall ; and, of
course, the advent of so distinguisbed a gentleman created a
little excitement in the North- West. He was feasted and he
was fed, ho was dined and he was wined, and on one of these
festive occasions, the hon. gentleman being-I was going to
say in good humor, but I will not say that, bocause I never
saw him otberwise-but being present at a festive gather-
ing, ho made use of the following language :-

"So far as any complaints made or changes wanted were concerned,
he had everywhere said, as he now said: 'Come to us. Let us know
your wants. We are your Government. We have at our backs, and
have had for years, a strong majority, and that majority it is our duty
to use for the good of the country.'"

Sir, that is a fact; the hon. gentleman stated nothing but
the strict truth when ho made that statement. They have
had-the hon. gentleman bas had-at his back for a iunber
of years, a large following in this House; and ho invited the
people of the North-West to lay their complaints at the
foot of the Canadian Throne and they would recoive every
consieeration at the hands of the Governrant. Well, these
people have been so laying their complaints for two or three
years. Last Session they did so emphatically and decidedly,
cloarly and distinctly, and I ask the bon. gentleman now to
redeem the pledge h made to the poople of Calgary when
ho delivered the address from which I quoted this extract.
He went on:

"lSir Hector, c3ntinuing, referred briefly to the questions of represen-
tation in Parliament and a representative Local legislature as amongst
the changes asked for. While he, as but one of the fourteen Ministers
composing the Government, could not iidicate its policy or give any
pledges on its behalf, he was understood to concede the justice of our
claim to a voice in the Parliament which makes our laws and collects
our taxes, and also to favor such an increase in the number of elected
members in the North-West Council as would tran3orn it virtuallv into
a representative body. He could only promise that all these matters
should have the best consideration of the Government, and, if at all pos-
sible, the views and wishes of the people sbould be met."

Now, Sir, it is quite clear from the speech -if the hon.
gentleman is correctly reported, and 1 made the extract
from a Calgary newspaper-that the most solemn assurances
wore given by this Minister of the Crown to his followers
who met him on that occasion, that all they Lad to do if they
had well founded grounds of complaint was to lay them at
the feet of the Government and they would roceive every
consideration. On the question of representation the hon.
gentleman ventured to give his own opinion, and in no un-
mistakable termas. I call on the hon. gentleman to carry out
to the people of the North-West the assurances ho gave them
on that occasion when ho was visiting the North-West Ter--
ritories. Sir, I tell the hon. gentleman that unless these fair
and reasonable demands of the people of the North-West
Territories are assented to, they can hardly expect that
peace and contentment, progress and prosperity will con-
tinue in that country. Now, Sir, at all the meetings held
in the North-West Territories there was pointed out very
clearly and very correctly the anomolous position that the
people of that country occupy-the unfortunate position
they occupy- the injustice of the position in which
they are placed. Sir, they are taxed by this Parliament,
for the purpose of carrying on the Government of
this country, for te purpose of carrying on the great public
works of this country; they are taxed to pay the national
debt of this country, in the creation of whiçh they had no

Mr CAxzRON (Huron).

voice, and upon all these matters they have no vote now.
They are taxed as a part of this great Dominion, and we
expect them to submit quietly without grumbling or corn-
plaint. Sir, although we pass laws affecting iall the material
interests, the progress and prosperity of that country, they
have no voice in this Parliament; they cannot advise;
they cannot protest; they cannot counsel with us, and they
cannot vote for or against any proposition that may be
submitted to the House. We, by an Act of Parliament,
open the pockets of the people of the North-West Territories,
and we keep their mouths closed for the want of an Act of
Parliament. I am introducing an Act of Parliament
which will open the mouthR of the settlers; hon. gentlemen
have passed Acts of Parliament opening their pockets.
Here in this Parliament, and every Session of this Parlia-
ment, we are constantly passing laws which materially
affect the progress and prosperity of the country
away to the west of us-laws affecting the interests,
the ultimate prosperity and the growth of that
country; and yet, Sir, we exclude the people who,
above all others, are interested in the character of
these laws, from a voice in that legislation-we exclude
them from having a vote as to whether it shall or shall not
pass. We who live, some of us at a distance of 2,000
miles from these territories, assume to know more about
the country than the people do themselves. We are
here in Ottawa framing laws, passing laws, moulding
laws, which effect the material prosperity of the psople in
the North-West Territories and we expet thcmtamely and
quiet.y to submit to those laws, and still we tell them in
the same breath, Yon shaIl not have a voice in the framing
of those laws, or a vote in the imposition of the taxes you
are called on to pay. We assume that we know more about
the country than the people living there. I ask how many
members uf tis Parliament have visited Maniloba?
How many have set foot in the prairies of the great
North-West ? How many Ministers of the Crown
have ever visited the North West? How many Ministers
of the Interior ever visited the North-West Territories ?
I am mistaken it a single Minister of the Interior ever
visited that country. But if they did visit it, their visits
have been like angels visits, few and far between, and they
have been very short It is true, Sir, some members of Par-
liament and some Ministers of the Crown, in a palace car,
surrounded with all the luxuries of modern life, and accom-
panied by a few choice companions, have sometimes taken a
pleasure excursion through the country to the foot of the
Rocky Mountains; but they saw nothing of the country
and learned nothing of the country, except what they saw
from the car windows. They delivered a few speeches from
the car platform, in reply to congratulatory addresses pre-
sented to therm by their followers ; but to say that they saw
the country by passing over it on the railway I say is not
possible. Very few of them have visited the centres of
population or have visited the people in their prairie homes.
At all events, no Minister of the Crown has been in the
country long enough to make himself thoroughly familiar
with the wishes and wants of the people there.
We know perfectly well that what would be in the
interest of the older Provinces would not be in the
interest of that magnificent inheritence which we
possess in the North-West ; what might suit us
might not suit them, and what might suit them might not
suit us. It is impossible for a Minister of the Qrown to
legislate intelligently with regard to the North-West Terri-
tories without making himaself acquainted with the wishes
and necessities of the people there. And yet we undertake
to do all that. Need we be surprised that in this condition
of affairs the people in those territories should grumble and
complain, and that during the last fall and the early part
of this winter they should have held numerous meetings,
protesting against being kept longer in a state of tutelage
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and servitude, and insistingthatthe GvoenntshaRcary
out their assurances that the peopleof the North-Weet Ter-
ritorios shall get represontation in this Parliament. Let
hon. gentlemen reflect for a single moment on the conse-
quences of it. D hon. gentlemen expeot that the people
who are called upon to pay the taxes we impose-upon them,
and to yield obedience to the laws passed in this Parlia
ment, will long romain in a peaceful and contented state ?
lion. gentlemen will find themselves mistaken ifthey think
so. They will learn, and the country will learn with sor-
row, that until this right is granted to them thore will
continue to be complaints of a very serious char-
acter from the people of the North-West. One can
easily understand that. Suppose we undertook teda to
exclude from the louse by a simple resolution the six re-
presentatives from the island of Prince Edward. This
Parliament can do wonders in that respect; we have eleeted
before now a member by resolution, and I suppose by resolu-
tion we can exclude one. Suppose by resolution we exclded
the six rembers from that Province from having a voice in
this Legisiature, what would be the consequence ? The
consequence would be, first, a solemn protest, and thon open
rebellion. And yet we treat our people in the North-West
Territories just in that way, and we expect them quietly
and tamely to submit to this sort of proceeding. Suppose
we said to our friends from.British Col umbia: We have no
noed of you in this Parliament; we can get on without you;
you have-been born in the country, or you have, lived long
in it, and you know more aboutit than we do; but we can
pass our laws without you, and we don't want you; we who
are thousands of miles from the country know botter its
wishos and necessities than you do who live there. What
would the people of British Columbia say ? Would they
tolerate it ? Not for an hour. And yet that is what we.
are doing in the case of our people in the North-West. We
are taxing them, and we are compelling thom to obey the
legislation of this House, and yet we expect thema to submit
to our taxation-and to yield obedience to our laws. The
thing won't do. Hon. gentlemen will have to solve, and
solve qaickly, this question of representation in this-Parlia-
ment. A question has arisen as to the population of the
territories. We cannot tell what the population is, nfor
shall we be able to tell for yeas to come, with any abso-
lute certainty. It is a floating aud shifting population. It
may be doubled or quadrupled in two or three years. I
hope it will; but it may be lessthan it is now. Hon. gen-
tlemen have taken stepse-te procure a cousus of those terri-
tories; but it will not be taken, in the ordinary course, for a
year or two, and if we are to wait until the consus roturns
are publishcd ith territories cannot get representation for.
two or three years. We know not what the population may
be ut that time. It may be 50,000 and it may be 509,000.;
yet in the face of the petitions and protests of the seiem,
their asking for this representation, we shall no doubt be
asked to wait until the consus returns are brought down,
and until we have some certainty of what the population is.
I say to deny the-people of the Northest Teritoriep-ey
resentation, and representation now-is to deytheone-of
the clearett rights a British subject is entitfed to, and I
hope the Fir-st Minister will not deny them> that right.'
Assiniboia, aecording to the stitement·I read a moment
ago, is claimed to have a population of 65,000; 1 honestly
believe that it cannot be luss than 50,000. The territory
of .Alberta. is aid to have a population of 40»00. It is
difficult, to form-ana idea of what the po pulation of the other
ter-ritories is, but, it must be very considerable. Now, the
two territores I have referred to have a large population-
a population four time tLat of Manitoba when it wa adait-
tcd into-thoUion w-vth, repuesutativos in Pantiamont of
four number's, and nearly four times what British Golumbia
hadwho it w.as aduitted intoi the Union with six members;
and th4wotewitradestogether have a population far ex,

oeeding Prince Edward Island when it was admitted into
the Union with six members. And yet we deny represen-
tation in this Parliament to those people who have made
their homes in that country, and intend to spend the re-
mainder of their livos there. Now, I propose in my Bill,
that they shall have representation in this Parliament,
and representation at once. I give the provincial district
Assiniboia, with 65,000, two members ; Alberta, with of
40,000, one member, and I give cach of the other terri-
tories one member-five moembers in all. I do not
think that representation is too large. In my opinion it is
too small, and when hon. gentlemen deal with my Bill, and
I trust that they will, as I believe they will, from the assur-
ances given by one of the Ministers of the Crown, give
Assiniboia three membors, Alberta two, and oach of the
other Provinces ono. I propose by my Bill that these peo-
ple shall be relieved of the disability under which they now
suffer, and shall be enabled to send representatives to this
Parliament who will, on the fluor of this House, deolare the
wants and wishes of the people of the North-West. I ask
the First Minister if, when ho is carrying his Bills through
this Parliament, having reference to the North-West, ho
would not be materially assisted il ho had the counsel and
advice of mon who have lived in the eountry for many years
and are thoroughly conversant with its necossities. The hon.
gentleman can give me but one answer te that question. I
propose in my Bill that there shall be an election before the
1su of Decomber next, in order that the reprosenta-
tives from the North-West Torritories may be pre-
sent at the next Session of this Parliament,
and the next Parliament ahio. I want the Government
to give thein reprosentation, and to give them represon-
tation for the next two Sessions of this Parliament. The
details of the Bill I do net propose to enter into. I m ove
the second roading of the Bill, with the earnest hope that i t
will become the law of the land. I believe that if the Bill
passes it will tend very largely to allay a large amount of
the discontent and dissatisfaction that exists in the North-
West Territories, beoause one can easily see that if the
people have representatives in Parliament, through whom
they can make known their wishes and wants, they will not
have the sanie goundls of complaint that theiy would havo
if the legislation was passed behind thoir backs and sormo-
times against their solemn protest. I movo the second
reading of the Bill, bolieving thoroughly that its passage
will tend to allay to a large extont the discontent and dissa-
tisfaction which now, to somoecxtet, prevails in the North-
West Torritories; I umovo the second reading of tho Bill,
bt1lieving tha-t by giving representation to the territorios
wo are doing a simple measure of jastico to the peoplo
of the North-West Torritorios; I move the second reading
of the Bill in the earnost hope that it will bocome law,
believin, that if it should becomo law the people of the
North-W5 est Tôrritories will be satisfied that this is an
earnest, on the part of the Parliament of Canada, of our
desirc to mete out to thom the same justice that we moe
out to other portions of tho Dominion.

Sir IHECTOR LANGEVIN. I would have wishod that
the hon. gentleman, wben lie introduced this Bill, had
favored us with i be remarks which ho has made this evening,
as I would have then been prepared to answer the able
argument ho has just made. Under these circumstances,
this being an important measare, I would desire to postpone
my remarks to another day, and beg therefore to move that
the debate bc now adjourncd.

Motion (Sir Ilector Langevin) agreed to, and debate
adjourned.

MARITIME COURT OF ONTAR[O.
House resolved itself into committee on Bill (No. 11) to

extend the jurisdiction of the Maritime Court of' Ontario-
(*r. Allan.)
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(In the Committee.)
On section 1,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. When this matter was

discussed before it seemed to bo the general opinion of the
House that it should not apply to supplies but only to
repairs. I propose that the words " or for necessaries
supplied to any such ship " bc struck out. I propose also
that this Bill should not have a protective effect, that the
clause providing that the maritime courts shall have jurisdic-
tion b made to apply to claims arising after the passage of
this Bill.

Amendment agrood to.
Mr. RYKERT. I move the following amendment, of

which I have given notice:-
This Act shall not apply to any claim for building, equipping or

repairing of any ship, made or incurred before the passing hereof.

Amendmont agreed to.
Committee rose and reported.

HOLES IN ICE ON FREQUENTED WATERS.
Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). I regret that I was not

in my place when this Bill-Bill (No. 22) to amend the
Criminal Law, and to declare it a misdemeanor to leaveun-
guarded and exposed holes cut in the ice on any navigable
or frequented waters-came up for the second roading, as I
think I could have explained some objections male to it by
hon. members; but sintco I have heard what has been said
and objected to, and upon consulting members of the
Government and others in the louse, I have considered it
would be advisable to move:

That the Order for the House te go into committee be discharged,
and that the gill be referred to a select committee, composed of the
following gentlemen : Messrs. Hall, Iver, Landry (Kent), Davis, Wells,
Girouard, Beaty, Cameron (Victoria), Fleming, and the mover.

Motion agreed to.

EVIDENCE IN CRIMINAL CASES.
liouse resolved itself into comnittee on Bill (No. 6) to

further amend the law of evidencoein criminal cases.-(Mr.
Cameron, Huron.)

(In the Committee.)
Mr. MoCARTHY. I propose to move the amondment of

which I have given notice to the fourth clause. I propose
to add to the clause the following words:-

Provided, that se far as the cross-examination relates te the credit
of the accused, the court may limit such cross-examination to such ex-
tent as it thinks proper, although the proposed cross-exanination might
be permissible in the case of any other witness.

This is to prevent the accused being cross-examined as to
character. The witness puts himself in the box, and is
liable to be cross-examined as te his past history and char-
acter; and, in the case of an accused,he may be condemned,
not, perhaps, because he was guilty of the offence with
which ho is charged, but because his general character may
be such as to cause him to be punished for his past offences.
I think that is unreasonable and unfair. I further propose
to add:

In case an accused person, tried before a jury, does not tender him-
self or herself a witness, or become a witness on the trial, no observa-
tions shall be allowed to be made at the trial by the prosecutor or by
the counsel far the prosecution, as te him or her net se tendering him-
eelf or herself as a witnese, or net being a witness, nor shahl any adverse
inference be drawn against the innocence of the accosed by reason
thereof.

It leaves it optional with the accused to go into the witness
box or not, with this logislative declaration, so far as it will
h of authority, that his not going into the witness box will
not bc tatken against him.

Mr. CAMERON (Iuron). I am sorry to say that I eau-
not assent to the proposition of my hon. friond. Tho first

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.

amendment he proposes to make is to limit the cross-
examination, that is, as far as I understand it, that when a
defendant goes into the box to give evidence on his own
behalf the counsel for the Crown is not to be at liberty to
cross.examine him, to ascertain whether ho is credible or
not. His mouth is to be closed on that subject, unless with
the assent of the judge. It appears to me that that is
hardly a reasonable or fair thing. If a man secs fit, when
on trial, to offer himself as a witness, ho ought to be pre-
cisely in the same position as any other witness. I do not
think that, if I spoke for an hour, I could express this in
better language than that of Lord Bramwell, in the letter I
quoted to the louse on the second reading of this Bill. He
is no mean authority on a question of this kind, and he
says:

" I send you a copy of the Evidence Bill, which passed the Lords
this Session. It is the same as they passed last Session. It is, I be-
lieve, the same as was brought in by the Government and passed
the aommons last Session, with one exception, namely: in that
Bill was a provision that the defendant in a criminal case, when called
as a witness, should not be cross-examined as to his paát career and
character."

Now, that is the amendment of the hon. gentleman, except
as to the action of the judge-

" This was contested in the Gommons, but carried by a small major-
ity. It is clearly wrong, and I believe contrary to the opinion of our
Attorney-General. If a man presents himself as a witness, there ought
to be a power to see what he is worth as such. There cannot be op-
posite rules for ascertaining that-one where the proceeding is criminal,
another where it is not. If the question is whether the defendant
assaulted or libelled the plaintif or prosecutor, and the defendant
tenders himself as a witness, it is manifest that he should be dealt
with in the same way, whether the proceedings be by indictment or
civil action. No doubt it puts the defendant in an awkward dilemma,
if not being called or being subject to sncb enquiries, but t dare say
there may be convictions, fnot because the man has committed the
offence charged, but some other-not many. There is no help for it.
And remember that it is hard upon a prosecutor of good character
that he should be put on an equality with one of bad character.
Rem-mber also, that the prosecuting counsel may always say to the
jury: My client bas been aeke:i no question te show he is untrust-
worthy ; I could not ask such questions of the defendant,"

The effect ofthat amendrnent would be to leave it discre-
tionary with the judge how far the crosE-examination should
go, but a counsel would in that case ask no questions at all,
because ho migbt be stopped any moment. It seems to me
very unfair, when a man goes into the witness box to pledge
his oath to a certain state of facts, that the jury should not
have an opportunity of judging what weight they should
attach to that man's evidence. They can only do that by a
thorough cross-examination. Ho may be a gaol-bird or a
penitentiary-bird, ho may have been guilty of the mo Lt
serious offences, he may have been convicted for perjury
twenty times, and yet you cannot ask him a question as to
that. That is not fair, or just, or right, and I do not think
it would help the administration ot justice to add such a
provision. The fourth clause of my Bill doos, to some extont,
give a protection. It says :

" Provided also, that no person so charged, being a witness on any
hearing of sncb charge, shall have the right to refuse to answer any
question, on the ground that it w ould criminate him or her, as Io the
offence charged, unless the court before whom such hearing shall take
place shal tlhink fit."

He has got a certain protection there. I think it is all
the protection ho is fairly entitled to, and thorefore I shall
have to oppose the amendment of the hon. member.

Mr. McCARTHY. The amendment which I propose
leaves the matter practically for the judge or the court who
hears the person cross-examined to say whether the cross-
examination is going too far or not. It is well known to
many members of the flouse, and it has been often felt by
laymen, that the right of cross-examination is rather exces-
sive, too indefinite, and that parties who go and tender
themselves as witnesses are subjected to cross-examination
into the history of their whole life, going into matters
which have no direct concern with the question before the
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court, and in point of fact putting the witness through a
terrible ordeal. If the unfortunate man who is accused of
the offence, and of which ho is supposed to be innocent, is
to undergo that ordeal, it will nearly always prevent him
from coming forward as a witness. Now the court will
have a right to say whether the cross-examination has gone
far enough, or too far, and the court will allow it to go as far
as it thinks proper and necessary for the elucidation of truth
and for the purposes of the trial; but the moment
he thinks the Crown officer is going too far ho'
can at once interfere and stop him. I think this
is a fair principle, because this is all an experiment, an
experiment which, [ dare say, any person who has been in
the habit of defending prisoners, will find it embarrassing to
act upon. I dare say my hon. friend, who generally acts
for the Crown, and not for the accused, would find it trouble-
some, if ho was acting for a prisoner, to decide whether he
would put him into the box or not. Of course, I respect
the authority my hon. friend has referred to; but, after ail,
we are at liberty to follow our own judgment, even against
the opinion of so distinguished a lawyer as Lord Bramwell.
Thisamendment is a suggestion ofone of the ChiefJustices of
the Province from which I come, in the very language drawn
up by him, and I submit it to the committee as a proper
limitation upon the general right of cross-examination.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I think there is a difficulty in ap-
plying this law which will be increased by the amendment
which is proposed. I believe the evidence of the accused
is bad evidence, and that ho should not be examined. While
I do not think the evidence of fhe accused should be ac-
cepted, still, if h is to be examined, I do not see how the
amendment proposed by my hon. friend who last spoke,
would tend to the elucidation of the truth. If the accused,
or the prisoner, chooses te go into the box as a witness, ho
should be examined as to his credibility like any other wit-
ness. I think it would be a mistake to adopt the amend-
ment. I believe the principle of the Bill itself is bad,
but this amendment would make it worse. I soe there are
two or three amendments to be proposed, and it might be
botter to refer them back to the select committee from
which this Bill comes.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The select committee appointed
to examine and report upon the Bill have fairly considered
the whole question, and they thought it botter to refer the
Bill just as it paseed the English House of Lords, where the
matter had been fully and fairly discussed for several Ses-
sions ; in fact, they thought it botter to make no change of
any kind. The Bill before you is a verbatim copy of the
Bill passed by the House of Lords.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Were these amendments now before
the Chair discussed in the committee ?

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). No.
Amendment (Mr. McCarthy) to section 4, negatived.
On proposed amendment (p. 498) as section 5,
Mr. McCARTIIY. That clause was reported, I thinks

by my hon. friend as chairman of the former committee, in
these very words. I de not know why hlie has changed his
opinion about it. unless hoe is so enamored of the opinion of
the House of Lords that ho thinks we cannot alter or go
beyond it. It doos appear to me that this is a very fair pro-
vision. The accused can be called as a witness if this
Bill becomes law, and if ho is not called the fact will always
be used as a strong argument against him by the Crown
prosecutor, and I think it is not fair, this boing experi-
mental legislation to a groat extent, that ho should boesub-
jected to that option.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). If the Bill is to pass at all,
that clause ought to be inserted in it. But I have great doubt
as to the expediency of passing this Bill, great doubt as toes
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the prineiple involved in it. But if we are to have the Bill,
that clause certainly should be inserted in it, in my opinion.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not agro with the on. members in
that respect. The object of the Bill is to further the cause
of justice, to get at the truth, and I cannot see why a man
who is competent to testify to the truth or falsity of the
facts alleged against him, if he chooses to go upon the stand,
that we should shut him out. He las the privilege of going;
if ho doos not choose to take that privilege, then he must
take the consequence of it. One would suppose we were
legislating entirely Lu the interests of persons accused. If
the man will not go he has no right to complain. The jury
will draw their inference, at any rate.

Mr. McCARTIIY. The accused may be perfectly inno-
cent of the charge, but ho may bo subjected to a cross.
examination as to other matters, which it vould be very
inconvenient for him to answer, and that might prejudice
his case before the jury. We all know that whon a person
is a bad character or has been mixed up in discreditable
transactions, it would be of great prejudice to him to have
these facts brought out in a cross-examination upon another
and distinct offence altogether.

Mr. TUPPER. I am opposed to the amendment, simply
becauso, as I pointed out before, it is impossible to enforce
it. You may put it upon the statute, but, as a judge in the
State of Maine stated, in his charge to the jury, it is abso.
lutely impossible toe carry it into effect. That presumption
would be drawn against every man who did not do what he
was virtually challenged to do by this kind of legislation.
He would be called upon to stand a cross-examination, and
ho would have no choice about it. I think hon. gentlemen
who are presenting this Bill should, in order to be consist-
ent, carry out to their conclusion the arguments which have
been urged, naçiely, that there should be no distinction in
these cases from civil cases. I disagree with hon. gentle.
men who have expressed that opinion; but that opinion is,
I think, consistent with the spirit that actuates this kind of
legislation. I direct the attention of the House again to the
difforences of opinion among those hon. gentlemen who
support the Bill, in order to show how we ought to hesitate
in regard to accepting it. The opinions of Lord Bramwell
on this subject have not obtained, as yet, in the House of
Commons; ho has suggested this course, but other gentle-
men who have framed other Bills have drawn them differ-
ently. Those Bills are now all receiving calm consideration
before the Grand Committee of the House of Commons.
We have beard in this discussion additional reasons for
hesitating. We have got along very well without this
legislation, and we can afford to wait and be guided, not
merely by the decision at which the House of Lords bas
arrived, but by the decision of the whole Parliament of
Great Britain, of which we may be able to obtain the bee.
fit next year.

Mr. MILLS. I think the proposition contained in the
amendment is a reasonable one. It seems to me that when
the House is not prepared to go so far as to compel a prisoner
to give evidence, we should not use moral compulsion to
place him in a position in which we will not put him by law.
He should be protected against animadversions for non-
appearance.

Mr. BOSSE. I am very much struck at what seems to
be the impracticability of this amendment. What law can
be passed to prevent au inference being drawn by a jury,
and the verdict given as a result of that inference? I am,
too, at a loss to know what legislation will prevent such a
result. This remark is only as to the amondment under
consideration. Other considerations aleo apply to this
amendment. Last year I had occasion to oppose this Bill,
and I cannot allow it to pus this year without entering my
protebt against the whole of its provisions, I had occasion
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to read the report of the discussions in the House of Lords trials, all the chances will b in his favor. He will have
in England upon the Bill whon it was presented, and espe- more chance to carry to the minds of the jury the conviction
cially the observations of Lord Bramwell; and with all duo that ho is in reality what ho seems not to be-that ho is
respect to so high an authority, I must confess that I am at in reality an innocent man, but a man who is awed
a loss to see the weight of reasoning which lias been by the position in which ho stands, by the pomp and
brought to sustain hit measure. Those reasons are far from form of a trial. One question solves the whole
convincing, to my mind. They are very fow and can be matter. What good is to be derived from this law y
stated briefly. One of the main reasons for the Bill is, that None, to my mind. Who is to believe the man who is put
in some cases only one witness i- heard and the prisoner's between his oath and imprisonment for a longer or shorter
mouth is closed. It is also stated that it would ho vory period-perhaps imprisonment for life ? Who is to believe
wrong to allow the lawyer in the case to make a statement the man who is placed between bis oath and bis own exis-
which the prisoner could not make, and that it is wrong tence ? Who is the jiryman who is going to rest his own
also to allow the defence to state that the prisoner's mouth verdict upon evidence given under these deplorable circum-
is closed. Each of those three reasons seen to fail. What stances ? I submit that the truth cannot be elicited and
is the thet whon only one witness is heard ? If only one that no faith can.be attached te evidence given under these
witness is beard, surely there will b no conviction, unless circumstanoes. One rezult of passing this Billwiil bcor-
his evidence is sufficiently strong to convince the minds of tain-that thora wilI hca errible augmentation of the
the jury that the prisoner is guilty. If that evidence stood crime of perjury; and another resuit wiil bc to accustom
alone, and if it was not corroborated by other evidence or peopie to beieve that hy perjuring thomselvcs they can
circumstances, and if it was not sufficiently strong to savo thornslves frern conviction. I sec evils whioh wil
satisfy, without corroboration, the minds of the jury, surely resuit from this measure, and I eau see ne good which can
there could not be a conviction, There is, therefore, ne possibly rosuit from it; and for these reasons I move that
harm in allowing the law to remain as it is-that there the committee do now riso.
may be a conviction when there is only one witness heard Mr CAMERON (Huron). This seems te me to ho an
and the prisoner is not heard, if the evidence of the unfair and a cowardly way in whieh to deal with this Bil.
witness is sufficient to satisfy the minds of reasonable men
that there should ha a conviction. We are told, it was Som hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
statel during the débute, that it may be saidiu ctho ir. CAMERON (Huron). I an perfectly in order.
defonce that the prisoer's mouth is closod, that the Mr. DESJARDINS. I beg that the chairman wil ask
prisonr as nt had an opportuity to give bis own eo ean othr re it s
story. W ail know what litte effet this kind of te o g ele th r i e s t n
defence bas upon the minds ofrjuryme; and if the prisner sult
hiiself is Dlot at liberty to maka bis statement Mir. CAMERl f(taron). I say I arperfeactly in order.
with bis owrn lips, surely bis iawyor is there Tho C1AIiRNAN. I do net stc tthattthoron, gentleman
to make it for him, if thoe is anytbing to 1 M bas any right to say that the stop taken by the ton. gentle.
said, and it will ho said botter than if the prisoner man is cowardly.
uttored it. There are twe ether reasons given, and I bave
heard them repeatod in this flouse hy supporters of the Bill.IMr. CAMEIRON (Huron). Wall, Sir, if that is your
The first ishlthat bad convictions wiii ho fewer under the e drung I subiwit te it, but I aiw satisfied I arinerder ail
iystern than under the oid system. But ihis is begging the the saine.
question, by assuming the Iiiet that thera iii be fewer con- Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
victions under the new system than under the old i te Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I amin perfect order. I say
affirn a fact which is not proved and we are oott givis an that it is net a fair way-and I suppose that is in order-to
roason to show why those convictions wi hless indofr th deal with a BII of this kind. After a full discussion the
new than under the old system. Again, w3 are told that
juries ought te know ail the facts. Every eue kows that principle of the Bi d was affirmed by the honse, andlemw
toe makeandifo the only oject of a triai, is to arrivghttwen we are trying te get the Bi into sape, the
ail tho fats. Il is again beggirg the question te rsa that nteoardly.
ifhertherpeoad i th ebysupp oterteBlr.portng the Bi, which woud, of course, kii themeasure.
ifTe firtiser t bad onilcthon s wi be u er thnown That is a habit which bas crept into this Parliamnt during
than if ho is net bard. Lot us consider, for a moment ho sme

quetinbyasumngth fcttht hee il b fwe cn- Soe hon MEw Ea R S. nd Ordaer ordr. e n, nm

what will ho the neesult of the examination of the prisoner. opinion ande if bon. getieren are pposed te the principie of
fie must whsuhmitted te croe-xaminatien. It ha aoon tha is t a moir agand tpe h r in ord-

attom pted to curtail tho c -oss-examination b and how wal eitsthe de l lwth aBil of t is in d. te ra u di in he
pos hly h curtailed sThe .bjet c , ross-examination iment obut hParliament i as adopted the B i oe, it ,as dcid djurascertain whether the witnoss is or is net wort that in wore shape tho prncipie of the Bi should thte assented te by the moeuse. The ou, gentleman who spoko
of credence, and if ho can bebeio ved under oat. The last was nt here whon tich Bil was read the second tire,
test cf bisocredibiiity is the cross-examination, and but that was n t oui faust, for ho should have bent breand
that crss-examinationis Let o curtaied, how aroeW the ho w he ad noppvrtu ita onesin h
te ascertain whethor the xctsastated in the examinet-r ncplofheBhAtnprntyoardiscussing ah
Hien-m-cf ve bmted trossean ain ttd Tasbe amedment of the bon. member for North Sirncoe (Mr.
wil raise curthami d eovery oe an uncortainty MimcCarthy) as te whether there should ho auy cemments
as to the vracity e the witness, se that i n wl hbchold that made by counshe on a prisner not e gving videuce, and
no reliance an b e paced on bis bvidence. If tht cross- upon that ame Hdment the hon. geutiman m ves that the
examination is appied te the pris-ner, w have, ln order te committee riso and theroBy kill the Bis. Now, I do net
knew w at its efe t win io, toe distingish betwean the twe think that that is a fair way of doing.
classes of priseners who may hc brougtte the bar. Is the ng
man tiid, and unaccstomed te ahidtho form and pop ofra Mr. Mo CA ThY. I trust that the motion mado ay the
cririnais trial? Isuc a case theroe are very many nm oon. member for QuNbec (or. Bossé) wii net prevai. I
chances against one, net oly that the truth wi et b think this Bi is an important ue. Ithas passed its second
eiaited, but tat th whoe of the prisoner' bearin od d reading, net ony on this Occasion, but on another occasion,
answers wilotene against him. If, on the ther hand, a man and it 18 one whic, at ail ev ts, according tenexpgri.ne
is a hardened criminal, a jail-bird, a Mnan accustomed to in the Province of Ontario, will not, I think, be fraught
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with the great dangers which my hon. friend from Quebec
(Mr. Bossé) thinks would result. All that has been said by
my hon. friend who so ably addressed the House with regard
to perjury, was urged before in England; it bas been urged
in this country, as to the admission of defendants in civil
cases to give evidence, and although it might possibly add
somewhat to the crime of perjury, nevertheless, I am quite
satisfied that the result, on the whole, bas been good, and
that the object of a trial has been attained, that object being
the elucidation of the Iruth. The object of a trial is to
ascertain whether a man is really guilty or innocent, and it
does appear to be an extraordinary way to arrive at that
result to say that the party accused is not to be at liberty
to tell bis own story. If he is innocent, certainly thatstory,
under cross-examination, will tend to bis acquittal. But, if
on the other hand, he is merely committing perjury, the
result, I think, in almost every case, is that the fact that he
is not telling the truth is ascertained by the jury under
cross-examination, and by the appearance, the manner and
derneanor of the witness. The principle of the Bill, there-
fore, I think, is a good one, and I trust it will be allowed to
become law. As to matters of detail, of course we may
differ; but the House having passed the second reading, I
trust that the motion before the committee to rise will not
prevail.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I regret to have to differ
from the hon. gentleman who last spoke, and I speak, like
him, on behalf of the Province of Ontario. I confess that
my opinion is that the Bill will be productive of more harm
than good. The principle of the Bill seems to me to be an
utter contradiction of the well-known principle of English
criminal law, that no man shall be required to criminate
himself. That principle hitherto has been supposed to be
the basis of the administration of criminal justice in Eng-
land, and to mark the distinction between the manner in
which it is conducted there and in France and other conti-
nental countries. If the Bill passes, the practical effect is,
that a man shall be required to criminate himself. If ho
tender himself as a witness and is cross-examined, he neces-
sarily can be convicted out of his own mouth, and if he does
not tender hi.mself, thon his failing to do so is certainly
making him criminate himself, and therefore I think that
it is an entire contradiction of that salutary maxim of Eng-
lish law, that no man shall b3 roquired to criminato him-
self. I do not understand that my hon. friend from Huron
(Mr. Cameron) is quite correct in saying that a principle of
a Bill is asserted because it is allowed to be read a second
time-that, in fact, no question as to the principle of the
Bill can be raised if it is read the second time, and that if
an hon. gentleman doos not happen to be in bis place in the
House when a Bill is read a second time ho is tO be precluded
from objecting o it thereafter, at any stage, because the
principle is admitted. I refuse to accede to any such
position. I was not here when the Bill was read the second
time, and ;f I had been present I would have opposed it, for
reasons which I could have given ; but I do not think I
have lost my right or my duty-for I feel I am discharging
a duty in opposing the Bill-because I was not present
when the Bill was read the second tirne. I shall, there-
fore, support the motion of the hon. member for Quebec
(Mr. Bossé,)

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is that the committee
do rise.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I am thankful to the hon. member

Some hon. MEMBERS. The question has been put.

The CHAIRMAN. No; I have not put it.

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. Mr. Speaker, I thank the hon. mem-
ber who preceded me for having answered the assertion ofi

my hon. friend for North Simcoe, that the opposition to this
measure only came from the Province of Quebec. I am
sure the views expressed by the hon. member for Quebeo
Centre will find adherents from ail parts of the Dominion.

For my part I can say that it is, as a student of English
criminal law, that I disapprove of the provisions of the
Bill. I know that the House has already expressed its
opinion on the measure at its second reading, and if I ask
the attention of the House for a moment, it is less in the
hope of reversing the vote of the other night than to register
my protest against a measure which I believe to be hasty,
uncalled for and dangerous.

We are told it has passed the House of Lords in England.
So it bas. Still I do not know, I do not think it bas, nor
that it will become the law of,England yet. Even if it had,
my opinion would not be changed. I have carefully read
what has been said in this House on the different occasions
when this Bi Ilias been brought before it; I have read what
was said in the House of Lords upon the question, and I
am still uncompromisingly opposed to this measure; and
examining it with the light of a long experience in Crown
cases, I cannot refrain from saying that I think it is a bad
measure, a very bad measure. The more so, because it will
tend to propagate amongst those who, in a great measure,
administer the criminal laws, I mean the jurors, that ex-
aggerated, unhealthy sentimentality, that misplaced sym.
pathy, which often brings the most honest people close to
complicity with criiminals. An exaggerated fear of danger
is called pusillanimity; an exaggerated fear of error easily
becomes weakness and dangerous loniency, and the original
idea of this legislation is to be found in that exaggerated
fear ofjudicial error.

Say what we may, it is not in the austerity of the morals
of the people, in the stern reprobation of crime, and the
inexorable determination of punishing it, that we find that
nervous sensitiveness in favor of imaginary victime of
judicial error.

The general tendency is unfortunately in the direction of
relaxing the severity of the law, both in the detection and
punishment of crime.

You are arguing in favor of the best and most complete
evidence in criminal cases, and you forget that, by this legis.
lation, you are attacking in its foundation the principle that
has guided the world in the selection of a criterion for truth
in matters of evidence; the intelligent declaration of a dis.
interested witness. "Intorest is the measure of actions " says
Pothier. That maxim, in its broadest sense,which is not the
sense which Pothier gives iL, is in a large measure the rule
of the acts of mon. It has passed into the language, "You can.
not well appreciate th*- question, yoi are interested in it."
" You would not show so ruch passion in the matter if you
were not interested in it." And language is there the true
interpret of human belief.

You are introducing, in the process of fi nding the truth,
an element which the verdict of humanity has rejected. I
do not speak of exceptional cases; I know that a trifle
would lead one to perjury whilst another would not save
his own life by means of a false oath.

Laws must take the average of men with their average
moral value. The multiplicity of occasions where an affirm-
ation on oath has been declared necessary has been the
consequence of a relaxity in the moral sense of the people,
and in vulgarising the oath, if I might use that expression,
you have minimised its solemnity and sanctity.

And strange to say, general as the use of the oath has
become, Ihe repression of perjury has not, in any way,
increased in the proportion of the number of cases where it
is committed.

Unnecessarily multiplying the number of cases where an
oath is administered is multiplying the number of oppor-
tunities for perjury, and diminiahing in the same rate the
average value of an oath, and, as a consequence, rendering
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more difficult the search for truth. The uncertainty of the vent, as much as possible, the escape of criminals as well es
evidence is far more dangerous than the scarcity of witnesses, to exempt innocents from being unduly punished. And if,
To know all is not more important than to know well. through the frailty or wickedness of'men, an accident hap-
You say you want to throw more light on the object you pons and a wrong conviction is obtained, it 18 no reason for
have in view. Take care not to mistake color for light, altering the laws; the fauit was not in the Iaw, it was in
and render your object less distinct than it was before. The the perversity of human nature.
art of dissimulation would play an important part in your Let us go further. You are afraid that with a good law
process of bringing out the truth, and the less scrupulous and a good judge an accident wilI happen, and the liberty,
would have an unfair advantage over the plain truth talker. the honor, or the life of a good citizen will be lost. And te
Truth is depicted naked. In our days, and with most men, prevent that accident, vhich you know is net one iu a tlou-
you will find that a well-dressed fiction bas more chance of sand, you open a door through which hundreds of criminals
being accepted, and of moving its auditors. will pass. Have you thouglt, in your humanitarian dream,

Do not tell me that in the confusion of falsehood and that each of those criminals bat your tenderness lets loose
truth, of disinterested evidence and prejudiced declarations, is a dangerous enemy te the liberty, the honor, the iimbs
of virtue.cloaked rascality, and clumsy sincerity, the and the life of good citizens? Have you put in the scale
piercing eye of justice shall distinguish the right line the number of children perverted, of families dishonored, of
between innocence and guilt1 I answer you with the im- weunds infiicted, of murders committed, by the hundreds of
partial judgment of a long experience in those matters: desperadoes whom your imprudent philanthropy bas
It would be a mistake even with learned and cool-headed spared and emboldened?
judges; how much more would it be with an unguarded, It las been said that the fear of being found ln fauit by a
credulous jury. Honesty here adds to the danger in the strct cross examination would deter the guilty party from
case of an artful criminal. offering false evidence. This is a fallacy toc flattering for

As it is, the detection of offences is becoming more the lawyer. We mus not forget that we are allu search
and more difficult, owing to that laxity of the moral sense of the best means of finding the truth in the intricacy cf
of the people. How much more will you render it by confiicting evidence in a criminal case. The worst evit to
introducing a new and powerful element of delusion in the b foared is the escape, unpunished, cf the consummate
evidencee? crintass. We have already said that, as a le, and we

Do not tell me that your law is demanded by public must not legsate for exceptions, as a ruie the innocent is
op wellxproected. Well, the habitul frequenterof the courts,pracot o ith rothe clevfr scoundrel, whieeas made a study f crime and ofheirremediable errors of justice. 1have been tbthe means of evading the law in committing it, will addg rover tweve years in one 0f the great centres yor law as a special branch of is study, and a most usefulfthejudiciary districts for Crown cases. My practice, addition to bis means of escape will it be. Ho knows that
for te number, variety, and importance f cases, as beens te o aeai twha

consderble Wel, r. peaerI sy wthot vnit, ~Le an gioodi judetiany thadet lill capn, nd ithen albey

witnesses have been oard. He can build bis criminahave yet te leamp that an innocent man was punished in machinery with unfinised pieces, fo which is own testi-
cases above police fenceswhie I would hesitate before ls ay t ti hm ta ra

assuingthoresonsiihiyo saing hatailmy liet hatn each o tose criinas ht gyour tneres mots loosea

wrinnocth werpon ittedfclintsappealances of innocence and tuth. Nay, more. TheAsinoen t hoeanim itcfthj aeessa legielator mustflot forgot at the manufacture of evidencefo g a s vrithye nimyesurefhthheryromans numb efgi byaccomplices, by friendes, by the paid servants f criminals,y is an imortant factor in the struggle f crime againstparties wbo are acquitted wilrepresentan enormous pro-Soete
portion of the nuiber of the accused. 0f the twelve mensoiet ha t me s ea tao theat yo bian oundi gale I wa
empannesled te try a pritaneryeyay rely that, on an paby fof industey. The witnesses are net scarce, unfortunately,
impulse cfthher sympathye; tree those six will perseista esnotr h t e in
in their disposition te acquit, tîrough sme bias of md o stwarming in the moral lume tof Society. Tliey are
spirit of contradiction, a.nd semetimes a partîality for fIécot wanting eidnucaber; t iey only want the courage;v hey
ability of the counsel; it is net uncemmon that, lu the end, are afraid ef detection. Tbey can build for their principals

Fomefrindlyconoctin, ome ympthy f asfIe moat ingenieus contrivances te mislead justice, but theirfociationcoward rascality fails when the danger of dtectionsbegins,
some old spit againe the prosecutr, fie Crown counsel, bcause detection meas pssibility f punisnment. But
on ,n accunst ft he nmbe, caryoeofrvctims falenunerwgive them tIe chance tf having their stery, in fthe ra-jurors towardsan eunjustiofiable jacquihttai. W ell, cfrtose -ne levertsc orl h ha mae sof riand of

or fwo evil-disposed jurers the courts generafly have reasens temias rof ad elct wc in t itctie , iln an
by thestemu proposition, tjyt thore o ne evidence te justify our thwia audcity bnceof h ity, dim o n
an acquitta , and that the presumptions raised fer bfe atsfear of danger, thewr ingenuity reviving with
prisoner's dlence are devoid of foundation. tery often tI the greanier chanceso fsuccys, . Where tIe wifness le
absolute impossibility cf finding a word in wae dcratiôn frightend the prisoner will net besitate. Shame for
cf the witneses teo support fc thory f the innocence of shame, le wil choose the psameof perjury to that

Oone tei penitcntiary. The fear cf détection is nothing ferthe accused is the astand only argument of the h m Ail tho cn re fit s tie Wat he moseau-a

werinnotent oejra ciete. terte xus f app ear c f ncene n hd ruth N ay, moe Th

•Agins lthg psheuimd i f the jrmlaiaten the cessy c gtienlaor perjuryt gaint a conviction far felony. Your
fidio a viefcbit, h e surechato of num er , efof uiltatutesIpneyereunderstood througi what leniency, only
antie who sarbeacquittedwfilirepresents cf enomos p-tems perjury a msdemeaor. The accused, when on bis
Unfortunateiy, in discussing tbese dolicate questions, trial, lias the privilege te sit near bis counsel, arnengst tfiesentiment of apt ttae the plae ofold reaoning, and onleo gentlemen f the long robe. And do you atink fiat the

e disposed to takras a glorieusnule fe more sentimental tardened crmia, ft a prteunisb meato f whiom yenae
tîan intelligent maxi , that ai bottera fat ninety-nine equally interested in fsding tie trut, as fer the protection
criminals should escape than that onf innocent isould be cf thegood citizen, do c n think that that ardoned cimi-
inished. The only good ulei fthat al criminals shouid nal is nt aware cf ail that; and knoigmitr do ye believe
o punihed and ail innocents acqitted. T e perfection of that ho will hesitate? No; he owi ntm thevidence cf

laws dtof tribunals would priap bring that ule te be a reis accomplices; hoewi Tenpicate it without any danger
fact. Net to perfection, the lawse mut be snc as to pre- for fhem. Danger for himeîft, do you say? Dee ho net
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know as well as yourself that the Crown seldom prosecutes
for perjury, and then only when some private interest is at
stake to press the action of the Crown. Does he not know
that impunity in those cases would be the rule, prosecution
and punish ment the exception. He will perjure himself,know-
ing that if lis perjury does not save him, the Crown shall
not follow him after lis conviction; and that if bis perjury
saves him, the Crown prosecutor will let him go in disgust,
with the remark of that witty Attorney-General, "Oh! let
him be discharged, your honor, we will have a chance to
convict him next term."

You ask also that the wife may be a witness against her
husband. Have those who have framed this law thought of
the great evil that it will cause ? I do not want to repeat re-
marks that have already been made in this House in respect
to the cruelty of bringing a wife te testify against her bus-,
band. I take the lowest class of people, the most numer-
ouî of those who appear before the criminal courts. I speak
of classes that have been deprived by poverty and vice, vice
engendered by intemperance, by poverty. I say that accord-
ing to the experience of those who have pleaded in those
courts, when a man, through drink or poverty, has lowered
himself to the commission of crime, you may still find in the
mother of the children of that depraved man a scnse of
honor, a remnant of virtue ; and you would bring that unfor-
tunate wife, who has to support all the ignominious conduct
of her husband, into the presence of that ruffian, and ask
ber to expose herself to the danger of being brutally treated
by her husband if she gives evidence against him 1 or else to
stifle the sense of honor, the remnant of good reputation
that st.hl remains with ber, by giving false evidence !

In the most important cases, in those cases where the crim-
inal bas put all lis ingenuity, the difficulty is to have clear
and positive evidence. Circumstantial evidence, in many
cases, is the only evidence upon which such criminals are
convicted. I speak from experience and with a deep feel-
ing of justice, when I say that circumstantial evidence will
be completely destroyed by this legislation. Circumstantial
evidence, with jurors weak as they are,will be useless against
the clever rascal who will come before the court in the wit-
ness box, and will make, on his oath, a plausible declaration
that he is not guilty. Yes, Mr. Speaker, I speak with a
deep sense of duty towards society when I say that we are
not prepared for this legislation; that by its enactmont you
encourage perjury; you give a premium to it; more than
that, you render it necessary. The amendment proposed
by my hon. friend (Mr. Me'jartby) having been refused,
there shall always be a presumption of guilt against the
accused who does not proffer is evidence.

I resume my objections: You force upon the jury a de-
praved source of evidence; yon multiply the occasions of
perjury ; you push the criminal into deeper depravity; you
encourage clever rascality and you create a preumption
of guilt against bashful innocence; you'encourage unscrupu-
lous jurors; you give a premium to the manufacture of false
evidence; and all that, in order to protect innocents whose
danger is only in your imagination, and who are fully pro-
tected by the law as it stands at present.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). I have never been in
favor of the principle of this Bill. I know very well that
there is a very great diversity of opinion among the judges
of Ontario with respect to it. My own idea is, from what I
do know, that the majority of the judges are really o pposed
to the principle of the Bill. As I have stated already, I am
not in favor of it myself. I have listened with a great deal
of interest te the able speeches that have been made on the
floor of this House, both pro and con, and I must say that
the more I hear in reference to it the more confirmed I am
in the opinion that it would be a very great mistake to make
this the law of the land, at the present time. A Bill similar
to this has been before the House of Lords, and passed on

one or two occasions, but it has never become the law of
England, and I think we are safe enough in waiting until
wo have the experience of it, when it becomes the law of
England. It appears to me that this Bill breaks down
many guards that arc around a person who may be
charged with crime. I do not altogether agree with my
hon. friend the Secretary of State in the arguments he has
brought before the Committee, because I think that the
chances are rather that the effect of this Bill would be to
militate against the prisoner than in his favor; but that is
the way men differ, and we see things through different
spectacles, as it were. For instance, although it is the law
in Ontario-and I speak for Ontario only-that either
party can be put in the box in a civil case, yet we have
also another privilege there, that of putting the parties
out of the court, so that they cannot hear the evidence
given by the opposite party. Of course, in a criminal case,
that could not be, because the prisoner must be before the
court and the jury while the case is being tried, and there-
fore, in support of the view of my hon. friend who las
just spoken, it might be said that a cunning knave
might well understand how h could put him.
self in the box, and make a point inb is own favor.
With reference to that, I think the chances are very much
that it would be against the prisoner. Then there is another
thing. According to present law and practice, if a
prisoner has been convicted previously, the prosecutor can-
not put that fact before the jury until after tue prisoner is
convicted, and then evidence may be given that he las al-
ready been convicted and the court can take that mio
account in passing sentence. If this Bill becomes law, the
proposed amendment of my hon. friend for JNorth Sitncoe

(Mr. MeCarthy) with reference to cross-examination being
rejected, there is nothing to prevent the Crown counsel
from asking the witness--as he is a witness then-Have you
not already been convicted? Have you not already been
accused of other crimes? Now, if t t is proper that a prisoner
being put into the box can be asked this question, it is just as
proper that the Crown should be allowed to prove, before the
case is closed, that he has been convicted of another crime.
I have therefore come to the conclusion that the Bill ought
not to pass.

Mr. WOODWORTH. I hoped wo would not have this
discussion a second time. The principle of the Bill was
amply disoussed in this House some days ago, and was
affii med by an overwhelming majority. To-night we f m-d some
hon. gentlemen who were not here at that time coming up
after the Billihas been fully discussed, and moving that the
committee do now rise, and by that means strangle the Bill.
The bon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron) was
called to order because he happened to say that the. effect
of this motion was to strangle the Bill ; and he was quite
right. Immediately after he sat down, hon. gentlemen
who are interested in this motion got up and boldly
affirmed that it was their intention that this Bill should
not be law-that the principle of it should not become
affirmed. The hon. Secretary of State went into a long,
elaborate and eloquent argument against the Bill. He
took it on all sides. H1e was kalcidoscopie; he looked at
it though red, white and blue; hc left nothing unsaid that
could be said, but he did not touch anything that had not
been already said with regard to the Bill, and all his
objections to which had been fully met here. He took the
ground that the Bill gave an undue privilege to the accused,
who would be likely to get off by false testimony. He told
us that what he wanted was disinterested testimony. Did
he ever sec that on earth? I wonder what angelic bcing
he ever cross-examined in the box, who gave disinterested
testimony. I would like to see the face of that lady or that
gentlemen. I have been in practice for some yea.':s, and have
cross-examined a good many witnesses, but I have failed
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to find one so angelic as to go into the box,
free from all mundane influences, ready to march
on the road to the celestial country, who would
give unbiased and unprejudiced testimony. Why, Sir, it is
an Arcadian phantasy, born of the pootie brain of the Secre-
tary of State. He will not find that, here in Canada. Why,
Sir, in London, in Liverpool, in Birmingham, in all the cities
of Great Britain, the principle of this bill is law, or is likely
very soon to become law. Certainly the House of Lords
passed it, and had all this discussion upon it, and as I said
the other day, they are conservative enough, the Lord
knows. They knew that in all these ties of Great Britain,
these unwhipped, unbaptized rascals wore floating about,
that this combination of witnesses would ho had ; that the
picture the Secretary of State gave here, of four or five men
marching into the box, one after another, with their story
all concocted and all planned out, with the finishing touch
to be given by the chief conspirator, the accused-the House
of Lords knew this picture would ho realised, and they knew
it would be done on a large scale if done ut all. Still, they
gave the accused the right of going into the box in a
country where they bave balf a hundred rascals to our
one. Therefore, I say to the Secretary of State that every-
thing ho bas urged against this Billu our purer atmosphere
of Canada, cculd have been urged with tenfold gicater
force in the House of Lords, where the Bill passed. The
Attorney-General in England did not think it beneath
bis dignity, ncr boneath bis great talents and the
high official position ho occupies, to introduce into the
House of Commons every letter, every lino, and every
sentence of this Bill, and ask that the people of Eng-
land have this as law. Yet, my hon. friend thinks that
lu Canada, where we have so many rascals-though
we have only four or five millions of people-the Bill
will call forth a long lino of criminals, marching into the
box to deliver their stories concocted outside. The hon.
member for Hamilton (Mr? Robertson) also used that argu-
ment. Ho was not bore when this principle was discussed,
but he saysa: I am against the Bill, and I am with the
Secretary of State ; I am going to fight this Bill to the
doors. He said that the innocent man would be cor-
victed ; the Bill would operate against the cimirnial.
He does not agi ee with the Secretary of State, and if we
strike a generai average between them, we may, perhaps,
get at what is right. Tbe hon. member for West Huron
(Mr. Cameron) made out a very strong argument for the
Bill, from the Main vs. Beamish case, whore, as the law stood,
if it had only been a case of assault, all the parties would
have been heard ; and where, because Beamish happened to
strike Main on an artery, and the effect of that was death,
the Mains were permitted to go upon the stand. These dis-
interested gentlemen, these poor, angelic creatures, without
any self-interest, went upon the stand and swore away the
honor and lives of men who were as innocent as they were.
Why, that case alone demands the interference of the House
of Commons. It is a wholesome rule that nine guilty mon
should escape rather than that one innocent man should suf-
fer. I say again that this question having been debated in
all its stages in the great country to which we owe alle-
giance, and which is a conservative country, and baving
passed the flouse of Lords with such a large majority, it is
hrdly the thing for bon. gentlemen in this House to ask us
to stultify ourselves by giving a vote different fiom the one
we gave the other day. They cannot strangle this Bill
without stultifying themselves by giving a vote diametri-
cally opposite to the one they gave a lew days ago. There-
fore, although we have beard the speech of the Secretary of
State on the same side as the bon. member for Hamilton
(Mr. Robertson), notwithstanding the flow of eloquence by
tihe former, to which I listened witb the greatest pleasure,
yet it will have been a waste of time, unless bon, gentlemen

Mr. WoODwoarT.

are prepared to stand up and vote different from what they
did a few days ago on the principle of this Bill.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman has been unfair
in his appreciation of my remarks and those offered by the
hon. member for Hamilton. We bave not differed. We
have agreed in condemning the Bill, and we have shown it
is doubly bad. The bon. member who has last spoken has
tried to make a joke. His argument is nothing but a joke.
The hon. gentleman said this: "The Secretary of State
has spoken of disinterested witnesses, but where can ho find
them ?" If all the witnesses were bad in the cases in
which my bon. friond bas been engaged, he must have
been in very bad company. I have seen, in the administra.
tion of justice, disinterested evidence given; and it is because
I know that in this honest country there are disinterested
Witnesses, and that we can get a proper trial and verdict
from a jury, that I object to mix good, disinterested
witnesses with bad. The bon, gentleman has said that the
English legislator hal not been deterred by the number of
criminals in such cities as London, Liverpool, Glasgow and
Dablin, and that legislation bas been passed in Eogland,
giving those criminals the privilege of testifying in their
own case. Legislation bas not been passed in England. The
Bill bas passed the House of Lords, but it is not yet the law ;
and I hope it will not become the law. I trust the good
sense of the House of Commons will prevent that result.
The bon. member has dwelt upon the depravity of those
large cities; but that fact does not destroy my argument.
He knows that I am standing on firm ground and ho was
obliged to appeal to prejudice. He said that bon. members
shou'd not vote against the motion, because they would
stultify themselves; that they should not listen to an argu-
ment, but look at the Votes and Proceedings; that they
voted a certain way at page so and so, and they should not
expose themselves to be placed on the hustings in the
position of having once supported a measure and then
voted against it. I did not make an appeal of that
kind to the House. My remarks were offered more for the
purpose of registering my dissent from such legislation and
for expressing the views which I feit it to be my duty to
place before the Honse, than for any other reason.

Mr. WOODWORTII. The bon. gentleman says my argu-
ment is a joke. I did him an injustice. Ho bas been read-
ing some light literature, and that is where he got his dis-
interested witnesses. It was the case of the Irishman who,
after three or four witnesses had gone in to the box, was
asked if ho had any witnesses. He replied that ho had
eleven men who would swear that they did not see him do
it. They were disinterested witnesses.

Mr. McCARTHY. I rise more for the purpose of read-
ing a quotation than for answering the argument of the
Secretary of State. He las gone baek to the doctrine, which
was exploded many years ago, that interest was sufficient
to exclude a witness from giviug evidence, because ho might
commit perjury. He also adduced another argument, which
is an equally exploded one, that where a witness of that
character went into the box, the jury are unable to discrimi-
nate and judge whether ho is telling the truth or not.
Allow me to read from the recognised authority on the law
of evidence, Judge Taylor, the recognised work in Eng.
land and Ontario and all English-speaking countries:

I In rejecting the evidence of parties to the record and other inter-
ested witnesses, the law acted on the presumption, not only that such
persons, sooner than make a statement which might prejudice themselves
would commit deliberate perjury; but that if they did so, juries would
be incapable of detecting the talsehood. A more baselees calumny upon
the veracity of witnesses and the intelligence of juries, cannot be
imagined."
Let me read a further extract:

l Although at the time when these sections first came into <peration
learned judges might have been found who, taking the cautious view e
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the subject, were inclined to regard the examination of parties as a
questionable, if not a very dangerous experiment. It is believed that,
at present, every eminent lawyer in Westminster Hall will most readily
admit that this change in the law hai been productive of highly bene-
ficial results."

Of course, that only applies to civil procedure, but what is
good there must be equally good for the elucidation of truth
in criminal matters. The prisoner probably may be induced
more readily to commit perjury; but I venture to say this
is the experience of every lawyer-and there are some
lawyers here who have practised, even as long as the Secre-
tary of State, although they have not always been Crown
prosecutor, and I am afraid if counsel are alway8 on one side
they become liable to look at things merely from that stand.
point. I have heard and I have known of certain learned
judges who, when at the bar, were always defending prison-
crs. I have known certain other learned judges who, when
at the bar, were always prosecuting. I believe that the par-
ticular bent which they acquired in practice bas followed
them on the bench, and I find one judge nearly always in
favor of the acoused, and another judge just as certain to
take a strong view against the accused. I am afraid it is so
with the Secretary of State.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is contrary to the state of the
case. I appeared seven-eighths of the time for criminals.

Mr. McCARTHY. Then the hon. gentleman was in very
bad company. In our Province there certainly are innocent
mon sometimes accused. It is hard that the chain of cir-
cumstances which may point to the guilt, and which may
yet he perfectly explained by the evidence of the man who
must know one way or the other, cannot be explained by
the accused. I think the hon. gentleman will find that the
introduction of this law will not be calculated to do as he
thinks-enable the accused to ho acquitted. Tho hon. mem-
ber for North Victoria (Mr. Cameron) agreed with the
Secretary of State in opposing the measure, but for exactly
a contrary reason. Tho Secretary of State thinks the
accused will get the benefit of this legislation.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I did not say so. I said the criminal,
the scoundrel, would get the benefit, while the honest
man would be placed in a contrary position.

Mr. MoCARTHY. Well, but the accused may be a scoun-
drel, as the hon, gentleman says, but the accused may be
improperly accused. That is the object of a court, and that
i3 what a jury is there to ascertain-whether he is a
scoundrel, whether hoeis a guilty man or an innocent man,
and what the hon. gentleman says is that the court and the
jury are wholly incompetent to draw that line and to make
that determination. Well, I differ from him altogether. I
do not propose to occupy the time in discussing the matter
at length, although it is a subject which, from the days of
Jeremy Bentham, has occupied a great deal of attention in
England. As hon. gentlemen know, the ablest jarist of
England to-day, Mr. Justice Stephen-and I think I may
so call him, without any disrespect to Lord Bramwell and
other jurists-are in favor of this change.

Amendment (Mr. Bossé) that Committee rise, negatived.

Mr. McCARTHY. I hope the hon. gentleman will now
accept the amendment which appears to be the general
sense of the committee-the fifth clause of which I have
given notice.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). So far as I am personally
concerned, 1 am disposed to accept that amendment.

Amendment to section 5 agreed te.

Mr. ROBERTSON (HIamilton). I believe that I may
now move the addition to the Bill of which I have given
notice. The flouse is well aware that on two or three
occasions a Bill bas been introduced by myself, with a view
of amen ding the law of evidence, in order to give persons
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an opportunity of giving ovidence who have an objection
to taking an oath. That Bill has been before the House on
several occasions, and it appears to me that it is quite
unnecessary to introduce a new Bill. This being a Bill on
evidence, it appears to me to be a fair proposition that if
the House is in favor of my amendment it might be
made part of this Bill. I therefore move that the clause of
which I have given notice be added to the Bill. It may
be that the amendments proposed by me are more lengthy
than there is any necessity for. I have had the advantage
of a consultation with the Deputy Minister of Justice with
roference to them, and he has suggested that there is no
necessity to have the clauses quite so long as they are, that
they can be very much curtailed, and with the leave of the
Houee I would therefore strike out certain parts and merely
propose this:

If any person called as a witness in any court established by the
Parliament of Canada, or in any proceeding, civil or criminal, over
which the Parliament of Canada has legislative authority, or requiring
or desiring to make an affidavit or deposition in the course of any such
proceeding, refuses or is unwilling, from alleged conscientious motives
to be sworn, or shall declare that an oath is not binding on his con-
science, the court or judge or other presiding officer or person qualified
to take affidavits or depositions may, upon being satisfied of the sin-
cerity of such objection, permit such person, instead of being sworn, to
make a solemn affirmation or declaration in the words following, that
is to say :

1, A. B., do solemnly, sincerely and truly affirm and declare,
that the taking of an oath is (according to my religions belief, un-
lawful, or is not binding on my conscience, as the case may be), and
I do also solemnly, sincerely and truly affirm and declare that, etc.

Which solemn affirmation and declaration shall be of the same force
and effect as if such person had taken an oath in the usual form.

I therefore beg to move that this be added as the sixth section
of the Bill. I may mention as, no doubt, the fHouse is well
aware, that in Ontario this is the law, so far as civil cases
are concerned. Now, I am well aware, from expressions
which have been made use of in this Ilouse on former occa-
sions, that there are many lion. gentlemen who are opposed
to the principle of my amendment. But it appears to me
that when they come to consider the whole facts they will
find that these objections are not well founded. As I heard
the hon. gentleman from Quebec say to-night, the great
object of all evidence is to get at the real truth of the mat-
ter. Now, it is a fact that if a person who is produced as a
witness has scruples against taking an oath, lie may
object to be sworn and, more than that, supposing he does
not object to being sworn himself, his evidence may be
objected to. Now, it appears to me that if a person tells
what ho knows, on a solemn affirmation, that is as binding
on his cons:ience as if hoeswore on the Gospels, I think
the experience of all judges, at all events, is, and it is the
opinion of the great majority of the judges in Ontario, that
this is a very dosirable amendment of the law. I hope this
House will sec the desirability of accepting the amendment
I have proposed.

Mr. BLAKE. I am sorry my hon. friend should have
proposed this amendment to this particular Bill. It is a
repetition by which this Bill itself, I think, and the proposal
of the hon. gentleman, both suffered shipwreck in a former
Session. Measures upon three different matters in connec-
tion with the criminal law were referred to the same select
committee, and that committee, in its wisdom, combined the
three different propositions in one Bill, and the result was
that when the Bill got back into the House the opponents
of each of these different propositions combined in their
opposition to the whole measure, and the measure went
do wn under the stress cf that combined opposition. I think
it would be very much better that the proposition of the
hon. gentleman, which is a very important one, and one to
which I am quite prepared to give my assent and vote, as I
did before, should come up on its merits, disembarrassed by
the opposition that may obtain to my hon. friend's Bill, and
thatmy hon. friend's Bill should not be embarrassed by the
opposition which may obtain to the hon. gentleman's pro.
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posal. If, however, the hon. gentleman persists in moving
it, I would snggest that, having stated his intentions, it
would b botter to move on the report, when the votes can
be recorded, than to propose the introduction of the clause
in the committee, when he cannot obtain in a formal man-
ner the sense of the House.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). The reason I proposed
this now is that it appeared to me that it was not in the same
position that it was in on the occasion the hon. member for
West Durham refers to, because there were several subjects
introduced in that Bill, one of which was not a matter of
evidence. For instance, there was in the other Bill an
amendment proposed to the criminal law, which is now
before the House, with reference to ice holes.

Mr. BLAKE. Oh! There is where the Bill went down.
Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). That is exactly where

it went through. Now, this Bill is entitled: "An Act to
further amend the law of Evidence in Criminal Cases," and
that would be the title of the Bill if I introduced my amend-
ment in the shape of a Bill. Hlowever, I am always ready
to receive a suggestion from my hon. friend opposite, upon
a matter of practice, although I cannot always receive his
suggestions on political matters, and as some of my hon.
friends behind me seem to think his suggestion is a good
one, I will withdraw the amendment.

Amendment withdrawn.
Mr. McCAiRTHY. I desire to move a short amendment,

of which I have given notice, and which I think the flouse
will accept without objection. It is to enable a wife to give
evidence against ber husband in those cases in which,
according to the law as it stood in the Statute Book in 1869,
the husband is answerable for not supporting his wife. It
has been decided in the Court of Queen's Bench of Ontario
that the wife, who is the only person that eau know about the
matter, is not a competent witness, although she is a com-
petent witness in cases where her person or liberty are
concerned. 1 move to add the following clause:-

In any prosecutions against a husband for not providing for his
wife necessary food, clothing or lodging, wilfully and without lawful
excuse, or for refusing or neglecting to provide the same, his wife shall
be a competent witness,as if the prosecution was for an offence affecting
her liberty or person.

I think that this is a very reasonable amendment, and I do
not think there will be any objection to it. •

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). We recogniso the principle
in the .Bill, that a wife shah not be a competent witness,
except in certain cases. If the wife should be competent to
give evidence against ber husband in a case of this kind,
why not in every case ?

Mr. McCARTHY. The wife is competent now, and my
amendment is only an extension of the law.

Mr. WELDON. I would suggest that the amendment of
the hon. gentleman should b made a proviso in section 2.

Mr. McCARTHY. If there is any difficulty about the
wording of the clause, I will move it on the report.

Amendment agreed to.
Committee rose and reported Bill with amendment@.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved that the said amend-
ments be now concurred in.

Mr. AMYOT moved:
That the said amendments be not ado ped, but that the said Bill

be referred back to a Committee of the Whole, with instructions to
amend the sarne, so as to take away the right of husbaud and wife
to be used as witnesses, the one for or against the other.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). There is no clause providing
that the wife can bo a witness against her huebandi she can
be a witness, but not aggivst him.

Mr. BLAKz,

Mr. AMYOT. When a witness is brought into a box you
cannot tell beforehand what he is going to say. It often hap-
pons that a witness who is brought to help the prisoner turns
out to be the strongest witness against him. There is great
danger that a wife who comes into the box to help her hus-
band may become the cause of his conviction, and there is
great danger that by the interference of the wife or husband
in the ovidence you will create trouble in families and weaken
the tie that exista between husband and wife. The per-
mission given to a wife or husband to be a witness against
the other is immoral; it is against the law that makes man
and wife but one, and I hope the louse will not permit such
evidence to be admitted.

The House divided on amendment (Mr. Amyot) to recom-
mit.

Messieurs
Amyot.
Bain (Soulanges),
Bergin,
Blondeau,
Bourbeau,
Cameron (Victoria),
Carling,
Caron,
Chapleau,
Curran,
Dal.,
Desjardins,

Allen,
A rmstrong,
Baker (Missisquoi),
Baker (Victoria),
Bowell,
Burnharn'
Burpee,
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Middlesex),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Oasgrain,
Charlton,
Cochrane,
Co ckburn,
Colby,
Davies,
Fairbank,
Farrow,
Fieber,
Fleming,
Forbes,
Foster,
Geoffrion,
Giuimor,
Gordon,
Gunun,

Dodd,
Dupont,
Ferguson (Welland),
Grandbois,
Guillet,
Hackett,
Haggart,
Jenkins,
Landry (Montmagny),
Lesage,
Macdonald (King's),

McMillan (Vandreuil),
McDougald (Pictou),
Moffat,
Montplaisir,
Onimet,
Pope,
8p roule,
Temple,
Tupper,
Wallace (Albert),
White (Hastings).-34.

NAYs:

Messieurs
Harley, Malock,
Hay, 01 Brien.
Hesyon, Paterson (Brant),
Hickey, Platt,
Hilliard, Ray,
Irvine, Rinfret,
Jainieson, Robertson (Hamilton,)
Kaulbach, Robertson (Shelburne),

Kin , Rykert,
Kirk, Seriver,
Kranz, Somerville (Brant),
Landerkin, Somerville (Bruce),
Langelier, Springer,
Langevin, Taylor,
Laurier, Townshend,
Livingstone, Vail,
Macmaster,(Wallace (York),
Macmillan (Middlesex), Watson,
McCarthy, Weldon,
McGraney, Wells,
Mclsaac, White (Cardwell),
McMullen, 

Wge,MeNeihi, Wilson,
Mills, Woodworth,
Mitchell, Yeo.-76.

Amendment negatived.
Motion agreed to and amendment concurred in.

INCOMPLETE RETURNS.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have been accused of putting a
report belore this House kn.owing that it was incomplete.
If the hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk) had taken the
trouble to read the first page of the report, ho would have
seon that it is a complete return, as the return furnished is
the only return that has been made of the Canada Temper-
ance Act from the Province of Nova Scotia.

Mr. BLAKE. As I repeated the hon. member for Guys-
boro's question, I know that his statement was that the
hon, gentleman had not brought down a complete return,
but ho did not say that ho had brought down an incomplete
return knowingly.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I did not mean it as maliciously;
that would be like the verdict rendered lately in Montreal
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Mr. KIRK. The Order of the House was for a return
for the year 1884. This return is for the year 1881; there-
fore, it did not follow the Order at all, and there was no
necessity to bring it down. The Secretary of State says
that is all that is in the office. Well, the law requires that
an annual return be made, and it is the duty of the Minister
to see that these returns are sent to the Department.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I9emo dat non quem habet. There is
noue and can be none in my Department. The Depart-
ment of Inland Revenue has given us the only report made.

TRETURNS ORDERED.

Return showing the number of tree passes or reduced fare tickets
granted to parties to travel on or over the Intercolonial Railway, from
the lt of January, 1884, to the lt of February, 1885 ; the names of the
parties to whom granted; the date of issue; the length of time to re-
main in force, and in case of a reduced fare, the reduction made.-(Mr,
MeMullen.)

Return showing amount of money paid for injuries to parties in the
Mounted Police since 1878; specifying the names of the parties injured,
the nature of the injuries, the amount of money paid, and to whom paid.
-(Mr. Somerville, Brant.)

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

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 12 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THuRiDAY, 12th March, 1885.

The SPEAER took the Chair at Three o'elock.

PAiTERs.

PRIVATE BILLS-EXTENSION OF TIME.
Mr. ABBOTT moved:
That as the time for the reception of reports from the Committee

on Private Bills expires to-day, the same be extended to Thursday, 2nd
April next, in accordance with the recommendation of the Select St.and-
ing Committee on Banking and Commerce.

Motion agreed to.
AMERICAN GOLD.

Sir RICHARD CAR £WRIGHT asked, Whether the at-
tention of Government had been called to the fact that by
substituting American gold for sovereigns in the gold held
by them a material reduction in the average rate of exchange
upon New York may be secured to the great advantage of
the community at large ? And whether it is the intention
of the Government to arrange for holding sufficient quanti-
ties of American gold to secure this object henceforward ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We hold our reserve both in
English sovereigns and in American gold, and it is optional
with the Department to pay it out with one or with the
other.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION.
Mr. BLAKE asked, How soon the measuro on the subject

of Chinese immigration, which the Secretary of State
declared in Victoria would be proposed this Session, will be
introduced ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not know that any measure was
promised on the subject, but I suppose the Government will
take the matter inb and when they are ready to put it be-
fore the louse.

INTERCOLONIAL .RAILWAY-CONTRACTORS'
CLAIMS.

Mr. WELDON asked, Have any claims been preferred
by the contractors, or any of them, of section sixteen (16)
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of the Intercolonial ]Railway ? Have the same been adjudi-
oated upon by the Railway Commission ? If so, has any
award been made thereon; and has any money been paid
to J. B. Gough, or any other person, on account thereof ?

Mr. POPE. No claims have been presented to Depart-
ment, and consequently no action bas been taken on them
and no money paid.

CANADA AND JAMAICA.
Mr. BURPEE moved for:

Copies of aIl correspondeace between the Government of Canada and
the Government of the Island of Jamaica concerning the confederation
of the same with Canada, or with Mr. Solomon or any other party on
behalf of Jamaica, upon the subject. Also ail correspondence with the
Government of Great Britain upon the same subject.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I may inform the hon,
gentleman, there is no correspondence.

Motion withdrawn.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.
House resumed adjourned debate on motion of Sir Leonard

Tilley, for the House to go again into Committee of Ways
und Means.

Mr. McLELAN. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to trouble
the louse at any great length on this occasion, and I hope
I shall not do so. But there seems to be a great desire on
the part of hon. gentlemen opposite to discuss the National
Policy, and to emphasise and repeat for the hundredth time
their admiration for a policy of free trade, and their belief
that overy man ought to be free, as the hon. member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake) expressed it at Toronto, to pur-
chase whatever he requires in whatever market he ochooses.
It seems no matter to thoso hon. gentlemen whether the
mechanic, who makes the articles that we require for use,
shall reside in our own oountry or in a foreign. We,
on this side of the House, entertain different views from
those. We have no desire to shorten discussion on this
question; we desire that it shall be disoussed in the fullest
manner possible as far as it can be done consistently with the
despatch~ of public business. AU we object to is the tone and
manner in which hon, gentlemen opposite have for five
years discussed this question. When the tariff and the
policy of the Government were first laid upon the Table, we
remember how bitterly that policy and that tariff were
asrailed. We remember well that the manufacturers under
that policy were styled public robbers, and we were told it
was the intention of this Government to legalise the rob-
bery of the peoplo by the manufacturers. The hon. gentle-
man, the ex-Finance Minister, lavished all his wealth of
bitter invective upon the manufacturers of this country,
denouncing them and the purpose they had in view. He
has to some extent since then moderated his tone, and we
do not hear so much of robbery by the manufacturers now.
But, Mr. Speaker, they have assumed a tone of sadness and
depression ; the hon. gentlemen who sit opposite seem to
be acting in a spirit of rivalry as to who shall present the
condition of this country in the most sad and doleful colors
possible. There seems to be a rivalry among them; cer-
tainly not a holy rivalry, but more in the spirit of that
which may be supposed to exist amongst undertakers as to
who shall do their work in the most solemn and grief
stricken manner. They appear to have been studying the
philosophy of sorrow and to have been acting with some
slight amendment in the words of Thomson's "Philosophy
of Sorrow ":

"For party sake let us gather around
And invent sad and doleful stories about everything,
To see who among us shall do the worst
In tangling the skein of circumstances,
And in weaving a web of dreariest argument,
To make us comfortably miserable."

So, Mr. Speaker, they seem to be exerting themselves to be
comfortably miserable. Whenever they eaun point to a
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bankruptcy, whenover they can point to an industry that
is broken down, to a workshop whose fires have gone out,
and whose workmen are idle, they soem to be com-
fortably miserable and hpppy in publishing those facts
abroad to the world. Sometimes they got miserably jolly
-we had an instance of that the other night, when the hon.
member for South Brant (Mr. I'. terson) presented to the
House a picture of a city laid in ashes. fie brought up to
our minds the destruction of the City of St. John
and the calamities connected with it. We had pic-
tured before us all those thousands of men who had for
years previously been providing homes for themselves,
and families-all suddenly swept away, and nothing but
blackened walls and smouldering ashes left to mark the
spot where once their homes had stood. And while he was
dwelling upon that picture the hon. gentleman's wit
sparkled and shone as a fire, his oratory flamed up, and the
hon. gentlemen beside him and behind him grew uproarious
in their mirth, with this picture of desolation before us. Mr.
Speaker, there are some things which come down to us in
history that are hard to believe, but when the hon, gentle-
man and his friends grew so joyous and uproarious, in view of
that picture, I feit, Sir, that the incident which the hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) alluded to the
other night was possible, and that it was even probable, that
Nero fiddled while Rome was burning. But, Mr. Speaker,
they must choose their own course, and we do not so greatly
complain of the effects their speeches may have in this coun-
try; our only concern is as to the effects upon this country
which their speeches and utterances may have abroad.
But to refer for a few moments to the utterances of
the hon. member for North Norfolk. The hon.
gentleman summarised his indictment against the
Government by declaring that we met Parliament with a
large debt, with heavy expenses, with over production, the
North-West blighted, the tide of immigration reduced to a
driblet, and the North-West people told that they shall not
use their own moneys to build their own railways. For a
moment let us refer to this indictment. He says we have
met Parliament with a large debt. It is true that our debt
is respectably large. It is true too that, as has been shown
by the hon. the Minister of Finance, it is by no means so
large as the debts of many other colonies which have less
resources and less abilities to meet those debts than the
Dominion of Canada. But, so far at least as this Govern-
ment is concerned, both during the time it has occupied the
Government bonches. since 1878 and in the poriod up to
1873, no part of that public debt was created to meet the
ordinary expenses of G-overnment. We cannot say so much
of the hon. gentlemen opposite, for a considerable portion,
not a very large percentage, but a very large sum at least,
was added to that debt by the hon. gentlemen opposite to
meet the ordinary expenses of the Government of the coun-
try which could not be met out of the current revenue. On
the contrary, the present Government can turn to this fact
that, but for the surpluses wbich they have had previous to
1873 and since, the public debt of the country, with the wor ks
that have been constructed,would have been very much larger
by some $30,000,000 than it is at prosent. It was expected
in the confedration of those Provinces that we should incur
considerable debt. It was anticipated, in forming this
Confederation, that in order to its success and to the
prosperity, and to the stability of the Dominion, there
should be large public works undertaken on capital account
and carried to completion. It was specially provided that
the Intercolonial Railway should be constructed in order to
afford means of communication between the Lower Pro-
vinces and the Upper. It was provided that the canals
should be enlarged and deepened; and subsequently, when
the North-West was acquired and British Columbia was
added to the other Provinces and made part of the Domi-
nion of Canada, it wae admitted by both parties that there

Mr. McLL3xy,

should be a very large capital expended in the construction
and completion of a highway from ocean te ocean.
What would this Confederation have been worth if thero
had been no means of communication from one Pro-
vince to the other ? What would it have been worth if we
in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick had, every year, or
wbenever we wished to visit Ottawa or any portion of the
Upper Province, to take passage to Maine or to Boston-
in the wînter season especially-or to New York, and then
travel through American territory in order to reach the
capital of the Dominion? I say it would hardly have
been worth the paper on which the British North
America Act was printed had there not been means
of communication provided from one Province to the other.
The hon. gentleman from North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
made a comparison of the debt of the United States with
the debt per hcad of the Dominion of Canada. I shall not
deal specially with that branch of the subject, because I
understand that a gentleman near me will take it up and go
into it at large, but I may refer to the remark of the hon,
gentleman and the reason he gave for the debt of the United
States. He told us that twenty years ago there was an
enormoun debt rolled up in the United States to preserve
the nation, to preserve the life of the nation. Why, we
have incurred a debt te croate a nation, we have rolled up
this debt in order to create a nationality, to consolidate and
bind together a Dominion which at some time shall be
regarded as one of the proudest nations of the world. The
hon. gentleman has said that in the United States that debt
was created to preserve the national life. Ours has been
caused in order to croate a national life. I have said that
the Confederation Act would not be worth the paper upon
which it is written if there were no intercourse between
the various Provinces from the east te the west. Sentiment
is all very well, but yon must bind the people together, you
must create a self-interest, and, without the means of com-
munication, there is no way in which the people of one
Province can trade with the people of another and create
an interest which will bind them together stronger than
any paper Act of Confederation. The hon. gentleman from
West Durham (Mr. Blake) went down to Nova Scotia and told
us that the proper market for us was in the United States.
If we had all followed his advice, if the Provinces of Nova
Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island had all
their intercourse with the people of the United States, and
none with the people of western Canada, and the people of
western Canada had none with the people of the east,
there would be wanting that strong commercial bond which
binds people, and sometimes is stronger and more effec-
tive than any other that can be formed. The Intercolonial
Railway was built and trade has been had between the
eastern Provinces and the middle Provinces bore, and, since
that trade has been opened, and year by year is growing
and enlarging, the feeling of sympathy between the eastern
and the middle Provinces grows with it, and year by year
becomes stronger and more binding; and soon, from a large
portion of this exponditure which has been incurred, this
debt with which we are.chargod, we shall have communi-
cation with the extreme west, we shall have the great
Pacific Railway opened up, and communication from the
Atlantic to the Pacific, and that communication will
give the people of the extreme west and the extreme
east an intercourse and a trade and a traffic which will
grow up and strongthon and bind them together from the
east to the west. Without incurring this debt and this
expenditure, that communication could not have been made.
We anticipated it years ago; both parties were prepared for
it. It is true that the debt in 1885 is larger than we antici-
pated. We expected that in 1891 the whole expenditure
necessary to complote the Canadian Pacific Railway would
be laid upon our backs as a portion of the public debt, but
it has been found possible, and good reasons have been
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given, that it is in the public interest to complete the
Canadian Pacifie Railway at an earlier date, and it was
decided in the interests of the public at large to make
that expenditure in order to effect that completion, six
years earlier than was originally contemplated, in 1891.
But, Sir, if that debt is now larger than it was anticipated,
if it has reached the sum we expected it to be in 1891, we
believe that the results of the opening of that railway, the
benefits of having communication between the extreme
west and the east, will compensate for the outlay, and en-
able us fully to bear any burthen that may be imposed on
us. The hon. gentleman said that the United States has
rolled up an enormous debt in the war which was
concluded in 1865; and he told us how that country
had reduced their indebtedness and were year by y'ear
paying it off. And he says to the House that while we
are increasing our indebtedness that fact is a matter
for grave thought. Why, Mr. Speaker, I do look ut that
circumstance, and instead of its being matter for grave
thought, I say it is matter for happy thought, that the
United States have been able to reduce their large indebted-
ness by so many millions, in the twenty years which have
followed the war. Why, Sir, what have they for that debt ?
What caused that debt ? The hon. gentleman says it was to
preserve the national life and all that was left of it was hun-
dreds and thousands of men slain and an immense amount of
property destroyed. Sir, all that was left to the United
States for that great expenditure were the graves that
covered the slain, and the tombstones that were erected to
their memory-works that will never yield any return
until the last trump is sounded and the graves give up their
dead. How different it is with our expenditure and that for
which our indebtedness has been created-not for any dead
works, but for works that tend to the development and pros-
perity of this country, and that will, year by year, as the
years roll on and as the country becomes more developed,
show that they have been good investments and will be no
burden to this great and prosperous country. If the United
States, with their great diversity of soil and climate, if they,
under their protective policy, were able, in twenty years, so
largely to reduce their indebtedness, having no works that
are productive caused by that special indebtodness, how
much more hope have we that in our great Dominion, with
its great diversity of soil and tVe inexhaustible resources
we have in our mines, our fisheries and in agriculture, and
our protective policy-how much greater hope have wo that
our debt shall be reduced in due time-in comparatively less
time, and the burthen be entirely wiped out. But, Sir, if it
were not wiped out I maintain that it is a necessary expend-
iture, and although these public works, as the hon. member
for Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) said, were not wholly
productive directly, yet indirectly they are of the greatest
of benefit. They were necessary to our national existence,
they are necessary to our national life, and they will form
the greatest bond that will keep together this great Domin-
ion from the east to the west. Whon this great high-
way from the Atlantic to the Pacific la opened, and
when trade from the extreme east shall be lad
with the extreme west, and when it shall be borne
over that railway, then we shall feel that we
are one people indeed, and that we have one common
interest. If I may be allowed to borrow an illustration, I
would say that the trains which shall pass to and fro from
the west to the east and from the east to the west, bearing
the products of one Province to the others, s-all be as
the shuttle in the loom, weaving a web of common interest.
that shall bind these Provinces together in one great
brotherhood. The hon. gentleman said that the expenses
are heavy. Well, Sir, they are large, but the Finance
Minister has shown that they are not heavy, that they do
not bear unduly upon the people. The hon, gentleman

says that the Finance Minister had to shin around the
streets in order to get money to meet his expenses. Sir,
if the bon. gentleman had to secure money it was only
for temporary purposes and to meet the obligations incurred
in the construction of these great public works. Hon,
gentlemen opposite, during the five years they were in
power, had to shin round and borrow money in order to
meet the current expenses of the country to the extent of
seven or eight millions of dollars. I need not dwell
further upon that point of the hon. gentleman's
indictment. The hon. the Finance Minister, has
given the figures to show how the expenditure, which
the hon. gentleman calls heavy, has been met, and how
lightly it bears upon the people of this country.
The hon. gentleman says there is a plethora of production,
and he regrets that there are so many manufacturers in this
country. I think the hon. gentleman has himself to blame
for that, to a large extent. We remember that three or
four years ago, after the National Policy was intro.
duced, hon. gentlemen on that aide rose and announoed to
the world that, in the manufacture of cotton, in the refining
of sugars, and in various other industries, the manufacturera
were reaping enormous profits of twenty, forty or fifty per
cent., and in some cases more. With such statements made
to the country, is it any wonder that an undue stimulus was
given to manufactures, and that a larger number of people
went into the manufacture of cotton than, 'perhaps, the
wants of the country just at that time called for ? I repeat,
hon. gentlemen have themselves to blame largely-ifthere be
a plethora of production, if there be too many manufactures
-for having increased the number of people engaged in them,
Hon. gentlemen opposite would not have it said that
no man in the Dominion believed them-that upon this
great public question their word was not to be takeni
Their word was taken in many cases; and it had its influ.
ence in bringing more manufactories into existence in these
particular branches than were for the time deuirable. But
the Customs returns show that in those articles, the manu.
facture of which the National Policy is specially designed
to encourage-cotton goods, and iron and steel manufac.
tures-the importations have diminished. Take the six.
months from lst of July, 1884, and compare them with the
corrosponding six months of 1883, and you find that there
is a considerable decrease in the importation of these arti.
cles. The on. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
tried to alarm us by the announcement that we have as
shrinking revenue. The falling off in the revenue
during the past six months ias been occasioned by
the diminution in the importation of cotton goods and
of iron and steel manufactures; and why, Sir? Because
the mon who distribute these goods, the merchants
throughout the country, find that they can be purchaaed on
better terms at home than they can be imported. During
the last six months there has been a decrease of $805,153
in the revenue. There las been a decrease in the revenue
from cotton goods of $347,109, and from iron and steel
manufactures, which are specially protected and encouraged
by the National Policy, 8420,738, making together $767,847;
and in the revenue from spirits and wines, which are no
doubt affected by the adoption of the Scott Act in the vari-
ous counties, there has been a decrease of 878,418; making
a total decrease in the revenue from these three classes of
articles of 8846,265, or $41,112 more than the entire
decrease in the whole Customs revenue for the six months.
So that hon. gentlemen will see that instead of there being
a general decline all through the importations, the decline
has only been in such articles as we are specially fitted to
manufacture, and which are specially encouraged by the
National Policy. But the hon, gentleman says that the
North-West has been blighted and the tide of immigration
has been reduced to driblets. Why, Sir, if there be any
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blight or any diminution in the tide of immigration,
who is responsible for it but the hon. gentlemen
who occupy the Opposition benches. The hon. mem-
ber for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) smiles,
but I want to ask those hon. gentlemen what they did
during the five years that the North-West was under their
control, to increase the tide of immigration. I want to ask
them if they had not control of the North-West for five long
dreary years, and what they did to induce immigration to
that country. The hon. member for South Huron said in
Montreal that if it had not been for the mismanagement of
these people, we should have 500,000 or 600,000 people in
the North-West, and 20,000,000 bushels of grain would have
been exported from the country this year. Why, after
spending $15,000,000 or $20,000,000 in that country, hon.
gentlemen opposite went out of power acknowledging that
there were only 30,000 people in the North-West; and yet
they get up now and tell us that but for mismanagement
there would be a population there of 500,000 or 600,000.
Under their policy what inducement was there for people
to go into the North-West ? What facilities did they pro-
vide for going into the country?

Mr. LANDERKIN. Railroads.
Mr. McLELAN. Railroads where?
Mr. LANDERKIN. From Emerson to Winnipeg,
Mr. McLELAN. You had not a single mile.
Mr. MACKENZIE. We had 50 miles.
Mr. McLELAN. There was not a single rail laid.
1fr. MACKENZIE. It was all laid.
Mr. MoLELAN. It was graded for three or four years,

and yon had piles of rails rusting in the North-West, but not
a single rail laid.

An hon. MEMBER. It was in operation.
Mr. McLELAN. I am informed by the Depariment of

Railways that there was not a rail laid when hon. gentlemen
opposite went out of power, and during the autumn following
every rail was laid and the cars were running into.Winni-
peg, providing for the first time railway connection with«
the rest of the Continent of Amorica. Hon. gentlemen have1
boasted time and again that they built the railway.1
They started a railway at Selkirk to run 114 miles into thej
woods, and another from Port Arthur into the woods 114
miles, and then they went away 100 miles south of that and
spent a quarter of a million dollars in constructing the Fort
Frances locks. And yet they contend that with such a
system they could have brought out from the North-West
20,000,000 bushels of grain. It would have been im.
possible, if they had completed the Fort Frances locks,
and all the other means of communication they were
arranging to have, to have brought out this year's surplus
crop of the North-West in les than three or four years.1
But the hon. gentleman says the people of the North-West1
have been told that they shall not use their money to con-t
struot their own railways. Why, Sir, they forget thet
action they took. They forget that they either passed or
submitted to Parliament a Bill, one of the provisions of
which was that no railway should be constructed in the
North-West nearer to the Pacifie Railway than 40 miles.

Mr. MLTS. Parallel with it.

fr. McLEL AN. That you are not to tap the main line
nor to construct any railway nearer to it than 40 miles.

Mr. MILLS. There is no such provision.
Mr. McLELAN. And so it hardly lies in the mouth of hon, i

gentlemen opposite to charge us with having prevented the t
construction of railways lM the North-West, or with havingM
prevented the people of the North-West from using thoir own s

Mfr. MeLECLAN.

money in the construction of railways. The hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) says that under the National
Policy we have not benefitted the farmer, yet in almost the
same breath hesays there has not been aday sincethe National
Policy was adopted by Parliament when agricultural pro.
duce has not been quoted higher in the United States than
it has been in the Dominion of Canada, and ho also claims
that it is the markets abroad that regulate the prices of
agricultural produce. Well, if it be the markets abroad
that regulatethe price of agricultural products on this con-
tinent, the United States export largely their produce and
we largely export ours. Why therefore should the markets
abroad keep the prices at higher rates in the United States
than in the Dominion ? And why does the hon. gentleman
desire so much that there should be reciprocity ia .agricul-
tural products between the United States and Canada ?
If the hon. gentleman will go back to the celebrated speech
that ho delivered some years ago, ho will find from his own
utterances that the farmers are benefitted by a protective
policy. He knows that it is a very small percentage of the
agricultural prodnets of the United States and the Dominion
wÏhich is exported. He knows that nine-tenths of the pro-
ducts of the farm are consumed in the country, and that if
we have a large population, not producers of agricultural
products, if we have a large body of manufacturing people
who are the consumers of agricultural products, we enhance
the value of those products to a very appreciable extent;
and that is the reason, if the hon. gentleman's statements
be true, why agricultural products are quoted higher in the
-United States than in the Dominion-the reason being that
in the United States there is a larger manufacturing popu-
lation, a very much larger population of consumera for
whom the farmers must cater, than proportionately exist ain
the Dominion. Then the hon. gentleman says we are doing
nothing to get reciprocity. As I have said before, why does
he desire reciprocity so much, if our markets are only
affected by the foreign markets? The hon. gentleman went
farther than he should have gone, in stating to the House
that we are pledged not to accept a fair treaty.
Why, we have for years announced our readiness to
accept a reciprocity treaty negotiated on fair terms with
the United. States. But the hon. gentleman says we must
give up something, and first of all ho wants us to go back
to a free trade tarif; ho wants to have free flour, free
grain, free coal, everything free, and thon, ho says, we will
be in a position to negotiate a treaty by giving up something
in return to the United States. There is but one desire
in the Government and in Parliament, and that is, to have
a fair commercial treaty with the United States, a treaty
on fair and equal terms, in which the rights of the people
of Canada will ho maintained, and the people of the United
States not have everything their own way. We desire to
live. The hon. gentleman smiles. Well, we have had
treaties with the United States, we have had general reci-
procity with them, we have had treaties in connection
with our fisheries, and wo found that even these
treaties roquired thoe closely watched. We found
that when our fish were allowed into the United
States free, the packages or cans of the lobsters
wore taxed. Our desire is that there should be no mis-
underatandings, but that we should have a broad treaty
negotiated, based upon equal rights. Our desire is to live
in commercial concord and amity with the great people
that dwell opposite to us; that the beaver and the eagle
may dwell together in commercial concord and amity; that
if the lion and the lamb should lie down together, that
the little child shall be able to place his hand upon an un-
taxed lobster can. But the hon. member for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton) would have us first give up every-
thing; ho would have us first make free trade, and thon ho
would have us negotiate a reciprocity treaty, and give up
iomething more. What more oould we give up?No, the
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true policy is tc go on as we are doing, and when the time
comes, when the people of the United States will be in the
humor, we will meet them face to face, discuss the whole
question with them, and negotiate a treaty on fair and
equitable terms to the people of Canada as well as to the
people of the United States.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Will the hon. gentleman allow me
to correct his statement ?

Mr. McLELAN. Well, he can do so after I get through,
as I want to finish before reeess.

Mr. MACKRNZIE. I have merely to say that every
rail was laid before lst July, 1878, and the road was fnished
to Selkirk, 22 miles beyond Winnipeg.

Mr. McLELAN. That is from Selkirk to Winnipeg.
Mr. MACKENZIE. That was completed, and from the

boundary to Winnipeg every rail was laid. Here is the
report.

Mr. McLELAN. I went specially to the Railway Depart-
ment to enquire and was informed that every rail was laid
from Selkirk to Winnipeg, but between Winnipeg and Emer-
son not a rail was laid.

Mr. MACKENZIE. That shows how well informed the
present railway management must be.

Mr. McLELAN. If I am wrongly informed, the fault is
with the Department and there is an oversight on their part

Mr. MACKENZIE. The Minister ought to know.
Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman will not claim that

the railway was opened ?
Mr. MACKENZIE. I will.
Mr. MoLELAN. And running ?
Mr. MACKENZIE. Yes.
Mr. MOLELAN. Why, it was not opened and running

until the winter, if my memory serves me at all. However,
it is better that we should not enter into a discussion now,
before we have the papers from the Railway Department.

Mr. MACKENZIE. This is from the Railway Depart-
ment.

Mr. MoLELAN. It is not of very serious importance.
The hon. gentleman had not opened it for traffic, he had not
commenced the running of trains-I am satisfied on that at
least-and there was no communication or trafflc 'hen the
Government went out of power.

Mr. MACKENZIE. You said there was notia railway.
Mr. MoLELAN. That is what I was informed. There

was no traffic at ai events.
Mr. MACKENZIE. Yes, there was traile.

Kr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman from North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton) made the announcement to the world
that we are growing poorer every day, and that people are
leaving the Dominion. - What an announcement to make in
Parliament, and to make to the world, that this Dominion
of Canada every day is growing poorer and poorer, and that
the popu ation is rushing out of it as fast as it possibly can !
If the koln. gentleman believed that himself, if he believed
that this country is going to rack and ruin, and that the
people are leaving it, why doee hie not go out of it himself?

f ebelieves that this country is going to rack and rin,
he has no right to stay in it. No man is justified in either
going to a country or living in a country, unless ho believes
that country will afford to himself and his children the
means of a living and of prosperity; and I say that the best
denial of the hon. gentleman's own htatement that the
country is going 'to rack and ruin is that he romains here,
and I believe that he is prospering, with the great mass of

the people that remain in the country. What indieation
does the hon. gentleman L ive? The Finance Minister
referred to the returus of the savings bank and of various
institutions, all proving that the great mass of the people
are prospering, and that wealth is acumulatng in the
country. The hon. gentleman has tried to elaborate the
argument that people are going out of the country in vast
numbers. They have some figures to sustain their case
that people have gone out. They have the census retkrns
of the United States from 1870 to 1880, and from the
census returns they show that there bas been a large out.
going of Canadians to the 'United States, some 400,000
people.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Add 2,000 more.
Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman would outdo

Uncle Sam. He would outdo the Coensus Commissioners.
On that side of the House, they are continually complain.
ing that our census is a fraud. He seeks to make out that
the census of the United States, that they admire so much,
is a fraud and has not doue justice to the United States.
But, suppose that a large number of people have gone out
between 1870 and 1880, do we not know and remember
that the hon. gentlemen opposite were in the GQvernment
for five years of that period? Do we not know how they
managed the affairs of the country ? Do we not know the
depression that existed from 1875 to 1878-79 and which only
ended after the change of Government and after the introduc.
tion of the National Policy ? And do they not eee, in that
depression and in that condition of the country during the
five years that they held office, thîat there was just reason
why there should be an outgo of the people of this country ?
But these gentlemen argue and they reiterate the fact that
people have gone out since, forgetting that their own leader,
the member for West Durham, last year showed to the
House conclusively, endorsed the statement that almost all
that outgo that is stated in the United States census
was during the years 1876 and 1877. Lot me refer to the
hon. gentleman's speech to prove what I state, that they, in
making this statement, are giving a -iat contradiction to
the position taken by the hon. tho leader of the Opposition,
who admitted here on the floor of Parliament that nearly
all that outgo of people between 1870 and 1880 was during
the time that they hold office and in the years 1876 and
1877.

Mr. MILLS. Not at ail, it isa mistake.
Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman says his leader

makes mistakes.
Mr. MILLS. No, it is yours.
Mr. MoLELAN. We know he makes mistakes, and from

the time he took the leadership, seized the reins of the
party, it ias been one succession of mistakes down to the
present. I know that in the particular party view the hon.
gentleman takes, it was perhaps a mistEake for him to make
this admission, but here it is, he was making a long and
elaborate speech. upon the e:igration-long . and elaborate
as his speeches always are, and able as they always are-
but heroeis the mistake the hon. gentleman committed,
according to the views of the hon. member for Bothwell.
He says:

"l It is proved by a very thorough examination that took place in the
year 1882 under the instruction of the Legislature of Xassachusetts into
the question"--

That ik the question of the immigration into the United
States of French Canadians-
" that it has only been within the lat ten or fifteen years that this
immigration has assumed such large proportion in that part of the
country Is is only within a much shorter period, five or six years
before 1882, that it began to assume the character cf a permanent set-
lement in the country to which these people went."

These are the words, thIis je the mistake, according to the
hon. gentleman, which his leader nade. Tho hon. gentle.
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man was referring to an investigation made by the Massa-
chusetts Legislature into this question of the immigration
into their country of the French Canadians, and then he
refers to a meeting of the French Canadians, themselves,
and the resolutions which they passed at that time, and he
goes on to read one of the resolutions whieh was passed by
a gathering of the French Canadians of Lowell, as follows:-

" Whereas, since the French Oanadians have come to this section,
they have reached a population of 400,000 in New England, and whereas
a large number have ecome proprietors, paying large taxes, and
whereas, for the most part, the young men propose to make their homes
here,-Resolved, thatwe protest against the portion of the report wbich
says we are a horde of industrial invaders; whereas we have to live fire
years in this country$efore we can become citizens of this glorious Re-
public, and the French Canadians have been here in large numbers
only for five or six yeare."

Take the first resolution, where they say they are 400,000
strong, and take the next, that they have been there only
five or six years, and take the date, 1882, and you have
the hon. member for West Durham proving that all this
outgo was during the years 1876 and 1877. And yet the
gentlemen opposite, forgetting what their leader has donc,
overlooking the mistake, as they call it, that he as made in
making this admission, still harp upon this statement that
there is a great outgo of the people from this country. My
hon. friend from Cardwell (Mr. White) the other day gave
us the proof that, even from the railway roturns, thora are
more people coming into the country than going out of it.
We refer to our census and we find we have a very large
number of people bore, once American citizens, residing in
the Dominion of Canada and prospering; and that, compared
to our population, there is a larger proportion of American
born subjects residing in the Dominion of Canada than,
compared to the population of the United States, is the
percentage of Canadians residing in the United States. The
hon. gentleman will persist, I suppose, in telling us they
are going there; and why are they going there ? What
should there be in the United States to draw people away
fron Canada? I suppose the hon. geLtIeman will say
there is more employment there, that wages are better,
and that there are prmirie lands to be settled. Well,
Mr. Speaker, if the policy of the hon. gentleman were
earried out and if we were reduced to a revenue tarif, if the
doctrines laid down by the hon. member for West Durham
were adopted by the Government that mon should beo
free to purchase whatever article thoy require in what-
ever market they choose, and on the lowest terms, thon
thore would be less employment tor our own people in our
own country, wages would be reduced, and there would be
greater inducements for our people to leave this country
and join the great multitude of the manufacturing classes
employed in the United States. But the hon. gentleman
referred to the balance of trade, and he says that it has
been claimed by the Finance Minister that the nearer he
can approach to equalizing it the better for ns. I endorse
that doctrine. The hon. gentleman referred us to the case
of England, and he told us there was an enormous balance
of trade against England in the eight or ten years past.
And he told the House how that balance of trade was made,
up ? By the earnings of their ships abroad, by the interest
on the investments that they had in all parts of the world.
But he did not go back and tell us that England had,
under a protective policy, grown enormously wealthy
and earned the money which she had to loan ail
over the world ; that she was receiving the interest
upon investments which she had abroad, and out of that she
met the adverse balance of trade. Nor did ho attempt to showi
how much better off England would be if she had not to cx-
pend that 1,290 million pounds sterling which he mentioned
in purchasipg foreign goods. He did not tell us how much
better off England would be if that enormous balance of
trade wasinot against her, which she now has to Lmeet out
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of the earnings of her ships, and out of the interest of her
investments abroad. le did not tell us how much employ-
ment that money, if spent at home, would give to the people
of England, Ireland and Scotland. He did not tell us, either,
that because of this large adverse balance of trade, and this
enormous amount of money sent away to foreign countries,
how much misery and suffering there is among the unem-
ployed people of Great Britain. Why, Mr. Speaker, they
talk about the burdens that are laid upon the Dominion of
ý,anada, and the taxes that are gathered by my hon. fiiend
the Finance Minister. Sir, if my hon. friend only had the
poor rates of Great Britain at his command, if ho had the
amount annually collected to maintain the paupers oitht
country, he would be able to run the Federal Government
and every Local Government in the Dominion of Canada, and
still have a larger surplus than he as ever had yet. And
yet the hon. gentleman opposite-want us to adopt a policy
that would take away employment from our people.

An hon. MEMBER, Hear, hear.
Mr. MoLELAN. I will just ask him. Suppose a por-

Lion of that 1,290 millions of pounds sterling went to Ire.
land to start manufactures and give employment to the
people there, would it not conduce to the prosperity and
happiness of that country ? One of the great grievances
complained of in Ireland is that there is a constant drain
upon that people and upon that country by absent land-
lords; it is said that absentee landlordism is a curse to
Ireland. If that is admitted, and it seams to be generally
admitted the world over, where is the difference between
absent landlords and absent mochanies? The hon. gentle-
man would have our mechanics go to the United StateR,
to Great Britain or any other country, and in that
portion of the country to withdraw from us the money that
they earn from day to day to maintain and support them-
selves and families. The laboring classes of Canada would
soon recognise a grievance like that, and would not be slow
to complain of it, just as the people of Ireland
are not slow to complain of the grievance of their
being subjected to a constant drain to maintain absent
landlords. Now, Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman next re-
ferred to assisted immigration, which he condemns. I have a
word to say upon that. I think I made the statement here
last year, in the absence of the hon. Minister of Agriculture
-and if I did not make that statement the public records of
the Province of Ontariowill show the fact-that the assisted
immigration which was so much complained of was induced
by the Government of the Province of Ontario; that an
arrangement was made by the commissioners from Ireland
with the Goverignent of Ontario to receive such immigrants
as they should send out, and give them employment. Under
that arrangement they came to the Minister of Agriculture
and said: The Governmont of Ontario will receive all the
people we send out, will you, give some assistance in order
to bring these people where the Ontario Government can
care for them. That was donc, and that policy was thus
inaugurated, or very much enlarged. Now, Mr. Speaker,
the hon, gentlemen opposite pretend to be the f-iends of
the workingman and have his interests very deoply at
leart. I ask them how they propose to benefit the work-
ingman by the adoption of a policy of having all the various
articles that we require for domestic and public
purposes, manufactured in a foreign country ? How
are they to beneft the laboring classes in this Domin-
ion if they are to break down the barriers and allow an
influx of foreign goods. The hon. gentleman knows that
it is just at a time when there is a plethora of pro.
duction the world over, as the hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) calls it, that a protective policy is
specially advantageous to us. It is then, if ever, advan-
tageous, because that is the time when the productions of
foreign manufacturers and meochanics will be sent in to
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overwhelm the markets of the countries that have free trado
and no protection. And, therefore, I say that when hon.
gentlemen opposite take to heart the workingman anid want
to improve his position so much, it is not by sending abroad
for labor and giving encouragement to foreign mechanics
that they will botter. his position very much, but rather by
having mechanics in the country, employing them here
and maintaining them by the produce raised by our farm-
ing population. The hon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper)
reminded me the other day of. an incident which shows
clearly, to my mind, how largely the whole community, and
more especially the agricultural class, can be benefitted
by the employment of mechanics. Why, if you take
ail the mechanies out of Montreal and Toronto and
send them to the United States, the markets of
those cities will not be one-half what they are at present.
The incident of which the hon. member reminds me was
this: Whon I was in Scotland, a gentloman took me to see
various towns of the country. We came to a town which
seemed to be all prosperity. I walked through the streets
and looked at the shop windows, and saw there every
article of luxury and comfort possible for the hands of man
to manufacture and display for sale. I saw large public
halls, schools, churches, and I asked my friend, what is the
population of this town? fHe said : about 60,000. I went
through the markets and saw them crowded with agricul.
tural produce for the maintenance of these 60,000 inhabi-
tants. I turned to my friend and said, What is the trade of
this town? How is it sustained? HRe said, It is just
manufacturing thread; the whole prosperity of the town
and its inhabitants depends upon the manufacture of
little spools of thread that are sont all over the world.
In all my travels through that town I did not see a
single spool of thread, but everything for the comfort
and luxury of the 60,000 inhabitants, all maintained by that
little manufacture of which the hon. member reminded me
the other day. Is it possible that such a town can be in
existence and not benefit the agricultural portion of the
community ? If you establish in the Dominion one
industry or a dozen industries that will support a
population of 60,000 people, it is an impossibility
that such shall not largely bonefit the agricultural
as well as all other classes of the population. But hon.
gentlemen opposite say that laborers should have protec-
tion as weil as other classes. We feol we have given labor-
ors protection, and that protection is in giving them em-
ployment. It may be that there are a few industries which
are depressed; it may be that there are a few people who
are not so filly employed as they once were; but compare
their position with that during the years 1876-77-78. Those
people then were either not in the country or were idie,
begging from door to door. But the figures given by the
hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White), the other night,
are conclusive upon this point. He gave a table of rates of
wages, and said that the rate of wages paid to a laboring
man, in 1877, was 80 cents a day. It is from $1.25 to $1.50
now, and, I say, in that increase of wages we have given
protection to the laboring classes. It does not lie in the
mouth of hon. gentlemen opposite to talk of not protecting
the laboring clase. That is our aim and our desire, and we
have the interest of the workingman deeply at heart,
and we are watching carefully in what way we can
improve his condition. But hon. gentlemen opposite in
1876-77 and 78 were not so careful. They did not manifest
such interest in the laborers as they do now. Sir, I have
been for twenty-seven years in Parliament, and during that
time I have heard many speeches that were wise and many
that were otherwise; but o all the speeches I have hard none
do I remember so distinctly and clearly as a speech made
by a member of the late Government in the other House,
the leader of the Government in the other House. Speaking
of publie worke and what had been done in the country,

that hon. gentleman boasted that they had saved $3,000,000
at least by the lowness of wages paid to the laboring people;
that they had saved $3,000,000 on canals and railways,
$3,000,000 ground out of the muscle and blood of the labor-
ing class of the community. That speech fell upon my ears
harshly, it was "graven " on my memory as if " with a pen
of iron and lead in the rock forever," and I could not
holp taking advantage of the occasion to condemn the hon.
gentleman for the insulting mannor in which ho had boasted
that the Govoinment had saved $3,000,000 by the lowness of
wages, when the people were begging from door to door, and
oven from Parliament. Yet, now when wages have advanced
and employment is given to the people, hon. gentlemen
opposite come forward and say we are neglecting the work-
ing man. Sir, the Government to which I have the honor to
belong has the interests of the workingman at heart,
although we may not be able to do al[ we desire te im-
prove his condition. God forbid, that I should ever be a
momber of a Government which would boast of saving
$3,000,000, wrung out of the blood and muscle of the labor-
ing people, and out of their starving wives and children.
There is another point to which I desire to refer. I sup.
pose the hon, gentleman who will next address the House
will tell us what enormous taxation we have placed on the
poor man; ho will pretend that while we have increased his
wages-and they will not presume te dony that the wages
of the working class have been increased since 1877-78-
we are taking more than that out of them in taxation, and
that the grievous taxation we are imposing on the poor man
is driving him out of the country and making his condition
worse than what it was in 1877-78 on the 80 cents a day rate
of wages. i should have refeired to this matter when I was
dealing with the North-West; I should have shown the hon.
gentleman that in the Province of Manitoba and the North-
West the percentage of taxation which they imposed on the
people was higber than the taxation under the present
tariff. I have said before, and I repeat, that in a purely
agricultural country the present tariff doos not impose so
heavy a degree of taxation as the tariff of the hon. member
for Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright). When we passed over
the North-West to them the rate of taxation was about 5j
per cent,; when they gave it back in 1878 the rate of tax-
ation upon all goods entering into the Province of Manitoba
and the North-West was 19 per cent., and during the past
year under this tariff, which they say is driving the people
out of this country, the percentage las only been 17j, so
that thero has actually been a less percentage of taxation
in Manitoba and the North-West under the present tariff
than was under the old tariff of the hon. the ex-Finance
Minister. Before passing from that ubject I want
te refer to one statement made by the hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). le said, Yen had
prosperous times, you had a surplus, you had plenty of
money, and if you had only left the tariff alone you would
have had just as good times, and you would have had just as
much prosperity, and the taxation then would have been
comparatively as much. What we maintain is that under
this tariff, under this modification, with the duties on tea
and coffee and many other articles reduced, with a large list
of free goods, poor men and men in middle life can purchase
their goods as low, and live as cheaply as, and more cheaply
than, they could when the old tariff was in existence, and
the taxation distribuied as it was undor that tariff. Now,
lot me remind the hon. gentleman of one or two points in
illustration of this fact. What we claim is that a large
portion of the money collected under this tariff, now that
manufactures have got started, is collected on the luxuries
of life and from that class of people who are best able to
pay. I take spirits and winos, and I suppose hon. gentle-
men think these are luxuries; 1 take silks and satins, and I
dare say hon, gentlemen will admit tha these are luxuries.
I ascertain the amount of duty collected by hon, geutlemen
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opposite during the five years they were in office upon silks
and satins, and I take the five years my hon. friend the
Finance Minister has been collecting the duty, and I
find that in these latter five years we have collected
82,555,977 more on silks and satins than the hon. gentle-
men did under his tariff. That is one illustration of the
fact that this tariff is designed to press most heavily upon
the class who are best able to pay. Let me say this, that
while the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
claims that we are growing poorer every day, is not the
fact that people are importing and wearing more silks and
satins a proof that they are growing richer and more
luxurious in their tastes ? 1 take those two thingswines and
spirits on the one hand, and silks and satins on the other,
and I find that my hon. friend the Finance Min ister in those
five years has collected $3,848,860 more than the lon.
gentlemen opposite collected during the fivo years he
was in office. While they are talking about our
distressing the poor man and grinding him down,
and taking a surplus of money, we show that a large
proportion comes from the class who are best able to bear
it. The hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
has referred to the condition of the United States manufac-
turers under a revenue tariff and under a protective tariff.
But the hon. gentleman deals entirely with percentages.
He says that under the revenue tariff, from 1850 to 1860,
there was a large percentage of increase, and thon ho goes
on to the protective tariff poriod and he says there las been
an increase but there is not so much percentage. Now,
the House will perceive the fallacy of this statement. Let
me illustrate it. If you start with a basis ot 100,000, and
you have 100 per cent. increase in a year, you have 200,000
but in the next year if you have 100,000 increase you have
only 50 per cent., and so on; and as the hon. gentleman
came down from 1850 to 1880, the percentage diminished,
although the volume of increase there had been very much
larger than in the other periods referred to.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Four times larger.

Mr. CHARLTON. No.
Mr. McLELAN. I give this as an illustration of how the

hon. gentleman conducts his arguments in order to deceive
the country.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. McLELAN. Perhaps the hon. gentleman does not

do it to deceive, but it does deceive the country in the first
flash, but not those who have time to examine the case and
understand it, and understand the motives and facts he may
present. Mr. Speaker, I thank the flouse for the patience
with which they have heard me. There are some other
points to be refuted in the hon. gentleman's long and elabo-
ate speech, but I know that thore are several other gentle.
tien who are prepared to deal with them, and with the ar.
guments and tallacies which the hon. gentleman has ad-
dressed to the House.

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

After Recess.

Mr. MILLS. The Minister of Marine and Fishories is
not at all pleased with this side of the louse. He says we
speak in lugubrious tones-that one would think we were
engaged in the business of undertakers. But it seemed to1
me from the tones of the hon. gentleman himself that lie
was much more likely to engage in the business to which
he referred than any hon. gentleman on this side of the
fouse. Ie spoke very much more like one having upon
him the weeds of mourning than the garments of rejoicing.
The hon. gentleman's reference to the business of under-
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taking reminds me of a story that was told of a very ardent
supporter of hon. gentlemen opposite residing in this city,
who after 1873 declared that ho had not had a customer for
three months; so that it would seem that if any particular
business was injured by a change of Administration
at that time it was the very business to which
the hon. gentleman who has just spoken referred.
The hon. Minister told us that the United States
debt was incurred in consequence of a great war, but that
by the policy of protection they had been enabled to pay
off a great portion of that debt, and that in fact they had
nothing to show for the immense expense which had result-
ed from that war other than tombstones and the inscrip-
tions upon them. He quite forgot that six millions of the
population of that country were turned from slaves to fro
men; and unless the hon. gentleman supposes that freedom
adds nothing to the intellectual power and force of a people,
he can hardly suppose that so extraordinary a revolution as
that could be of no possible consequence. The hon. gentle-
man quite forgets, too, that the circumstances of population
have something to do with progress. The civil war of the
United States was a great event. It stirred the feelings of
the nation to their profoundest depths. There was in many
parts of the country a great demand, a real nocessity,
for labor. The inventive faculties of the people were
taxed to their utmost, and it is a remarkable fact that
most of the progress made in the application of machin-
ery to agricultural pursuits was in a large degree the
outcome of that particular period. I might mention a
fact which will perhaps show more than anything else the
absurdity of the fiscal policy which the Government are at
present upholding, and which the hon. gentleman advo-
cated-I think I mentioned it once before in this House-a
fact stated in the Scientißfc American some three or four
years ago, that in the business of boots and shoes a single
invention that took place in 1872 or 1873 had added 55 per
cent. to the laboring power of those engaged in that par-
ticular business. In other words, the production of a given
number of hands was 55 per cent. greater after the inven-
tion than it was before; and it is perfectly obvious that a
tax, unless it exceeded 55 par cent., could not serve as a
barrier to the importation of that particular commodity.
Then the hon. gentleman told the House what extraordin-
ary progress the country had made under the present
Administration, and what very little progress it had made
under their predecessors. He said there were only 80,000
people in the North-West Territories and Manitoba when
this Government came into office in 1878. The Government
of Mr. Mackenzie had been in power for five years, and
dnring that time there had been only 30,000 added to the
population of that country. Well, Sir, the hon. First Minis-
ter has been in power for many years, and thore is no greater
population in the vicinity of Hudson Bay or the Labrador
coast than there was when the hon. gentleman took his seat
in Parliament for the first time. Now, I do not think very
much can be established in that way. The hon.gentleman did
saythat up to the time that the Government of Mr. Mackenzie
retired from office, there was no railway communication
established with the North-West Territories. The railway
from Pembina to Selkirk, a distance of 84 miles, was com-
pleted, a few weeks before the defeat of the Administration,
except ballasting, which I think was completed some time
in the month of December, 1878, but as no American railway
was at that time built up to the border, railway communi-
cation was not established, and until facilities were afforded
to enable population to get into the country with some
degree of ease, we could not expect that there would be any
very large number of people who would go to settle there.
The Government of hon. gentleman opposite obtained posses-
sion of the country in 1869. lu that year they provided by a
Bill for the establishment of government in the territory; ii
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1871 they admitted Manitoba into the Union ; nearly three
years afterwards they retired from office; and what popula-
tion was added to Manitoba during ,those two years and
nine months ? Very few people wenther,, because there
were no facilities for going into the coundtfyfind the hon.
gentleman might with just as much proþpkety refer
to the fact that these hon. gentleman had been a
long time in power, that they had been in posses-
sion of the country for at least three years, and
that they had established a province there nearly three
years before they retired from office, and yet before their
retirement there were not 5,000 people in the country in
addition to the aborigines. Well,Sir, nothing ean be estab-
lished in that way; there is no propriety in such a line of
argument; and when the hon. gentleman stated that but,
30,000 people had gone into the country, he proved nothing,
against the policy or the conduct of the late Administration.
Then, the hon. gentleman said that my hon. friend the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), who was Premier,
at that time and was in charge of the Department of Public
Works, had commenced the construction of a railway from
Red River to Lake Superior, and that the two ends were
built while there was a large section of the centre portion of
the railway for which the contract was not let. Well, Sir,
that is true, and I think it was proper, it was a wise and
prudent course to pursue in the public interest. The hon.
gentleman complains that we had not begun with the con-'
struction of this road at an inaccessible point-in the centre.
Where was the propriety of letting contracts for the con-
struction of that portion of a road which was inac.
cessible, and which could not be reached until the
two ends were completed? It was by the construc-
tion of the two extremitisO that it was made possible
to'construct the centre portion, and it is perfectly obvious
that the terms on which the Government could mako a on-
tract for the construction of that contre portion would bc
much mo favorabe after the two ends were complcted
than before. The hon. gentleman knows that since lie bas
come into office the Government paid as much as 15 ets. a
pound for sending Indian supplies into that country. Now,
the hon. gontleman said th it we aiso proposed to create
railway monopolies in that country-that we proposed a
system <f colonisation rai vays, vnl provided that no rail-
ways should be constructed within 40 miles of the Canadian
Pacific Railway. Now, that staternent is not correct. It
is only necessary to examine the Bill that was introduced
on that subject to sec that it is not an accurate statement.
The fact is that we proposed that no line running parallel
with the Canadian Pacific Railway should be constructed
within 40 miles of that road; but any number of tributary
lines radiating ont from that line might be built. The pro-
poesali we made was a wise proposal; it was a proposal in
the publie interest, and one which, if those hon. gentle-
men had carried it out, would have supplied the
whole North-West with a network of railways without
any charge on the public treasury, and - with im-
mense advantage to the settlement of that country.
Then the hon. gentleman says that ho is in favor of "a reci.
procity treaty, but he wants reciprocity upon fair terms:
he wishes to have something to offer the people of the
Unite4 States when the time comes for the negotiation of
a reciprocity treaty. Well, the hon. gentleman has his
opinions as to the best means of securing reciprocity, but I
can tell him that when the Government adopted a high
protective tariff, when they abandoned the policy of a
revenue tariff, they did that which was the very worst
thing that could be done in the interest of the people of this
country. It is not by imitating the people of the United
States, it is not by adopting the policy they have adopted,
and which has proved detrimental to their interests, that
we will succeed in convincing them that they are wrong.
If the hon. gentleman be right in his views, it is the best
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| thing in the world for us not to have a reciprocity treaty
at all; if he be right, a reciprocity treaty would be a mis-
fortune to us and to the United States as well. It is,
according to him, by a policy of exclusion that the two
countries are to prosper. Was the hon. gentleman to go
to the United States and propose to nogotiate a treaty,
what would the Americans say to him? Why they would
say: There are many people in this country who hold that
the less free trade we have with others the better; who
claim that it is important to keep the United States for
the people of the United States; you have adopted the
doctrine of Canada for the Canadians; why, thon, do
yon come here and ask to have the barriers
thrown down between the United States and Can-
ada, if by removing them each country will be
injured ? What reason can bon. gentlemen opposite
assign for establishing free trade between the United States
and this country that will not apply to every other country
as well as to Canada? There may be a difference in de-
gree, but there can be no difference in kind, and hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, in adopting the policy they have adopted,
have delayed, instead of hastening, the period when a treaty
of reciprocity might be negotiated with some hope of suc-
cess. Let me take an instance in point. The colony of
Victoria, in Australia, adopted in 1883 a protective policy;
and the colony of New South Wales continued the policy of
free trade. The two colonies lie side by side, precisely as
do Canada and the United States. Tibere were a few in the
colony of New South Wales who advocated the doctrine of
hon, gentlemen opposite, the doctrine of retaliation; who
said: "If the people of Victoria will not admit our products
into their country on fair terms, we should not admit their
products into ours on fair terms." But the majority
of the people of' New South Wales took a diferent
view, they believed in the policy of a revenue tariff,
they believed that the system of free trade was better than
the system of protection ; they acted on that belief and
have adhered to free trade ever since. And what has been
the result of each system during the 11 ycars in which
both have been in oporation side by side ? To-day the Colony
of New South Walos has an extensive commerce, to-day it
is the maritime colony of that portion of the British Em-
pire. The shipping interests of New South Wales have
prospered, the shipping interests of Victoria have lan-
guished; the shipping interests of New South Wales have
increased, the shipping interests of Victoria have diminished.
In 1873, the imports and exports of the two wero very
nearly equal; to-day the imports and exports of New South
Wales are millions in excess of those of Victoria; s that,
in fact, of the two provinces situated towards eachoother
relatively as are Canada and the United States, t he one
adhering to a policy of high duties and the other to the
policy of a revenue tariff, the colony that adopted tâhe
revenue tarif has far outstripped in commercial prosperity
the colony that followed the opposite doctrine. Now I say
that New South Wales ias at this moment an oppor,tunity
of securing free trade or reciprocal trade nelations,
based upon the principle of free trade, with Victoria,
very much botter than she would have had if she had
imitated Victoria and adopted her fiscal policy. And I say
too that we would be in a position to secure more favorable
trade relations with the United States had we adhered to the
policy which we had pursued for many years before,
than by following thi policy we have since adopted.
The hon, gentleman told us also that the Government
have not imposed taxation in the interests of the rich
and against the poor, that they have not favored the
manufacturer at the expense of the ordinary labore.; in
fact he says, we have collected three million dollars more
duty upon silks during the past five years than was collected
by the Government that preceded us. Well, what of that ?
I remember when the First Minister, addressing an audience
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in Toronto some time in 1878, told them lie was going to
admit silks free of duty; he told them it was very impor-
tant that thoy should be admitted froc of duty, that the
poor peoplo ought to have their silks cheap, and that if ho
succeeded in obtaining office ho would see that that was
done. 1 have before me a statement of another tax that
these hon. gentlemen have imposed and to which the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries ias not alluded
-the tax on bread stuffs and coal. Now bread
stuffs and coal were ad mitted free under the
previous Administration. I suppose that hon. gentle-
men opposite will say that this duty imposed no bur-
den on the population, that in fact they are duties
which are paid by the producer; that the people of the
Maritime Provinces do not really pay any duty upon bread-
stuffs, but that these are paid by the people of the United
States; and that the people of Ontario do not pay any duty
upon coal, but that this duty is paid by the people across
the line. I do not think that there are many who subscribe
to that view. If that view be correct, 1 am unable to
understand why the hon, gentleman who has charge of the
fiscal policy of this Administration has permitted the ras-
cally Chinese to escape a tax on tea. Now I find that there
have been duties collected during the last five years
on breadstuffs and coal amounting to $5,791,152. The
tax on coal during the past year amounted to $1,113,611.
This tax las more than doubled during the past five years,
not because coal is more largely consumed by manufactur-
ers, although, no doubt, there has been an increase in that
particular, and by railways, but because coal is largely
entering into consumption amongst the population. The
people are using it in their houses instead of wood; many
people who during former periods used no coal at all are
now consuming it, and a very large quantity of coal is being
consumed for domestic purposes by our population. It is
worth while saying something with regard to the history
of this policy. The hon. gentlemen began to preach the
doctrine of protection in 1877 and 1878, and after they came
into power in 1879 this protective policy was adopted, but
ail the Conservative party was not committed to the
doctrine of protection in this House. The hon. the First
Minister sat for many years on the fonce. He said it was
not a protective policy ho was imposing, that he was not
proposing to increase the tariff, but only to equalise the tax-
ation. He also said that it was for the purpose of retaliation.
The people of the United States had kept out the products of
Canada from their markets, and we ought to retaliate and
keep their products out of our market. In fact, it is only
necessary to read the resolution to see that the policy of
high tariffs when first proposed by the hon. gentleman was
not proposed as a protective policy at all, but a means of
coercing the United States to adopt towards this country a
more liberal policy. In fact ho admitted that protection
was a bad thing, that it wasnot in the public interest, but ho
said it was botter than a system of one.sided froe trade, and
it was important to adopt a policy of protection until the
Americans were forced to give us more favorable trade re-
lations than we had, since the repeal of the reciprocity
treaty, been enabled to secure from them. The hon. gentle-
man proposed this resolution in 1878:

" That this House is of opinion that the welfare of Canada requires
the adoption of a National Policy which, by a judicious readjustment of
the tarif, will benefit the agricultural, the mining, the manufacturing
sud other interesta of the Dominion; that such a policy will retain in
Canada thousands of our countrymen obliged to expatriate themselvea
lu search of employment denied them at home, will restore prosperitg
to or struggling industries, now so sadly depressed-"

Mr. ]RYKERT. True-every word of it.

Mr. M LS. I shall have an opportunity of sayingi
something about that-c
" will prevent Canada being made a sacrifice market, will encourage
and develop an active interprovincial trade, and moving, as it ought to

Ur. ]LILLO,

do, in the direction of a reciprocity of tarifra with our neighbors, so far
as the varied interestg of (.nada may demaDd, will gradually tend to
procure for this country eventually a reciprocity of trade."

Mr. RYKERT. Hear, hear-overy word true.
Mr. MILLS. One hon. gentleman says every word of

this is true. Was it true that thousands of our people had
gone out of the country 1or want of employment? Was it
true that our manufacturing industries were badly -de-
pressed ? Was it true that by adopting this policy we are
likely to secure eventually a reciprocity of trade with the
United States? This resolution is worth some little con-
sideration from the House, for, although many years have
passed, it is the starting point of the present fiscal poicy of
the Administration. There are here three propositions, no
two of which eau stand together. If it be true that inter-
provincial trade is necessary, it is perfectly obvious that
reciprocity would, in a large degree, put an end to that in-
terprovincial trade. The hon. gentleman knows that he
cannot have interprovincial trade to any large extent and
reciprocity with the United States. The people of Nova
Scotia do not want Ontario as a coal market; they would
prefer the New England States; and, if we were to get
reciprocity with the United States there is no doubt what-
ever that Nova Scotia coal would coase to find its way

u the St. Lawrence. It would find its way to the
New England States, and the breadstuffs of Ontario would
not to the same extent be carried to the Maritime Provinces.
The hon, gentleman proclaims that this interprovincial
trade is a necessary bond of union, that without it we have
only a union on paper, that without this interprovincial
trade our union was not likely to endure, that by trading
with the people of the Maritime Provinces we were likely
to consolidate the union between those Provinces and
Ontario and the Provinces of the west. When I look at the
reports of the condition of affairs and of public feeling in
the city of Halifax and the city of St. John, after a trial of
this policy since 1879. It does not appear that it has done
very much in either of those places to consolidate union.
It does not seem that the people of Halifax are more devoted
to the union to-day than they were when the union was
established, and it is quite obvious that the city represented
by the Finance Minister himselfis, at this moment, far more
disaffectel towards union than at the time the union was
carried. The hon. gentleman says that this reciprocity of
tariffs is ultimately to secure reciprocal free trade. He
admits then that reciprocal free trade is a better thing than
protection. He admits that the interests of Canada
would be promoted by reciprocal ifre trade with the United
States. The reason ho gives for a continuance in the policy
of protection is that it is the best thing we can do until
reciprocal free trade with the United States is established.
If that be so, then it follows that all we have heard
about struggling industries, all we have about Canada
being a slaughter market, all we have been told about the
necessity of protecting the smaller manufactures of Canada
against the hostile policy of the larger establishments on
the other side, is unfounded. I am inclined to think that in
that view hon. gentlemen are right. I see cotton mills
springing up at St. Louis and rolling mills at Chicago, and
I know they are not protected against the hostile policy of
the cotton mills of Lowell or the rolling mills of Pittpburg.
There is no tariff to protect these manufactures in a new
state. Hiow thon do they come into existence, if the argu-
ments which hon. gentlemen put forward are well founded ?
It 15 perfectly clear that an establishment in Canada can
live quite as well as an establishment in Kansas against an
American establish ment of the same kind; but, if that be
so, if reciprocal free trade with the United States is
an advantage, then all we have heard about the dangers
of competition from the larger establishments is quite
unfounded. These gentlemen have told us that the
trade was very much depremsed in 1878, that what
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the hon. First Minister said about thousands leaving Canada
thon was quite true. They tell us, and he told us in a speech
in Toronto at the time, that 500,000people had been driven
out of Canada by the policy of the Mackenzie Administra-
tion. He said it was a crying shame that so large a num-
ber of our population should be obliged to go away for want
of employment. Well, I look at the Trade and Navigation
returns, and I do not find that they sustain the statements
of hon. gentlemen opposite. I find that in 1873 we i mported
into Canada 3,514,387 lbs. of raw cotton for the purpose of
being manufactured, and that in 1878 the cotton mills
had increased to such an extent that we manufactured
7,243,418 pounds of raw cotton, that in fact the quantity of
raw cotton had more than doubled during those five years.
The cotton mills increased their capacity. If I look at
the woollen milis, the boot and shoe business, no matter to
what particular industry I turn my attention, as disclosed
in the trade and navigation returns and the census. I find
that we have made a constant progress in these particulars.
Now, Sir, those gentlemen told us at that time stories about
soup kitchens. They said the soup kitchen was the only
establishment that prospered during the Mackenzie regime.
I remember that the hon. member for Kent, and I think
the hon. Minister of Militia, went to the mills at the Chau-
diere and brought about a hundred men who were employed
in those mils, to the House here, demanding employment
from the Minister of Public Works, the Premier Minister of
the day-and the hon.gentleman referred to this. Hore were
mon who were crying for work, mon who were not seeking
favors at the hands of the Administrationbut were only seek-
ing an opportunity for toil: and he said that if you were to go
to the cities of Pittsburgh, Baltimore, and New York, where-
ever you might go where there were manufacturing estab-
lishments, there you would find Canadians employed. Now,
Sir, a' that time we hoard nothing about a want of patriotism
in those who decried the country and spoke against the ex-
odus of the population. Now we are told that it is little short
of treason to say that any portion of our population are not
employed ; now it is little short of treason to say that large
numbers are being expatriated to the States ; now it is quite
improper to make any reprosentation of this sort. We are
told that the agents of American railways abroad are publish-
ing those statements that we make as to the condition of the
country, and using them to prevent people coming hero,
with a view of attracting European immigration to the
United States. Well, Sir, how was it that those gentlemen
did not say the same in 1878? How was that when the
First Minister proclaimed from the hustings-I think at the
Amphitheatre in Toronto-that 500,000 Canadians had gone
to the States, there was nothing improper in that state-
ment ? How was it that when the First Minister declared
there were thousands of people anxious to obtain employ.
ment and were obliged to emigrate because they could not
obtain employment, that there was nothing unpatriotic in
that ? Were not those statements sent abroad ? Were
they not employed by emigration agents of the United
States ?

Mr. RYKERP f. They were true then.

Mr. MILLS. They were not true, and I have before me
facts which will show they were not true. I have before
me facts which will show that the emigration from Canada
during the Administration of the hon. gentleman down to
1873, averaged nearly 44,000 a year, that during the
Mackenzie Administration it was 22,000 a year, and that
during the prosent Administration it has been 88,500 a year.
And yet when these facts are accessible to all and are as
well established as any other matter of fact can be, hon.
gentlemen continue to repeat that the people of Canada
wore expatriated at a time whon the people left the country
at the rate of 22,000 a year, and that they are not expa-
triated during the Administration of the.present Government

although 88,500 have left the country each year for the
past five years. Lot me give to the hon. gentleman a few
facts from the Hamilton Spectator of 1877. That was a year
of as great depression as any year during the regime of
the Mackenzie Administration. The Hamilton Spectator
is the organ of the Tory party. It is a paper
friendly to the Administration ; it advocates the doctrine
of protection, and it describes the condition of the manu-
factures in Hamilton at that time. It says: "The Empire
foundry of Copp & Co. had been enormously increased in
capacity, and its business has increased." It mentions the
facts that the Wanzer Sewing Machine Co. had greatly
extended their business, and were employing a much
larger number of hands than before. It mentions that the
Gurney Co. had also greatly increased the capacity of their
factory, and were giving employment to a greater number
of men than before. It aiso describes the manufactaring
establishments of Sawyer & Co. and of Burrows, Stewart &
Milne. It describes several other establisments in Hamil-
ton that had enlarged their capacity, and employed an in-
croased number of hands. And, sir, it is well known that
the progress of manufactures in Hamilton was greater
botwoen 1873 and 1878, notwithstanding there was a de-
pression existing, than it has been between 1879 and the
present hour. Now, Sir, these hon. gentlemen seem to
think that they are the only parties who are privileged Io
discuss the state of the nation. Tom Moore describes a
pagan country in which ho says that

"None but priests are privileged to trade
In the best marble of which goda are made."

So it is with these hon. gentlemen. While they think they
are entitled to discuss the state of the country and its indus-
trial condition, it is little less than treason for any hon.
gentlemen on this Fide of the House to point out the actual
condition of things while the present Governmont holds
power. It is quite proper to exaggerate the distress, to
misrepresent tho industrial position of the country when
they are on this side of the House, but it is improper to
state the real condition of the country when they are upon
that side of the House. Now, Sir, there lias been a very
large emigration fron Canada, and I wish to give a Btate-
ment with regard to the exodus. I shall ascertain by dif-
rent methods the oxtent of that exodus, which, I think, will
show that the representations made from this side of the
House are not exaggerations, but that they are borne out by
the facts. The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr.White) charges
my hon. friend from South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright)
with quoting school statistics to show the exodus from
Ontario, which, he says, are notoriously inaccurate. Now,
I do not hesitate to say that we have no returns more to be
relied on than the report of school attendance which the
hon. member for Huron quoted. How did the hon. member
for Cardwell substantiate his declaration that these statistics
were not to be relied on ? Did he show that they were inac-
curate ; that they were, in any way, self-contradictory ? Not
at all: ho did not even attack them. He attacked a wholly
different return, and one which no one claims to be reliable.
The member for Cardwell referred, not to the school attend.
ance, but to the population between five and sixteen years
of age, whether at school or not. The statistics of school
population is often estimated, and is known not to bc per-
fectly accurate. But about the school attendance there can
be no mistake. The teacher keeps a daily register.
The name and age of every pupil is entered upon
the register ; and a copy of these names and ages is
transmitted, half yearly, to the school inspector. It is a
part of his duty to examine the registers when ho visits the
schools and to see that the numbers have been properly
reported. The school registers of 1873 showed an attend-
ance of 471,918 ; of 1878 an attendance of 499,589, and
in 1884 of 476,212, that is, an increase in the
school attendance of 27,500 from 1873 to 1878,
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and a decreaso of 23,300 f rom 1878 to 1884.
There can be no doubt that these statistics show a dimi'u-
ilon of the population during the last five years within
the sch el area of the Province. Some of the inhabitants
may have removed to Algoma and Muskoka, some to Mani-
toba and the North-West; but by far the greater number
have goneo t ho United States, and I am confident that I
an quite within the mark when I say that there are to-dny
200,000 Canadians in the State of Michigan alone. There
is ro denying the fact that, according to the United States
census, in 1880, one-sixth of the native population of'
Canada was resident in the United States. This is a
very serious matter, and when we examine these statis-
tics we will find that since 1880 the emigration from
Canada to the United States has been unprecedentedly
large, larger than at any provious period of our history.
The number of Canadians in the United States in 1870 was
490,000, and in 1880 712,000. The leader of the Opposi-
tion showed last year that the death rate was 21-27 per
cent. for the decade, which would show 123,000 deaths dur-
ing the decade; so that the actual emigration from Canada
between 1870 and 1880 was 343,000, or 34,300 a year, which
would be a little larger number than that shown by the
Bureau of Statistics. The number of immigrants to Canada
between 1871 and 1881 was 333,700, and the Minister of
Agriculture had claimed these as Canadian settlers. But
when we look at the census of 1871 we find the foreign-born
population of Canada was 489,500; and in 1881 the number
was 487,600, or 1,900 less than it had been ten years before
We were told that, according to the returns made by the
Minister of Agriculture from time to time to this House,
there were, during that same period, 333,700 immigrants
settled in Canada. But that is quite impossible, because if
we make allowance for the usual num ber of deaths, it is too
plain to admit of denial that only about 100,000 people came
from abroad and settled in the Provinces of Canada during
the ton years between 1871 and 1881. If we take the natural
increase of population and the same percentage of increase
as is shown by the census of the United States, there ought
to have beenu an inercase of 783,380. There was, according
to the census, 558,300, or 225,500 less than than there bould
have been. If we add to this the decreace from death, which
vacuum must have been supp!ied from abroad, we have
348,000 as the emigration from Cadada to the United States
dùrirg the period between 1871 and 1881, and we have,
according to the census of the United States, 343,000 as the
number which emigrated to the United States between
1870 and 1880. These figures are sufficiently near to show
that this is a fairly accurate representation of the exodus
from Canada to the United States. If we take the returns
of the Bureau of Statistics, we get very nearly the same
numbers that we get from the census of the United States
and from the census of Çanada. According to the
census of the United States, as I have pointed out, the num-
ber of emigrants from Canada to the United States, between
1870 and 1880, was 343,000, and between 1871 and 1881,
according to the census of Canada, 348,000. The number
was about 340,000, according to the census returns of the
Bureau of Statistics. So we lave three independent sources
of information, all giving very nearly the same number as
those who expatriated themselves from Canada and took up
their abode in the United States during those ton years. I
find the Bureau of Statisties gives the rumber of those who
settled in the States from Canada, as follows: 1880, 89,4 6;
188 t, 125,000; 1882, 98,109; 1883, 69,354; 1834, 60,406.
So that we have during those five years a population leaving
Canada larger in number than the population of any one of
the Maritime Provinces. If we were to lose the entire popu-
lation of Nova Scotia we would be appalled at th tremen-
dous loss that the country would sustain, yet during the five
years those hon. gcutlemen have been in office, sinco 1880,
the population which this country las lost by emigration

Mr. MILLS.

to the United States is far in excess of the population of
any one of the Maritime Provinces. I fird that during tA c
five years of the Mackenzie Administration the emigration
from Canada to the Umted States was about 123,000, and
yct by the returns of the Bureau of Statistics of 1881,
no less than 125,000 people left this Dominion for the
States. In other words, a larger number of people left Canada
in 1881 than left this country between 1874 and
1879. The hon. ger Gemen proposed to keep the people in
Canuadn, to adopt a policy that would put an end to the
exodus. They proposed to put an end to the emigration of
22,000 Canadians yearly to the United States. They came
into office. They have had seven years in which to try
their experiment. What is the result? That there are
88,500 people leaving Canada every year. If any one in
any ordinary pursuit were to promise to do certain things
and failed as egregriously as hon. gentlemen opposite have
done, he would not have been retained in his position for
an hour ; and yet those hon. gentlemen have not in a single
particular fulfilled the pledges they made to the country.
They were to be the great State physicians; they were to
perform extraordinary feats; they were to give employment
to our entire population ; foreign markets for our goods
would be unnecessary; every village was to be converted
into a town, every town into a city, and all the cities were
to become great markets, such as New York and London
are at the present time. Those were the representations
that hon. gentlemen made. They said we must have a home
market-Uanada for the Canadians*-and we will not only
secure a large immigration of people to this eountry, but
also a large amount of capital, which would serve to
build mills and give employment to our people.
Where are those great mills ? Where are those millions
of capital that were to be invested ? Where
are those hundreds of thousands of artisans of
Europe who were living in comparative penury there, but
who were teo eemployed in this country? At the present
time we have a larger export trade than we had before,
but not one of those things which the hon. gentlcman pro.
mised has been fulfilled. I look, Sir, at this taritT which the
hon. gentleman has tinkered year by year for the last five
years, which he informs us that he has made botter every
year, and I observe that ho does not exactly adhere to the
orthodox doctiines laid down by the First Minister. The
First Minister told us that the producor always pail the
taxation. He told us a story about two barley farms, and
ho told it so often and so well that alil his supporters
learned it and we heard it everywhere. IIe assured us that
if he was in power the farmers would roceive the advan-
tages of just as good prices for the products of their industry
as were received in the United States. The Finance Min-
ister does not adhere to these doctrines. He ad mits wool
into the country free of duty, but if the duty is paid by the
persons who produce the wool why should he admit it free?
Thon the hon. gentleman promised to allow drawbacke on
wheat and other breadstuffs which are imported into Canada,
and are to be manufactured and reshipped again; but if
these taxes are paid by the producer, why does he allow
the miller to put his hand in the publie Treasury
and receive so much for every bushel of wheat which is
imported into the country. We find, therefore, that the
hon. gentleman is proclaiming one doctrine when ho is
sceking protective duties, and is professing wholly different
doctrines when he is professing to help the manufacturers.
He admits wool free from duty. raw cotton and many other
articles used by the manufacturers of the country, on the
theory that the duties ho imposes will be paid by the
person who imports the article. Sir, last year we called
the attention of hon. gor.tlernen opposite to the impro-
priety of importing a large number of artisn immigrant.
We pointed out that these people could nut findeniployme'nt;
that they were idle in our citieos; that they became a
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burden to the rest of our population, 4nd were seriongly
interfering- with thcse artisans who were already in the
country, and who found it sufficiently difficult to get em-
ployment. The hon. gentlemen denied this. It did not
comport with the theory they advocated in this flouse to
admit that we had more of this class of peçple in this
country than could now b profitablo employe,. Now,
Sir, when my hon. friend from South Br*nt (Mr.
Paterson) propose4 a motion agaist agist4e4 passages
for this particuar class of people, hqn. gentlemen
opposite resisted it, and they voted it down. But
this year they proclaimed to the House that they
had adopted the very policy which they thought it was not
in the public interest te favor. In fact, they have been
forced to do so. They have had loud remosrce from the
unemployed artisans in the cities of the cogntry, #44 they
knew they could nrot disregard those remonstraness and
complainte; they knew that if they did not ,diseparfgo fur-
ther immigration of this particular class they wouJd not
be very likely to secure the support of those, people. Now,
Sir, I recently observed a statement in a New York paper
about two Danes who applied there to some charitable in-
stitution for relief. They said they had been brought out
to Canada as assisted passengers ; that they had been taken
to Toronto ; that they could not get employment, although
they had sought for emplcyment for some time, and not
being able to find any, they had left the country and had
gone to New York. They also gave this further pioce of
information. They said they had served for some years in
a Danish penitentiary, that they had served out their time
and had been discharged, and they had been told that they
had better go to Canada,because people going to Canada were
assisted in their passage. low many of this class came hore
I do not know; I hope the large majority of those who
are brought here are of a very different class; but we do
knôw that people have been taken out of the poor louses;
that waifs have been taken off the streets of London and
brought to this country, and that the only advantage that
the country has in the matter is from the fact that we know
that they very Epeedily find their way across the border.
If they prove to be not a very desirable class of people, we
have at all events this consolation, that we do not retain
them very long in the country. The hon. member for
Cardwell (Mr. White) informed us that the Government
were very economical; that there had been no unnocessary
waste of publienovey ; that the affairs of the countrywere
now as economically administered as they had been formerly.
Well, Sir, I find, at all events, from the statement of
the Ministpr of Finance, that there is nearly $33,000,000 of
expendiuro during tho current year, and thit this is very
ne-arly 810îo,00,o0 more than it was when these han. gentle-
men took office. I flnd, Sir, by the Estimates wýîch are
brought doWn, th4t we have an enormoggY greater
expenditpre now thap we had five years ago. In 1878 the
expenditure on Indian affairs was 8421,521; in 1882,
$1,183,000- and in 1883, 81,116,000, or af irergase of
nearly tlf-eefqd. 1 say there is nothing t jtir bthis in-
crease-nothing to warran t so large an expendituro on the
management of our Indians. In 1878 we weiteput to a large
cosý iu negQtiating the treaties,and in carrying supplies to
vorious peints during the period we were paying the
Indias for their annuities. They were not settlel on
thOr reservations, and they had to be kept together
fg sever-il day I before payment was made, and a large
ince îesincurred during the makirig
of thce payments. Everyone expected that when the
Indians wo e seulett on their reservations this expendiùure
wOuld coni too end. Ilop. gentlemen opposite complained
that there wa m y yxpendituio at all in this particular, and
still lá expendiute has not onily been continued but been
îuic . 4ed; an therejs a imuch larger sum paid to-day and,
in my opg, u mpressarily, than in 1878. In fact, the

policy of hon. gentlemen opposite has served to pauperise
the Indian. These people, if tbey were put under careful
management, under the supervision of competent agepts,
might have been made self-sustaining, but hot. gentlemen
opposite have beon more anxious to provide places for their
friends than to provide competent men to take charge of the
various Indian bands, and the result is, that the Indians are
less industrique and do less for themselves than formerly.
They have not game to depend on, they will not
work, and the resnlt is, that they are, year by year,
becoming a more heavy charge on the public Treasury.
Then, Sir, I observe that there is an immense increase in
the expenditure of almost every Department. In 1878 the
expenditure for clerks and officials in the Department of the
Interior was $42,760; in 1883 it was $175,422, an increase
of upwards of 8133,000. There is nothing to warrant
this increased expenditure, and the Government, them-
selves, felt that it could not be justified ; for we find
that $30,000 of the expenditure for the officials of the
Department here in Ottawa is charged to capital
Account. Thon, in the Department of Publie Works, in
1878, there was an expenditure of 848,884, and in 1883 an
expenditure of $87,790-and when I say the Department
of Public Works, I am including the D.partment of
Railways and Oanals, because this Department was part
of the Department of Public Works in '1878. Now, 8ir,
some hon. gentlemen on the other side of the House have
said, in reference to the Washington treaty, that we werd
opposed to it at the time it was negotiatod, but that now we
are in favor of it; that then we condemned the First Minis-
ter for the course which he took; and that now we exhibit
an undue anxiety for its perpetuation. This, Sir, is a mis-
representation of the facts. Of what we thon did not ap-
prove, we still oppose. We did not approve of the pQlicy
of giving the go-by to the subject of the Fenian raids. We
thought that to allow a part of the citizens of the United
States to arm and drill and collect funds for the purpose of
invading this country, was a flagrant violation of interna-
tional duty. We think so still. We thought that to allow
those men to invade this country was a still more flagrant
violation of that duty. We thought that this, no less than
the Alabama claims, ought to have beeg dealt witL). Wc
thought the United States could no rqasgnably rgist opr
claims in face of the demaçd they were urging upon Great
Britain for allowing vesels to bc fitted eut in Erg-
land to prey on the commerce of the United
SLates. Ministors at te time coneurred in this
opinion. Their minute of Council conclusively estaklishod
this fact. But at this point they played a shaþby pýrt.
They asked for and obtained an Imperial guarantee for a
loan of £2,500,000, towards the construction of a transconti-
nental railway, as a condition of acquiescence in what had,
been done. Of this we did not approve. If it were noces-
sary to abandon our claim in the interest of the Empire, it
ought to have beon done with becoming publie spirit,'and
not for a bribe. We wore opposed to the provisions relat-
ing to the St. Lawrence and the canals. We conceded the
navigation of the river for all time, and we secured the
right to navigate Lake Michigan for ton years. We did not
obtain the right to navigate the Columbia. A right which wo
had to the navigation of the rivers of Alaska was limited to
three rivers. We were opposed to a monetary compensa-
tion for the use of our fisheries, bolieving that certain trado
relations ought to have been made with the United States;
and we were in favor of the settlement of the hoad-
land question. So far as I know, the views of this sido
of tbe House on all these matters remain unchanged.
What we oppodi then we do not approve ofnoýw, and what
has sinea transpired has not served to show that our views
were unsound. Now, Sir, the hon. Ministcr of Finance has
laid on the Table a report on the progress of manufacturing
industries in Canada since 1878, which, by the way, I believe
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bas not yet boon distributed, and lias not yet been placed in
the hands of the members. In that report there is a groat
show of material and industrial progross, and I observe,
after looking at it while it was on the table of the House,
that it reports ten new industries in the city of London.
The names of these industries and the time they are stated
in the report to have been published are as follows -

When
New Factories. Purpose. Established.

1 Essex, Dunn & Co. Brass werks.......1880
2 J. Gouinlock & Co . ....... Bats and caps ......... 1883
3 Dom. Baby Carriage Co. .. Baby carnriages.. ,1881
4 J. M. Lufton .......... ... Woollen factory ... 1881
5 J. Fox................... ..... Scales ........ . ........... 1882
6 Joseph Groves........Safes and locks.........1884
7 London Machine Teol Co..MVachinery ............ 1882
8 John Illiott & Sons .... Ploughs...........1882
9 Wortman & Ward...... ..... Iron pumps, etc.........1882

10 Oil Cloth CO.............................................. 1884
Now, I have made inquiries with reference to the above,
and I will read the information I have obtained:

"1. Essex, Dunn & Co. were the purchasers of the Essex, Murray &
Jolliffe business, and Essex, Murray & Jolliffe bought out, I think, the
London Steam Supply Co., who bonght out the Stevens, Turner &
Burns Co. Stevens, Turner & Burns were in business, and because the
contractors for the London water works, and there had been a plumbers'
shop in the premipes for many years before.

"2. J. Gouinlock, bats and caps. J. Gouinlock was in partnership
with John Marshall-Marshall & Gouinlock. They dissolved and divided
into two businesses. Marshall is alone with is share ; J. Gouinlock took
a young man, Hastings, in with him.
S''3 Dominion Baby Carriqge Co. bought out Hourd's insolvent Baby
Carriage Co. Hourd & Co. conducted the business now conducted by
that company in existence ten or twelve years.

'l4. J. M. Dufton is a removal from Byron, about five miles down the
river, near the waterworks-twenty years in business.

''5. J. Fox, scales, is on York street. House and factory combined;
father and son constitute the staff.

"6. Joseph Groves, safes and locks. He failed, and the Adveriser and
Fairgrieve took a safe in partnership for their accounts.

"7. London Machine Tool Company. This is Wm. Yates. When
Mahon's bank failed, Yates failed or compromised. The company was
then formed and is the Yates Company.

"8. John Elliott & Sons, ploughs. The business they bouglit is the
old George Jackson business. Jackson failed, Elliott & Co. bought the
plough works. Of course you are aware that John Elliott made his
wealth long before the National Policy was thought of

"9. Wortman & Ward. I don't know whether th-s is running now
or not. It is the place on York street, a little west of William street.

'' 10. I made diligent enquiries in every part Of the city, and have not
been able to find the Oilcloth Co. In fact, I have not been able to meet
any person who knows anything about it."
These are all the industries mentioned in the city of London
as the outcome of this National Policy.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What did that report
cost-$6,000 ?

Mr. MILLS. Then I find that he has reported four
establishments in the town of Chatham, and it vas reported
that since then two new ones have been established, iak-
ing six altogether. I sent this statement to a gentleman in
Chatham, and he reported that there were fifty-three thore in
1878 instead of four, that some of those mentioned are
closed, and certainly we know that the waggon factory, in
which a largoe number of the hands mentioned as being
employed are engaged, lias not boon doing a prosperous busi-
ness for the last two years. I do not wish to enter into a
discussion of the cono i tion of private firms, but certainly the'
report which tho hon. gentleman has laid on the Table is
one that presents very strong temptations to onter into a
discussion of those establishments. A more untrustworthy
document was nover submitted to a Legislature ; in no par-
ticular can it be rolied on. It does not give the condition
of the manufacturing industries, either in 1878 or
at the present time ; it is thoroughly misleading,
utterly untrustworthy. It may have served the purposos
of the Finance Minister of making a show of prosperity, but
a large nurmber of those establisments mentioned in various
places are in a far less prosperous condition to-day than that
in which they were in 1878, and many of those reported as
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-1

Carriages.......................... ....... .
Clocks ....................................
Brooms............ . .... ....... .......
Boots and shoes.........................
Blankets... ......... ............... ......
Furniture...................... ............
Pianos.....................
Stoves.... ........................
Sewing machines......... ..... ........
Hats and caps..............
Files and rasps.......................
Whips, etc ... .. ..... .

1879.
106,946
61,405
41,345

200,150
201,070
247,970
289,631)
34,212

126,262
938,583

49,664
3,383

1883.
202,606
136,345
112,359
216,205
265,956
264,361
371,323

49,043
323,197

1,364,558
106,341
56,237

So that, as regards a large number of manufacturing indus-
tries, the importations have increased, under the operation
of the National Policy. The hon. gentleman, after doubling
the taxation of the country, assured us that Canada
was still the most lightly taxed country in the world,
or very nearly so, and he referred to the amount of
revenue and expenditure in the Australian colonies, and
showed how very heavily they were taxed as compared
with Canada. That was, in my opinion, a most disin-
genuous comparison. The hon. gentleman knows that
no comparison can be instituted between Canada and the
Australian colonies in the way he suggested. He knows
that there the railways and the telegraphs are public prop.
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being in operation are insolvent institutions. Now, I have
in my hand a report of the condition of the manufacturing
establishments in Hamilton. I learn from it that many of
them are far less prosperous now than they were in 1878.
Take the Wanzer Sewing Machine Company. I have a
report in which it is said that they to-day employ one-third
the number of hands that they employed in 1877, and so
with many other establishments; and the writer says that
if the Government are anxious to know the views of the
people of Hamilton on the National Policy, they have only
to appoint the one member collector and the other a judge,
and they will have an opportunity of discovering what the
opinion of the people of Hamilton is at the present time. I
am inclined to think that the wholly untrustworthy char-
acter of these reports will fully account for its not being in
the hands of members at the present time. It will not bear
inspection; it will net bear scrutiny, and I have no doubt
that the Finance Minister has pursued a very prudent course
in withholding it from the supervision of hon. members.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I did not withhold it in any
shape or form. It was submitted the very day it was pre-
pared, and so far as the Government are eoncerned, they
have net interfered in any way, except to have it printed as
soon as possible.

Mr. MILLS. Well, it was in the power of the Govern-
ment te have this report printed and laid on the Table when
the House met; and, what is more, it does seem to me that it
is scarcely fair in the Minister to refer to this report and
herald its contents while, at the same time, the House had
not an opportunity of examining it fully and considering it.
There is no doubt of the fact that the report is not
in our hands; there is no doubt of the fact that it is
utterly worthless; there is no doubt of the fact that its
untrustworthy character could be established, not only
in the city of London and the town of Chatham, but
in every town and city of Canada to which reference
has been made, and the Finance Miaister ought not
to have discussed its eonten's until the bouse had an
opportunity of examining the report. Lot me look at some
of the industries mentioned. bigh taxes have been imposed,
and for what ? Why, hon. gentlemen opposite say, for the
purpose of keeping away foreign products, and making
Canada a close preserve for the manufacturera of Canada.
We want to have Canada for the Canadians ; but bas that
been the result of the policy? Take the case of importa-
tions. The following table shows the importations in 187a
and 1883 of a number of leading articles:
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erty; he knows that the cost of running those railways is
charged as ordinary expenditure, and that every dollar paic
for freight and passenger tickets on a road is marked as
revenue. He also knows that in those colonies they hav
no such thing as capital account, that the whole expendi
ture of the Government for the year is charged as ordinary
expenditure. He knows that he himself has expended
during the past year $67,000,000 instead of $31,000,000;
that, by keeping a capital account,he has charged $37,000,000
of expenditure during the past year to that accouni
which, in the Australian colonies, would be charged as
ordinary expenditure. In order to institute a comparison it is
necessary not only to see what has been expended on capital
account and what has been charged as ordinary, expenditure
but also what has been expended in operating every railway
and telegraph in the country; and to charge that as Gov-
ernment expenditure. It would be necessary to ascertain the
exact expenditure of every Province of the Dominion for
municipal and local purposes as well as for ordinary provin-
cial purposÉs, and to charge that as the ordinary expenses
of the Dominion. I will hastily run over some of the
receipts and expenditures of these Australian colonies. I
find that in New Zealand they have a population of 510,000;
that their revenue is £3,700,000 and their expenditure
£3,800,000; that they own 1,370 miles of railway, and that
£888,000 of the expenditure is expended in operating this
railway. Their expenditure on telegraphs is over £40,000,
and their earnings from railways, which appear as part of
the revenue, is £1,260,000, and their income from tele-
graphs nearly £93,000; that from registration fees they
have an income of £37,000, from land sales £320,000, and
their postal revenue is £177,000 ; that their Customs duties
amount to £1,396,000, and their Excise to £57,000. In fact,1
a large portion of their expenditures are not expenditures
upon works that would here be regarded as ordinary Gov-
ernment expenditure, and that a large part of their income
is derived from other sources than that of taxation.
Let me take some of the expenses of that colony
which are not expenditures with us at all, but
are expended by the Provinces. Education, £313,000;
railway.surveys, £13,000; ordinary roads, £202,000; gold
field roads, £26,000; water works, £16,000; gaols and
other public buildings, £165,000. Here is a total of local
expenditures of nearly £800,000, besides the large ex-
penditure of nearly £900,000 on railways. Now it is
clear that, if we deduct those expenditures from the
ordinary expenditures of Government, the expenditure of
Government in New Zealand is reduced to very nearly the
same proportions as in Canada. The hon. gentleman gave
us a statement of the revenue and expenditure in the colony
of Victoria. I find that Victoria has a population of 915,000,
a revenue of £5,600,000, an expenditure of £5,600,000,
imports of £18,700,000, exports of £16,100,000; that it has
1,400 miles of railway built, and 7,000 miles of telegraph in
operation. It expends on railways £1,098,000 a year, and
has a revenue from railways of £1,781,000. In fact, its
railway pays expenses and affords a revenue of £600,000
in addition. It has from post offices and telegraphs a reve-
nue of £311,000 ; a territorial revenue from land sales of
£7O,000; its Customs duities are £1,871,000, and its Excise
£552,000. The Customs duties are almost exactly 10 per
cent. on the importations, so that, although Victoria is a
protective colony, its taxation from Customs duties is very
much less than the taxation of Canada.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Oh.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman says "oh."
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The gross amount is far

ahead.
Mr. MILLS. The imports amount to £18,748,000, and

the Customs duties to £1,871,000, or,10 per cent. as nearly

s as may bc. Now, look at the expenditures of Victoria. It
d expends annually on railways £1,209,000; £55,000 on
s agriculture; telegraphs, £39,000; charitable institutions,
e £110,O00; municipal subsidies, £310,000 ; education,
- £578,000; gaols, £57,000; reformatory schools, £52,000,
y insane hospitals, £99,000, and irrigation, £27,000. Horo is
d an expenditure of more than half the total expendituro of
; Victoria for operating railways and for expenditures that are
0 here assumed by the Provinces, and yet the hon. gentleman,
t in the statement he made to the House, included the railway
s expenditures, the telegraph expenditures, the oxpenditures
s that here would be charged to capital account, and the
l expenditures that here would fall to the lot of the Provinces,
, and ho compares the gross revenue of that Province with

the Customs duties and the ordinary taxation of this
- Dominion. Then, if we take New South Wales, we find

it has a population of 840,000; imports, £21,000,000;
exports, £16,750,000 ; that it has 1,400 miles of rail-
way completed and 504 miles partly com pleted,
and 16,000 miles of telegraph, that cost £524,000.
It has a revenue of £7,000,000 sterling. It las an expondi-
ture of £6,350,000. Now, when I look at its taxation, I find
the Customs duties are £1,632,000, and the Excise duties
£5,000. In fact, New South Wales fas a tax on its imports
of 8 per cent. Now, the hon. gentleman informed the
flouse that these people were more highly taxod than we
are, yet we find that the larger portion of their revenues is
not a tax at all. They have a revenue from land of
£1,480,000 ; from land sales and occupation rents of
£723,350; income from railways, telegraphs and other
sources of service, £2,720,000. Now, 1 ïind that, when I
look at their expenses, they expend on public instruction,
£530,000 ; for operating railways, £750,000; for operating
telegraphs, £130,000, yearly. Yet the hon. gentleman
institutes a comparison between the expenses of those Pro-
vinces, which have these extraordinary sources of income,
and the Dominion of Canada. I might go over Queensland.
I find that the taxation on its imports is 10 per cent., and
there is just the same concealment of facto. Did the hon.
gentleman tell the House that a large portion of this expon-
diture was expenditure that falls to the Provinces ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I practically did.
Mr. MILLS. Did the hon. gentleman say that a large por-

tion of their expenditure was for railways, such as the
Grand Trunk Railway, the Great Western, the Canada
Southern and other roads of that sort ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman knows that if he were
to charge the expenditure on the Grand Trunk Railway to
the ordinary expenditure of tho country, ho would add
$16,000,000 on thut oee item alone. if he were to add all
the railway and telegraph expenditures of the Dominion to
that of the Government, and add the Local Legislatures
also, then he might institute a comparison. The hon. gen-
tleman's comparison was not a candid comparison ; it was
one calculated to mislead the flouse and the country. Sir,
it has had that effect already, for we find the press which
supports the hon. gentleman is already declaring that
Canada is one of the most lightly taxed countries in the
world.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. lear, hear. That is true.

Mr. MILLS. The hon, gentleman says "hear hear," and
yet the facts from every one of those Provinces, with the
single exceptions of Tasmania and New Zealand, are against
his statement. If the hon. gentleman deducts the expendi-
ture on railways and telegraphs, which more than pay
expenses; if ho deducts the incurne from the ordinary
charges of the Government; if he deducts the charges for
education, public works, gaols and things of this sort, that
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here fall to the Provinces, ho will find that there is a very
much smaller expenditure both in Victoria, in New South
Wales, in Queensland, and in South Australia, than we
have here in Canada. The hon. gentleman also instituted a
comparison betwoon Norway and Sweden and Canada. If
the hon. gentleman should deduct the erpenditure in those
countries for the diplomatie service, for the navies and the
armies, ho will thon have a very mach larger expend-
iture-

Sir LEONA RD TILLEY. Are they not taxes on that
country ?

Mr. MILLS. Certainly they are taxes, and I am not dis.
pnting the fact that they are taxes. But I am pointing ont
the faet that, so far as those countries-.are concerned, the
bon. gentleman has instituted an unfair comparison. They
are not situated as we are ; they are not seeking for immi.
gration.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I was answering the charge
made by a gentleman opposite.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman was doing a good deal
more than that. He was conveying an impression that was
not consistent with the facts. The impression which the
hon. gentleman's speech was calculated to imake, and which
it did make, is at variance with the facts.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Not at al. I will prove the
contrary.

Mr. MILLS. Now, Sir, the bon. gentleman says that
this policy of his has not affecLed the carrying trade from
the western States through Canada to Europe. I contest
that statement ; I say that it bas. I say the Trade and
Navigation roturns show that the trade of Canada in that
particular bas been seriously affectod by the policy the
hon. gentleman bas pursued. I take the wheat, corn and
oats that have been imported into Canada and in part
exported to Europe, and I find that in 1876 there were
10,000,000 bushels carried; in 1877, 14,800,000; in 1878,
15,331,919 ; in 1882, 6,900,0o. Now, if Lhe carrying trade
bad increased in t1he same proportion as the total American
trade in breadstuffs, it would have been 16,000 000. In
1e83 it was 7,60!, in s tead of 17,00,00', and in 1884 i
was 9,63,000 instead of 15,00>,000. So the hon. gentile-
Man wilt sec that the carrying of grain through the canals
and waterways of Canala from the west to Europe, has
been very seriously affected by his tariff policy, that it was
not at all as large as it was formerly, and that it is much
less than it ougbt to have been if the same percentage
had been preserved. Now, Sir, ihe hon. gentleman hasi
stared that the industries had been diversified. The hon.
member for .Qardwell und other hon. gent lemen on that
side have spoker of the neeessity o(f dirersifying tour
iidustries-thai we ought not to b e hwers of wooi and1
drawers-t water, anid that we ought to engaL'
in manufre urmg pur-uits, and furnish other emply È
ment to our population than that of culti\ ating tamsi
and clearing forests. The hon. gentleman quite forgets the(
condition of things that existed in this country even as earlyi
as 187L Now, Ifind, by the census of 1871, that we manu-1
factured, of the woollen goods consumed in Canada, 84 per1
cent.; of Canadian cotton goods, 28 per cent.; of boots and(
shoes, 99-1 per cent.; of rubber goods, 81 per cent.; of1
harnesssand saddles, 99 per cent.; of carriagos, 98-91 peri
cent.; of furniture, 97 per cent.; ofagricultural implements,i
95·1 per cent.; of hardware and nails, 99-5 per cent. Now,1
in all these respects, with the single exception of the cotton
manufactures, we are to-day manufacturing no greater per-
centage of the goods consumed in the country than we weret
manfacturing at that particular time. It is not a fact, ast
stated by the report which the hon. gentleman laid on the
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Table, that we are manufacturing to-day $5,200,000 worth
more goods in the country than we were manufacturing
in 1876. The hon. gentleman increased that amount by
50 per cent.; he made it $79,561,125. I deny, Sir, that
there is any such increase in the product and manufac-
tured goods in this country. Let us look at the facts:
In 1870 we imported $70,415,000 worth of goods; in
1873-74, when our importations were very large, we
imported S 128,213,000 worth of goods. There was a varia-
tion between the lowest point of importation and the high-
est point of $57,750,000. In 1878 there were $91,000,000
worth of goods imported; in 1882 there were $132,000,000
worth imported. Thore was a variation between the two
periods of 811,000,000. Now, if there had been a corres-
pouding increase of importation since 1878 there ought to
have been 8157,000,000 worth of importations, making
allowance for the growth of wealth and population in the
country, instead of $132,000,000. Now, that would indicate
a displacement, not of 879,000,000, as the hon, gentleman
says, but of $25,000,000 worth of goods. So that would
indicate the increase was not very greatly in excess of the
natural increase, allowing the same percentage of growth
that prevailed between 1871 and 1878. Now, according to
the hon. gentleman's mode of calculation, that would repre.
sent an increase of indastrial population, not of 51,800, as
the hon. gentleman reports to _he fHouse, but of 15,125.
But this increase of 15,125 and the persons dependent upon

lit was secured by the expulsion from the country of
upwards of 200,000 of our population in excess of what the
ordinary exodus from the country had been. The han.
Finance Minister admitted that he had taxed the country
largely in excess of the actual requirements of the State;
but he said this, that it should not be counted as taxation
on the people becauqe it was unnecessary taxation. The
Government did wt require it for public purposes, and it
should, therefore, be le tout of account altogether. The
argument of the hon. gentleman reminded m-eof an anec-
dote told of Curran, when engaged ia a duel with a rival at
the bar, who was very much larger than himself, and who
complained that because of his large size he was more likely
to be hit. Said Curran 4<I will chalk o.t my size upon you,
and all shots that hit outside the chalk mark I will not
count." Tho Finao Minister adlopted very much the
sa me poliev. He colleets an anount of taxes largely in
exess of tie requirements of the State, and says that bo-
cause ho did not require it, we should not count that as
taxation at all. It is outside the chalk mark. The
present condition of the eountry shows very clearly
what the hon. gentleman has accomplisbed by his tariff.
He bas neither attracted thousands of emigrants from abroad
nor millions of money. But ho bas misdirected a large
anount Of capital already in the country. He has with-
drawn capital from one industry to be invested in ano lier,
and there are to-dsi millions of dollars inve-td in manu-
facturing estý,blisifnents tbut urestanding i le; and if thbse
who have spont their money could get it agan, they w ýuld
nit ilvest it in the enterprises in whioh i is now
icked up. Thoh-m geitlemlanknowsthat the co ttonmills
of Canada to-day could produce, by working three days and
a-half, as maeh cotton as Canada could consume, and during
two days and a-balf the mills must stand idle or a foreign
trade must be had. It is plain, therefore, that one-third
of the entire capital invested in cotton mills is wasted;
that it is invested in a business which cannot pay, in a
manner in which it cannot be profitably employed. If
it had not been for the tarriff this capital might have been
profitably turned to some other business. Bat in conse-
quence of the high profits which the hon. Finance Minister
was able to secure for the investors during a very short
time, a large amount of capital has been invested; and
there are to-day in Hamilton, I am informed, establish-
ment now standing idle which are in the market for
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sale and for which no purohaser can be found. lation is fleeing in much the same way from the country
The hon. gentleman, then, has dissarranged industries. since it has fallen into the hands of hon. gentlemen opposite.
He has rendered employment in those various industries There is a pestilence in the country; the disease is on the
uncertain; ho bas introduced into the cities a large population Treasury benches, and it is moet dosirable that the country
whose means of subsistence is extremely precarious, and who should get rid of it. I have not the least doubt that when
may, for a considerable portion of the year, be obliged to the time comes, when the consequences of the hon. gentle-
depend on another portion of the population for means of men's policy becomes fully known, when the depression has
subsistence. This is what the hon. gentleman has accom- reached its lowest' point, the public will realise fully the
plished; and ho las accomplished nothing more. We never blessings that the hon. gentlemen have been able to confer
said that a 17 per cent. tariff was just enough and that no on them. They are like the blessings conferred in the
more ought to be imposed. All weo ever oontended for was story told by the Duchess of Orleans upon ber favorite child
this: That the rate of taxation should besuch as to meet the -they mingle a ourse with al[ their blessings. The popu.
requirements of the State; that it should ho imposed in such lation of our towns and cities bas been reduced, factories are
a way as to interfere with commerce and industry as little closed, and many of them have gone into insolvency, and a
as possible; that it should be fairly distributed over the dif. large number of the cotton mills have never been opened,
feront Provinces, in the proportion of their ability to pay it, and the hon. gentlemen have increased the cost of govern-
and among the population of the country on precisely the ment by 810,000,000. These are the things which those hon.
same principle. I am perfectly aware that we cannot get gentlemen have accomplished since they have taken posses-
back to precisely the position we occupied in 1878. Our sion of the Treasury benches.
liabilities have been enormously increased; a high rate of Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not rise for the pur.taxation is necessary to meet our obligations~; but this pose of making a speech. The hon. gentleman has repeatedwe do know, that the taxation during the past five or what I had heard before; he says I was afraid te meet the
six yoars lias been far beyond the requroments ofthe State. workingmen of Montreal. Now, no workingman ever askedThe Finance Minîster knows right well, according to his to see me ever came te see me, ever sent a letter asking te
own statement, that he as taken from the people of this see me, ner did they go to see my secretary. It sl an ut ter
country $20,000,000 which he did not require. He las falsehood, The day I left-an hour before I left l[ontreal,
assumed that this money, in the pockets of those to whom I found some resolutions enclosed in some blank envelopes,it rightly belonged, would not be so wisely and well employed just before I took my passage back to Ottawa.as if it were in the possession of the Government. We
know how the hon. gentleman expended the public money. Mr. CURRAN. The debate has been going on for some
We know what income the country is deriving froin that days past and has extended to such a length that, for my
expenditure; we know right well that if the people of the part, I shall endeavor to confine my remarks to a very few
country could not have made a botter use of those $20,000,000 points. I think what has transpired since the opeming of
than the Government have done during the past six years the discussion, especially by the hon. member for South Brant
thon there is very little hope of the prosperity of the country (Mr. Paterson), that the Minister of Finance has reason to
in time to come. Hon. gentlemen opposite have accom. feel exceedingly proud of the position he occupies at the
plished none of the things they promised. They said they present moment. We were told by that lon. gentleman
would prevent the exodus from continuing. We have seen (Mr. Paterson) that it had been understood and arranged
it increase fourfold. that oach in succession of the gentlemen on the other aide

Sit Or u.ACDONALD.0 Oof the House would choose a certain section from the FinanceSir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Ob, ob. Minister's most admirable speech, which they intended to dis.
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman laughs, but I say it is sect, theroby adnitting that it required the whole phalanx

Fo. The hon, gentleman himself had no warrant for the of the party to meet the statements le had made. I cannot,
statement he made in 1878. Not only has the expenditure however, congratulate lon. gentlemen themselvea upon
of the country been enormously increased, but the progress manner in which they have sub.divided the work,
of the country bas been seriously retarded. The country is because, like the last speaker on their sido-who, no
less prosperous than it otherwise would have been. 'fhe doubt, enjoys a very high reputation among his
hon.'gentleman promised her would intraduce millions of friends, and perhaps deservedly so-they do not
money into this country. Those millions had not been appear to have been able to confine themselves to any
forthcoming. The hon. gentleman said there was no limit one branch. Like him they have spoken de omnibus rebus;
to the number of skilled laborers that might find employ- we have heard of everything concerning, and what does not
ment here; that the capital of the world was to flow into concern, the debate just now going on, from the Reciprocity
Canada, and the laborers of the world were to come here, in Treaty down to the Washington Treaty, and the statements
order that that capital might find profitable employment. which are said to appear in the report of the commissioners
Farmers were to find a home market for what they produced. upon the manufacturing industries of the country. There
There has not been established a home market. They are matters said to appear there which do not appear there,
export more largely than they did before. They get lower and it is stated that allegations are made in that report
prices. The hon, gentleman promised there would always when no such allegations appear in it. We have, moreover,
be good wages for the laborers. But the hon. gentleman the concluding part of the speech of the hon. gentleman,
dared not meet the laborers in Montreal. The First Minister which I will undertake to show, before I get through, is
in 1878, met those men ; but in Montreal, when they were wholly unfounded, as has been truthfully stated by the
anxious for employment and wanted to know what the right hon. the Prime Minister of the Dominion, with regard
hon. gentleman was going to do, he could not see them; he to the-I may say-infamous falsehoods telegraphed over
was not quite prepared to answer that difflcult question. the length and breadth of the Dominion, with regard to
]How is the hon. gentleman going to give employ- public meetings, said to have been held in the City of
ment to the hundred thousands of our population Montreal, by the workingmen. 1 say there was no meet.
out of employment now ? The hon. gentleman knows ing held within the limits of the city of Montreal by any
right well that at no distant day those people will not workingmen, or by any body whatsoever, having any
trouble him; 300,000 have crossed the border already; claim or right to represent them; just as there never was,
200,000 are i the State of Michigan. We read accounts at the dinner or the magnificent demonstration given
during the past summer of people in the cities of southern in that city, a single man who either approached the
Europe fleeing on account of the pestilence; and our popu- president who occupied the chair, or any of
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the city members, or any officers of the Junior ConservativE
Club-not one man who showed himself on the night o
that magnificent banquet on behalf of any organisation
of workingmen. And yet these people, after being
convicted, as they have been by the press of the country
endeavor to repeat and reiterate what they know is no
true; they have the audacity to corne on the floor of thi
House and endeavor once more to disserainate these false
hoods throughout this country. And there is something
more upon which the hon. Finance Minister has reason to
feel proud and to congratulate himself. We have heard
not only in the beginning of this debate, but from the lasi
speaker, of the enviable position held by New South Wales
as compared with the Dominion of Canada. Now, Sir, it is
not often that while a debate is going on, while a subject is
still under consideration, a gentleman occupying the position
of the Finance Minister finds himself sustained by the lead-
ing organ of the party opposed to him; nevertheless, gen.
tlemen opposite are actually convicted out of the very
publication that appears in that organ. I shallnow read an
extract which conhrms mu every particular the statement
made by the Finance Minister a few evenings ago, taken
from the Toronto Globe of to-day. Speaking of the floating
of the loan, that paper says:

"We stated, soon after the Canadian Finance Minister put the last
loan on th% market, that the greater part of it was taken up by the finan-
cial agents and persons acting for them or with them."
That has been shown not to be true. The articles goes on:

" It is scarcely pretended now that the public subscriptions amounted
to more than two million pounds of the five millions offered."
The Finance Minister has shown, and the Public Accounts
show, that £800,000 were held by these agents, and not one
cent more. It goes on:

" A uarrel between the Government of New South Wales and the
Bank o New South Wales, in London, respecting the issue of new loans,
caused the bank to reveal how such matters are manipulated. The last
New South Wales loan seemed to have been very succesefully
negotiated. The price obtained for the 34 per cent. debentures was
much higher than that obtained for the Canadian securities of the same
denomination a few months before. In one of the letters written by the
bank directors to the Government, they say:

t1 More than one of the recent loans of the colony, au yon are aware,
must have been publicly declared as marked failures, had we not, at
your request, and to the extent of millions of money, directly and
indirectly, upheld the credit of your securities.' And in another letter
the bank directors assert that they were instrumental in ' absolutely
saving two of your (the Government'e)loans from absolute failure.

flore is the confirmation almost verbatim of the statement
made by the Finance Minister a few evenings ago, in reply
to the strictures of the other side, wherein he said that a
s3 ndicate of bankers had bolstered and protected and thrown
their mantle over New South Wales, and it was on that
account that New South Wales had ranked so high as com-
pared with Canada. But iere we have, published in the
organ of the Opposition, the confirmation of the words of
the Minister of Finance, and we have the utter condemna-
tion of the hon: gentlemen on the other side of the House.
Now, Sir, it is not my intention, at this hour of the nght,
to follow the hon, gentleman through his remarks regarding
the question of reciprocity. I do not thmnk, if the public do
any of us the bonor of perusing the speeches we are making
in this debate, thatwhat ho has stated with reference to the
policy of this Government on the question of reciprocity,
and more particularly what he as urged with regard to
protection in this country being a barrier to reciprocity,
will receive the acceptance of one sensible man in the
length and breadth of the Dominion. Thre is -no
Canadian, at all events, who bas a manly heart in his
breast, there is no man who feels the dignity of his
position as a citizen of this Dominion, who will concur in
the suggestion that we should show ourselves the humble,
obsequious beseechers of the Governmen t on the other side of
the line; that we should exhibit [our thorongh self-
abasement; that we must not for one moment think of pro.
tecting ourselves or of erecting any kind of barrier; that I

Mr. CuRAN.

e we should not dream of giving them the slightest offence;
If because, if we are sufficiently humble, if we are sufficiently
n servile, if we sufficiently-forget our manhood, some fine day,

perhaps, they may extend to us a benevolent and a merciful
band. Now, we have had also a reference by the hon.

t gentleman to the question of the Washington Treaty. I
must say, for my part, that I am not sufflciently bright,
intellectually, to see exactly how the lon. gentleman has
wedged that question into this discussion; and not being able
to discover the preciEe connecting link, I shall leave that
subject, with several others of a similar nature, altogether
untouched on this occasion. There was one subject,
however, upon which the hon. gentleman was particularly
unhappy. He tried to be very funny. He tells us he
sent out a man to scour the country and to find out the
value of the report which had been laid on the
Table by the Government, with regard to the manufacturing
industries of the country. It would seem to me, from the
results obtained by that gentleman, whoever h. may be,
that he was more bent on finding the best moans of turning
a pun or making a joke than on learning the truth regard-
ing the accuracy of this report. I hold in my hand at this
moment this report with regard to the city of Londôn,
which my hon. friend opposite solemnly asserted was
worthless, because therein it was alleged, amongst other
things, that there was an oil-cloth factory in that city; and,
said ie, 1 find, after rambling about, that I could not stumble
on any such institution. Well, I will allow the hon. gen-
tleman, if he-wishes, to accompany hie friend and go par
passu with him through that report, and he will notstumble
upon that oil-cloth factory there either. There is no suci
mention of any such manufactory. Here is the report,
which I shall be most happy to send across the floor.

Mr. MILLS. I saw the report here in manuscript; I
copied the statement mysolf; and if it is not in the report
now, thon the report as printed is not the report as laid on
the Table.

Mr. CURRAN. All I can say is, here is the report. I
am afraid there must be some cause for the difficulty about
this original gentleman whom he sent out to discover these
particular institutions. I will not say what it was or what
it was not-whether he saw two institutions where there
was but on., or whether hie was se blind tiraitire could net
see anything at all. At all events, iere is the document,
and I send my statement to the country, along with the
statement of the hon. gentleman; and I say, if al he ias
said to night is to be judged by the standard of this mis-
representation, his speech will not be of much avail.

Mr. MILLS. There is no misrepresentation.
Mr. BOWELL. Yon copied too far ; that is all. You

took the oil-cloth factory in the city of Kingston at the end
of the London list.

Mr. CURRAN. I am much obliged to the hon. Minister.
I was going to reserve that until the end of my speech. I
thought I would leave the hon. gentleman in suspense for
a little while, and then bring him around again. Really,
gr. Speaker, one would naturally have expected, from the
experience we have had for some years past, that these
hon. gentlemen would have come before this louse rather
as making an act of contrition than in the attitude in
which they appear before us to-night. However, there are
sone people who cannot realise accomplished facts. The
enemies of the old Bourbons used to say that they never
forgot anything because they never could learn anything,
and it would appear that the affliction which befell that
unfortunate dynasty is really the one which bas befallen
the hon. gentlemen opposite. Now, we have been told
to-night by the hon. gentleman who spoke last, that we
falsely assert that they have been in the habit of
maligning the policy of the Government. I say we never
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have indulged in any such assertion. It is their right to attack
the policy of the Government; they may slander the policy
of the Government if they like; but what we have com-
plained of, what we complain of now, and what, no doubt,
we shall be called upon to complain of in the future, is not
that they have slandered the policy of the Government, but
that they have slandered the people of this country and the
country itself. I have no desire to utter one sentence here
which I cannot substantiate. Allow me, Sir, to quote the
following words; and I trust that such of the people of this
country as will do me the honor of perusing these remarks,
will ask themselves can this be possible?

IThe parties who are to blame, to say the truth, are no doubt the
majority of the electors of the people of Canada, who were ill-advised
enough, knowing the antecedents of the First Minister, to electI hlim to
the important office which he now holds, and to confirm him again in 1882.
That these unfortanate people are Iikely to pay a muet heavy penalty
for their folly wil be, I am afraid, oly too clearly shown when wO have
an opportunity of perusing the Public &ccounts, and holding some
further discussion on the result of the follies they themselve3 have com-
mitted. But if we are to blush for anybody, it is not for Her Majesty's
officers, but for that portion of the people of Canada who had so little
sense of public honor and self-respect as, after what the hon. gentleman
bas done, to again intrust him with further powers of injuring his
country."

That is a part of the hon. ex-Finance Minister's speech, a
speech not delivered in the heat of argument, not uttered
under the excitement of the moment, not caused by some
sudden outburst, but spoken in cold blood, with calm deliber-
ation and premeditation, when the debate was first opened
here this Session, in reply to the Address. There was no
occasion thon for any such outburst, there was no provocation
given thon, but ho hurled this insult, not at the policy of the
Government, not at the officers of the Government, not at
any member of the Government, but at the people; for he
tells us we have to blush for the people of Canada, who are
lost to honor and self-respect. Now, Sir, in the course of a
speech delivered a few evenings ago by the ex-Minister of
Finance, ho referred, amongst other things, to a number of'
tests by which to establish the state of the country. He
took the school statistics as one means of showing that the
country was going to the dogs. Well, the hon. momber
for Cardwell (Mr. White), I think, established pretty clearly
the accuracy of the statistical reports upon which the argu-
ment of the hou. gentleman was based. Ie showed that they
were of no value; ho showed that they had not changed in
certain localities, year after year; ho showed that precisely
the same number of pupils were supposed to be at school,
year after year-an absolute impossibility. And my opinion
is, that these reports were gotten up very much like the old
sedentary militia reports that were sent in, year alter year,
in former times; when if we had, at any moment, wished to
call on these brave defenders of their country, who were
returned to the Government as being ready to die for the
land, the response to be given by many of those who were
marked in the list would not have been given to any other
sound than that of the trumpet of the archangel. One-half
of them, no doubt, were in their graves, and had been there
for years. Just as these sedentary militia reports were
valueless, so these school reports, as the hon. member
for Cardwell has pointed 'out, are incorrect on
the face of them. But the hon. gentleman said that ho
was perfectly willing to take the statistics of the Province
of Quebec. He suddenly discovered it himself, and I hope
it will be his permanent state, a reverence and love and
affection for the clergy of Lower Canada. He was anxious
to see their statistics; upon them he would place the inost
implicit reliance, and he hoped that some gentleman would1
take upon himself the duty of procuring from that source
of infalibility the documents that would show exactly in
what condition the Province of Quebec found itself; and
with that prophetic spell which was upon him, with that
insight into the future which characterises him generally,
ho had no doubt, not even the slightest doubt, but that the

same state of affairs, the same blue ruin, and the same
decay ho professed to have found in Ontario would also ho
found to exist in the Province of Quebec. Wel, Sir, I sent
down to the city of Montreal, that great centre of the
National Policy, that point which muet suffer from it more
than any other, because that is the place in which it comes
more actively into play, and in which its results must
be manifest-I sent down to Montreal and prooured
the report of the Catholic school commissioners. I asked
for that report, not only for the past two years, but from
tho year 1877. Those reports contain those eschools which are
directly under the control of the Catholie school commis-
sioners in Montreal. There are numerous Catholie schools
just as there are numerous Protestant echools which are not
under the control of the one board or the other; there are
there as many schools ontside, perhaps, as there are in this
particular class; but as a matter of statistics, as going
straight to the class we desire to reach and finding out what
is the actual state of prosperity or ruin ofthe people, I do not
believe there is a more faithful record to be had in the Dom-
inion than the paper I am about to read. I have these re-
ports, and they are for the consideration of any gentleman
who may wish to take communication of them, My friend
Mr. Edward Murphy, one of the school commissioners, who
acts jointly with the clergy, because there are both laymen
and clergymen on the board, sends me this statement:

"I send this statement to show the progressive achool iucrease in
school attendance. From 6,405, in 1877, itincreased to 7,005,.in 1881;
from 7,316, in 1882, it increased to 9,932, l 1884. This is the attendance
at the commissioners' schools and those assisted by them. There are, of
courde, a greaz man;r othera independent of the omrmissioners, but the
report of the commissioners shows an increase in achool attendae
from 6,405, in 1877, to 9,932, in 1884, or 55 per cent. in seven years."

Now I shall go a little further. I was anxious to find some-
thing about the independent schools. I could not be sup-
posed to go to oach school, although I might point ont here
some of the establishments that would really strengthen
this, such as the St. Ann's school, ii the St. Ann's ward, in
my own district where the pupils have doubled. But I went
to the Christian Brothers, a body of teachers who have
schools all over the Province. I said to them: I would
like to find out what is the exact state of the various
schools under your control at present, and what was their
condition in 1877. I found that in 1880-that was the
report that the reverend gentleman could lay his hands
upon at that moment, and I was coming away, and had to
take what I could get-there were 10,000 pupils in the
schools in different parts of the Province, controlled by the
Christian Brothers. Since that time these gentlemen have
had to close their establishments at Chambly, Côte des
Neiges, Beauharnois, and St. Thomas de Montmagny, on
account of the rapidly increasing attendance in the other
establishments under their control. They had not the
teachers necessary to maintain those schools, as they had
to devote them to the rapidly increasing establishments
in other parts. These four establishments had 1,200
pupils when they gave them up to lay teachers; and
yet, although they had four schools less than in 1880,
they have 10,300 pupils in 1884. The same gentleman who
furnished me with statistical information regarding commis-
sioners' schools also directed my attention toe our own City
and District Savings Bank. We have had a good deal of
discussion as to the value of statistics with regard to the
Dominion Post Office Savings Bank. We have been told that
these Dominion savings banks are a cause of drawing away
money from the commerce of the country. Well, lot us, first
of all, take a bird's-eye view of this institution, see what pro-
gress las attended it or what ruin and decay has over-
taken it. The depositore in the City and District
Savings Bank have steadily increased from 1877 to the
present date. On the 31et December, 1877, the amount
of deposits was 83,385,765, and the number of depositor4
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17,203. On the 31st December, 1883, the amount of
deposits had gone up to $6,212,635, and the number of
depositors hud increased to 29,756. On the 31st Decem-
ber, 1884, the amount of deposits had gone on still
further, and the amount was 86,328,093, and the number of
depositors had increased to 31,241 ; and, as the report comes
stili further down, as we have still to show, now, in the
middlo of winter, what is the state of affairs, we find that
on the 28th of Februrary last the deposits had increased to
$6.596,000, and the number of depositors had risen from
31,241, in the space of two months, to 31,906. These are
figures which are utterly uncontrovertible, but it may be
well to ask what is the interest paid upon the doposits ?
What is it that induces people to take the money out of
commerce and put it there ? Is it the large and over-
whelming interest paid, which induces people to
lodge their money on deposit, in order to make more
than they could in any legitimate undertaking ? Why,
the interest is 3 per cent. The average deposit is $200,
or less. It is the money of the mechanic, of the servant, of
the small trader, of those who value that institution perhaps
even more than the Government institutions. They have
learned to know it and to love it; they have confidence in
it; it is a standing monument of what an institution can
grow to when it has the confidence of the people, and it is
for that reason we find people depositing their money there
and not because they are induced to draw it out of trade or
commerce. Here we have this magnialcent exhibit ; we have
this school attendance; we have this evidenee of thrift, of
industry, of sobriety, of the love of learning, of everything
that contributes to make a people good, and that, in time,
will make a people great. I ask you, Sir, in the face of
these facts, need we blush for these people ? Are'they people
without self-respect, people without honor, people for whom
the members of this House need have a blush of shame upon
their faces? If it wero parliamentary to say so, if [ dared
say so here, might I not rather retort and say that the
people who have thus been maligned and slandered might
well stand up and say, that if there was any cause for
ehame, any cause for blushing, or any cause for
feeling a sentiment of degradation in our land, it was
that a constituency could be found in this Dominion to return
a man to this House who would use such language. But there
is more than all that. These figures answer an argument
that bas been used here. We were told the other night, by
a gentleman who folt the prophetie spirit moving him,
exactly the time and the date when this country was to fall
to pieces. We were told the number of years it was to take.
Well, we know that it is stated that as two suns cannot
shine in the firmament at the same time, so two equally
great mon cannot figure in the same sphere in the same
country at the same moment. It was a dangerous thing.
now that we have Wiggins, the weather prophet, in this coun-
try, that we should have this other prophet springing up.
It is a terrible thing. But there is the fact. What becomes
of this prophecy that in eighteen years the workingmen and
women in this Dominion are going to be wiped out of exist-
ence, are going to be taxed out of existance ; are going to
be ground literally out of existence by the exactions of this
terrible Goverument with this terrible National Policy ?
With the progression which is going on in the schol attend-
ance and the doubling up of the millions in the savings banks
of the workers, what is going to become of this prophecy ?
Now, Sir, we had a statement made that the workingmen of
Montreal had shown that they did not appreciate the right«
hon. Premier. I have said, in my opening remarks, that
when the hon, gentleman on the other side had made an
allusion to this statement, he alleged what he ought, at all
events, to have known was utterly untrue. I say, Sir, thati
I know full well that sometime before that great demonstra-i
tion took place there was a movement sought to be put oni
foot by a small number of people in the city of Montreal,
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to counteract that magnificent demonstration. But, Sir, a
gentleman who is now in his grave, who was an honor te his
country, whose loss was a terrible loss to the party opposite
-the late Thomas Cramp, of Montreal-said : "Don't
attempt it, gentlemen ; don't do it. The people of this coun-
try may not all follow Sir John A. Macdonald, but
every man in the country, with the exception of a
few, love and admire and respect him." Sir, that
little movement was crushed, that was nipped in the bud.
The ward politicians who thought they could bring it
to a focus, were told: The indignation of the people will
wipe you out of existence. You may cause a few broken
heads of your victims; perhaps you will interfere with the
demonstration, but that demonstration will take place. Sir,
I do not speak meroly of the magnificent banquet at that
celebration, where were met together the citizens of Mon-
treal, the delegations from different parts of the Province,
and people from other Provinces-not the rich mon alone,
not the areat manufacturers alone, not the great merchants
and bankers and others, but men whom I know are hard-
working men, men who earn their bread by the sweat of
their brow, went there to do honor to the old chieftain
whom they were proud to hail as the father of his country.
I say not merely at that great dinner but in that grand
celebration that was held in the streets of Montreal, where
all took part, where the city turned out as one man, where
the streets were one blaze of light, where no effort could
resist the grand outburst of enthusiastic demonstration-I
say that on that occasion there was an attempt made to
belittle the meaning and significance of that great uprising,
for whilst that was going on the agent of the Toronto
Globe met in solemn conclave with some persons
whose characters I have had the pleasure of dissecting
on another occasion, and these parties, professing to repre-
sent the workingmen of the city of Montreal, and meeting in
the municipality of St. Cunegonde, outside the city limits,
undertook to put up a little job of sending a deputation to
wait on the Premier-not at the Windsor lotel, however;
they dare not show themselves there; there was not a work-
ingman in Montreal who would not have been insulted by one
of those men calling themselves his representative. They
did not venture to go to the Windsor, but they sent a report
broadcast that they had done so. Thon they had a meeting
a few nights afterwards, which I took the liberty of attend-
ing myself, in which they sought to ventilate this matter
still further. Then it was announced in the Globe that the
largest hall in the city of Montreal had been engaged. But
it was the little hall of St. Cunegonde, a place that had been
used as a small chapel a few years ago and had been con-
verted into a public hall; it was outside the city limits.
Who were there? How many workingmen were there?
Look at the names of the men on the platform. Work-
ingmen ! Why, Sir, the thing is absurd. There was,
however, one gentleman there, a personal friend of
mine, although a political opponent. And what did ho
state at that public meeting, and in. presence of those
who were assembled there ? I speak of Mr. L. O.
David, a gentleman at ail events on whose statements we
can rely. He stood up in that meeting and ho said:
"Gentlemen, if this party now in power goes to the people
again, with protection as their policy, and my party goes
to the polls again with their old flag, I cannot go back
upon my own party, I cannot work against them, but I
am a protectioncst ln principle and I will stay at home.
I shall be neutral, for I could not embark in that contest, I
could not throw my voice and influence against the policy
which I consider to be for the best interests of the country."
I spoke to those people there; the audience was not very
numerous, and I said: Here, in this place, outside the city
of Montreal, we know there may be, we know there is, a
certain amount of depression.

An hon, MEMBER. Hear, hear.
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Mr. CURRAN. Yes, you will hear a good deal before I

get through. I said: What about these factories ? What
about these foundries ? What about those industrial estab-
lishments on the very ground we stand upon ? I say there
is not one of them that is not open and in full blast at this
very moment. That statement remained unchallenged.
And, Sir, what did I find the Saturday before we oponed
the present Session ? I happened to look at the Montreal

Vitness, the Free Trade paperpar excellence of this Dominion,
the paper that has never hauled down its Free Trade flag,
the paper that has complained of the vaseillating policy of
the hon. gentlemen opposite, the paper that has told them
they were trying to sail under false colors, that they ought
to come out and take their stand boldly--and 1 am glad to
see they are taking it now-what did that paper state, with
reference to this very locality whore that meeting was held ?
Under the heading "St. Cunegonde News," it said:

" Considerable building improvements are contemplated in the
spring. More house accommodation is urgently needed. The several
industries of the municipality are on full time, and there is no scar-
city of employment. The Dominion tin factory employs 100 hands."

Now, Sir, I think testimony of this kind is really of some
value in a discussion such as the present one, for we are now
appealing far more directly to the hearts and minds of the
people of this Dominion than we could do in reference to any
speculation on the question of reciprocity or in the resur-
roction of speculations upon the Washington Treaty. How-
ever, we were favored some time ago by a visit of the ex-
Finance Minister to the city of Montreal. He went thero
to air his grievances, and amongst other things ho said :

" I am, I admit, these men's determined enemy, and I am not so by
reason of their assaults upon myseif, though they have been uninter-
rupted since the time I took office. Providence sometimes tempers the
wind to the shorn lamb, and having inherited an Irish constitution and
an Irish temperament, and it may be some sense of humor, I must con-
feus I rather enjoy the attacks made upon me.,,"

This is from the Globe report of the speech of the ex-Fin-
ance Minister, delivered at Queen's Hall. He says he rather
enjoyed those attacks. Well, I rather enjoy a part of that
speech. It reminded me of what I have often seon before.
Now, if there is one thing more than another that I hold in
contempt, it is this particular snivelling about the Irish
peculiarities of hon. gentlemen opposite, they never have
the fit when they are in the hey-day of their prosperity-it
suits when they happen to be in the cold shados. Thon those
people always discover that they have some Irish hu mor about
them, some Irish blood in their veins; that their mother or
step-mother was Irish, or something of that kind. And this
hon. gentleman, no doubt, imagined ho was making a deep
impression upon the tender hearts of the Irish-Canadian
people in this Dominion when ho told them it was his Irish
constitution. his Irish temperament, and his Irish humor
that made him withstand and enjoy those attacks. I pre.
sume that an hon. gentleman who makes an appeal of that
kind must, at all events, be following the course of public
events in Ireland and elsewbere, wherever the people that
ho claims to be allied with are concerned. I will take this
opportunity of saying that I imagine out of the mouths of
those who are considered by the majority of the people to
be the best judges of the best interests of Ireland 1 can con-
vince the hon. gentleman that ho is mistaken, in so far as
that people goes. I am perfectly aware that very many
hon. gentlemen on both sides of this House do not entertain
the same views as I do with respect to the value of the
opinions of the gentlemen I am about to quote. But, at
any rate, so far as regards Irish interests, as compared with
the interests of the adjoining country, England, a people of
five millions lying alongside a people of thirty millions,
as we occupy the position of a people of five millions lying
alongside a people of fifty-five millions, there is a consider-
able parallel between the two cases, and some value must
attach to the opinions of those who have studied out the
question. I think no man uin this country will di.

pute that Justin McCarthy, tho member for Long
ford, in the Imperial Parliament, the brilliant writer,
the author of "The History of Our Own Times," and of
many other works of great merit, himsolt a free trader in
principle, is a pretty good judge of the matter in question.
I happen to have iere under my hand a letter addremsed,
during the course of last summer, by him, to the editor of
the New York Tribune on this very question of free trade
and protection, as regards this five million.country along side
of a thirty million country. I will merely draw. this differ-
ence in favor of the position of Ireland, that it is lying along-
side of a free trade oountry, while we are placed alongside
a country which has double the protection we have. After
reciting the story of how the different industries were wiped
out, by what statutes and so on, Justin McCarthy says:

"Now, I am not going to discuse the free trade question as an eoo'
nomie doctrine here. I am, myself, a free trader-that is to say, I
believe the economic doctrine of free trade is sound, and is destined to
prevail everywhere."

Then ho goes on to state what is the peculiar position of
Ireland, which we all know. This was touched upon by the
Minister of Marine and Fishecies this afternoon to some
extent, and I need not again go over the ground, but will
satisfy myself by making a single quotation. Justin
McCarthy further says:

" That is the position which Ireland ocoupies with regard to free
trade and English economios generally. I believe there are sorne lead-
ing Irishmen who go further than this, and have convinced themselves
that protection would be for a long time the fitting policy for Ireland.
i believe this is Mr. Parnell's opinion, although i do mot remember that
I have ever had much talk with him on the subject. Ne is a man who
prefers, as a rule, to talk of what is actually going on, and does not
much care to anticipate controversies. Mr. John billon, I know, is in
favor of a policy of protection-for a time at leat. On the other hand,
we have among prominent Irish politiciani3 many men who, like myself,
are free traders on principle ; that is, who regard free trade as the prin-
ciple which will ultimately prevail. But I do not know of one single
Irishman who is pledged to free trade as the English doctrinair. is
pledged to it, or who would not be quite willing to consider the rffects
ot a different policy upon the Ireland of to-day.'
We have, moreover, an interview, dated London, 2nd De-
cembor, between Mr. Parnell and a reporter of a public
journal, which was telegraphed to this side, in the course of
which Mr. Parnell says :

"l England's unfair competition in trade is a great dimiouly. Let me
give an instance : Messrs. Lane, of Cork, started a starca manufac-
tory. Co eman, the great English manufacturer, forthwith sent an
agent over to Ireland, offerimrg to sel! starch 30 shillinga per ton less
than Lane's priees-in fact, under cost. Meurs. Lane retalated by
advertising their starch in England under Coleman's prices, who was
ultimately glad to compromise."

This firm was strong and able to meet the enemy in his own
country, and able to triumph. But what about struggling
industries? He further says :

" with regard to tariflr, my opinion is that a certain measure of
protection against foreign manufactures would benefit Ireland."
I do not think that any man on this sido of the louse, or
any man in this country, who bas either advocated or
struggled for the introduction and maintenance of this
taritt, believes that this protective tariff is perfection itself.
No man has ever contended that this doctrine of protection
for Canada was going to cure this country of all the evils
which are attendant upon human affairs. There is no policy
that can be promulgated that will not have such effects.
But, all in all, it is the best policy, and the people bolieve it
to be the best policy that could possibly have been inaugu-
rated to take the country out of the sloagh of despair into
which it was plunged, and raise it to the position which it
has since occupied. The results prove it, and in the words
of John Boyle O'Reilly:

"From soul to soul the shortest line,
At best will bended be

The ship that sails the straghtest course,
Still sails tue convex sea."

No matter what you may effect, no matter what the human
mind may conceive, there will be somothing about it that
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will leave traces of the want of perfection in our nature.
But to say-for any man who knows anything about the
condition of this country for the past few years-to say
that this policy has ruined the people, that this policy has
left Us in a worse position than we were in in 1877, that it
is calculated in eighteen years to wipe us off the face of the
earth, to make such a statement, and accompany it by the
sianders which are cast in the face of the people, because
they have supported this policy and the men who promul-
gated it-I say is unworthy of any man who considers
himself sane-is unworthy of any man who would wish to
enjoy the confidence of his fellow-countrymen in any queE-
tion which he may put before the them. We have had
several statements here with regard to different industries.
We have had statements, for instance, with regard to the
sugar industry. We have had statements with regard to
certain importations which could have been made. We
have have had statements with regard to the prices at
which sugar could have been brought here from Greenock,
in Scotland, and other points in that country
and laid down here. Well, really it is too bad to
think that these questions,. which are so complex in their
nature, which involve not only protection in our own country
but protection in Germany and other lands, should be dis.
cussed upon such a basis as to say-to show how thoroughly
the people of this country are imposed upon,we will bring gen-
tlemen on the platform who will tell you that they could have
imported sugar at 1 or j a cent per lb. less than it was sold
by the manufacturers. We know that the reason why cer-
tain qualities of sugar are to be found in the markets of Scot-
land is on account of the protective policy of Germany,
where there is a bounty of 2ô cents per lb. on all beet
sugar exported. That is the actual bounty. *Xhis sugar,
on the other hand, which is referred to, is nearly all of the
kind which is equal No. 9 Dutch standard; it is the refuse
of the refineries, and it is of so low a grade as to be unsaleable
in the S.otch market; and I am told, on an authority which
cannot be contradicted-that of a gentleman in Montreal,
who has been engaged for years in the grocery trade, who
bas given great attention to the subject, who bas written to
the newspapers about it, but who is now out of politics and
does not wish bis name mentioned-that if we take the
prices of both whites and yellows, for thalat two years,
we will find that the refiners of Canada have been selling
at a less price than the same grades have been sold for in
the United States.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Take the quotations.
Mr. CURRAN. Take the quotations of the past two

years, and I am informed, on this authority, that the prices
have ranged in Canada lower for the same grades than in
the United States. Sir, this sort of argumentation, as was
pointed out by the Minister of Finance, which is employed
in certain places, where the people have to be told you are
not suffering quite so much as your neighbors, this kind of
argument will not go down in Montreal. It will not go
down in Halifax, or in Moncton, or in any place where the
true state of affairs is known. I know it, because I was
there in Montreal; I was there arguing the cause of this
policy, when $,000,000 worth of the finest machinery
in this country was lying idle in Point St. Charles; I
was there when every third bouse in that place had "To
Let" upon it; I was there whon I said to these people:
Drive these men out, who have eyes to see and will not see,
who have ears to hear and will not hear ; drive these mon
out; they will not listen to the voice of the people; you
have rung it into their cars, but they will not listen; drive
them out, and in twelve months that factory will be going
and giving employment, not only within but without, to the
carter, to the cooper, to a host of people outside, besides the
t wo hundred or three hundred or four hundred men who will
be employed, not merely in Redpath's great refinery, but in
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the St. Lawrence refinery ; you will have the smoke curling
out of tall chimneys, and you will not be, as you have been
during the present winter, yon will not have but one
industry, and that the industry of the soup kitchen.
The results proved my assertions. I go still further.
The hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) in his
effort here the other night, told us that the agricultural inter-
ests of Ontario are suffering. We were told by one that
the refiners were being destroyed, and now we have another
coming forward, as most of them did, with a jeremiad about
the agricultural industries. We were told that the statistics
were there, and naturally, coming from that source, we
thought it was all right; but to speak candidly, when I
heard that creamery butter could be bought in the city of
Montreal at from 16 to 18 cents a pound, when I have been
paying for butter for some years back, and know something
about it-I said the man who can say that can say any-
thing. But what are the statisties taken from the annual
report of the Ontario Bureau of Industries for 1883, volume
16, part 7, of the Sessional Papers for 1884, No. 55, page 35 ?
Here they are:

Farm Lands............
Buildings.......
Implemente....
Live stock-...

1883, 1882.
$654,793,025 $632,342,500

163,030,675 132,711,575
43,522,530 31,029,815
99,882,365 80,540,720

Increase.
$22,450,525

30,319,100
6,492,715

19,341,645

Total for Province.. $961,228,595 $882,624,610 $78,604,985
Now, Sir, the fact is, that however we view the stand taken
by hon. gentlemen opposite, we must come to the conclusion
that they are not laboring in the interest of the country in
the course they are now pursuing. I have some notes before
me with reference to the immigration policy of the Govern-
ment. I am happy to know that the policy, as now announced,
is that no attempt is to be made to induce men of the class
of mcchanics to come to this country at all; and I see by
the documents I have in my hand that nearly all the state-
monts thrown broadcast by the Opposition preas, with regard
to the immigration policy of the Minister of Agriculture,
and the result of that policy, were entirely erroneous. I do
not believe at this hour that that I should be justified, after
the exhaustive speeches that have been made, and having
spoken myself longer than I had any intention of doing in mak-
ing auy further allusion to this point. But I will say that there
was one thing in connection with this debate that made me
feel sad, that made me feel indignant, and that was that,
not content with this system of vituperation of the best in-
terests of the country, of the country itself, and of the
people, those hon. gentlemen should have made the state-
ment in this very debate, accompanying all the damaging
statements and calculations, and miscalculations and mis-
representations, that have been sont broadcoast by those
hon. gentlemen, especially by the ex-Minister of Finance-
the statement, Sir, that to-day the peopleef Canada are a
more disunited people, or a less united people, than they
wore twelve years ago. That, Sir, coming from a gentleman
who tells us that hoe is not afraid or ashamed to stand up
and talk in favor of Canadian independence-that, coming
from a man who professes that this country is ripe to take
care of its own atrairs-what, Sir, must we think of it ? If
we are a disunited people, if we are dragging, one in one
direction and another in another, if we are
people against people, race against race, Province
against Province, if overy interest in this country is
dragging in a different direction, what becomes of the
argument of that hon. gentleman and of the friends around
him ? But I say that is another slander on the country;
that is another untruthful statement. I know thelpeople
of Canada, and I know them well. As a native of this
country, myself born and broughtj up here, brought up
amongst a race different from my own, but with whom I
have become identified by every interest that can identify a
man with a people, I know an4 I feel, appreoiating the differ-
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ent races of whom this country is composed, that there is
going on amongst the people of Canada a cementation of
interest, as well as a linking of hearts, that no man, especi-
ally no young man in this country, can realise. No man in
this country can realise how thoroughly and deeply
and sincerely there is in his heart the feeling
that this great Canada of ours is our country,
that the interest of one Province ià the interest of all the
Provinces, that the interest of one pedple is the interest of
all the people. I believe no man has yet realised it, and no
man will realise it until the matter is put to the test by
one of those emergencies to which every country is subject
at some time or other. Then, these men will find-then,
those who glory in the disunion of the people will find-
that this country is peopled by a brave, a united and
harmonious people. I send that out to-night, and I hope
my words will be quoted ; and I hope that long after the
names of the growlers and gramblers and those who seek
to sew discontent and disunion among the people shall have
been forgotten, a great and united people will live and
flourish here, and love the land even more patriotically than
we love it now.

Mr. RINFRET. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, whatever
may be the'opinions entertained on the best system of tariff,
viewed from a purely abstract or theoretical standpoint;
whatever may be the opinions heretofore upheld, either in
favor of a protectivo tariff, or free trade or a revenue tariff,
from the general standpoint of the science of political
economy, there is one essential and practical point towards
which all ideas should converge to-day, and on which it lias
become impossible to differ; and that is the fact that prc-
tection has not been useful here, and is not the system of
tariff which is suited to Canada&

During the first few years after the establishment of the
tariff, it was quite proper to discuss the question from a
theoretical point of view, and to compare the opinions ofthe
several economists who have judged from absolutely contra-
dictory standpoints, according to the influence of the places
where they lived, according to the population and resources
of the countries for which they have written. But te-day,
Mr. Speaker, after an experience of several years, of which
some were prosperous while other years were not, we are
enabled to judge, not upon theory put upon facts. We are
called upon not merely to give our opinions or to make sup-
positions; we are to give a judgment upon facts and results,
compared to previous estimates. It may not be out of place
at this juncture, to make a reviewal of the opinions which
have been put forward until now by both political parties
now contending for power in order to judge which of the two
has been borne out by the facts. I have already had occasion
to state in this House that it is possible that absolufe free
trade may be the most useful system for England, who
holds an exceptional position in the world at large owing to
her geographical position and to her almost boundless com-
mercial relations. It is possible, although it is not my own
private opinion, that the protective tarif lias not been
injurious to the neighboring Republie, because that rich and
immense country can, in a great measure, dispense with
foreign trade, and can be self-sufficient owing to the great
variety of its productions. The United States have all that
is required from an agricultural, mining and manufacturing
point of view. Besides they have a population of 50,000,000
of souls, distributed inweeveral States,who have between them
the most absolute free trade. I am inclined to think, Mr.
Speaker, that by reason of their peculiar position, it ought
to have been immaterial to the United States, as far as their
general prosperity was concerned, whether they adopted
protection or free trade. No fiscal law could crush out or
even delay, to any appreciable extent, a prosperity which was
inevitable in a country having so much wealth and natural
resources. As far as Canada is concerned, its position is

quite different from that of those two countries. It ii
obvions to any one that neither of these two systems ean
suit Canada if carried as far as their most extreme limits
will allow. Canada is an agricultural country and
does not possess what would be necessary to make it a
manufacturing country. - I do not infer from that
that it would b good policy to have no manufac-
tures at all. On the contrary, I hold and I have
always held, that although Canada is not essentially
a manufacturing country a great deal can be gained by
having a sufficient number of manufactures, provided that
the establishment of those manufactures does not become a
burden on the farming community or the country at large,
and provided the goods manufactured are not much higher
to the consumers than the goods which may be imported
from abroad. I have always said-and the facts bear me
out to-day-that no manufacture created here through arti-
ficial means, maintained by means of a high triff, can be
useful in an y way wbatever; first, because such manufac-
tures are a burden to the country, and secondly, because it
will only be able to stand while there is generat prosperity,
and in years of depression will accelerate general ruin and
accumulate on our markets gooas that are useless and conse-
quently injurious to trade generally.

During a few years, Mr, Speaker, owing to the enormous
amounts invested in the varions industries of the country,
owing to certain special circumstances, such as abundant
crops, the general revival of business, which have existed
throughout the wholo world, thero has been roal prosperity
among a few manufaclurers, and factitious and transitory
prosperity among others. The real and even legitimate
prosperity has existed among that class of industry which
had no need of protection to stand their ground and
to which protection has been given, at the expense of
the people, an increase of weaith-such are the cotton
manufactures, sugar refiners, and certain iron manufactures.
That kind of industry existed before protection was adopted,
and might have livea without protection. But manufac.
tures which have been started bore in spite of natural
obstacles, which have only lived through governmental
favor, could not expect any botter than a factitious and
transitory pros peri ty. What do we find to-day? After one
year only of depression all those manufactures which had
been fostered by the protective tariff, and whose existence
was an economical nonsense, are disappearing, one after
another, after having glutted thc market. True, some of
them are still alive, but they are dragging their wings;
they have thrown half of their operatives in the street, and
they are only paying reduced and inadequate salaries to
those whom they still employ. The disaster would bave
been still greater had not the commercial world been fore.
warned by the crisis of 1876, which had rendered trade
more timorous. The prico of goods has been maintained to
a certain extent, as was said some time ago by the hon.
Minister of Finance, but the prices have only been main-
tained by means of a special agreement between the manu-
facturers. Any one can see to-day that our markets are fairly
glutted, that there is too great a number of manufactures
in our country for the consumption and wants of Canada,
and that we are unable to fiud a market abroad for the sale
of our manufactured goods. I believe the revenue tariff
would have afforded sufficient protection, and under that
system we might have had a sufficient number of manufac-
tures, but none too many. The number of manufactures would
have increased slowly but surely. There would have been no
effervescence during the first years; the overcrowding of the
market, which is to be seen to-day, would have been pre-
vented as well as the crisis which threatens to extend to all
the industries of the country. This is onn of the cases in
which the injustice consummated by the lugislation of the
Dominion Parliament las been detrimental, not only to
the consumers who have been victimised, but even to

1885, 621



528 COMMONS DEBATES. MRCH 12,
those who, from the outset, appeared to be gorged with goods imported from abroad, and another amount of from
Ministerial favors. In 1879 the hon. member for East York $8,000,000 to 810,000,000, perhaps $12,000,000, on goods
predicted what bas happened since-that the protective manufactured in Canada. This increase is equal to $1 per
tarif would increaqe the price of manufactured goods and head of the population, or $40 for an ordinary family of ten
would therefore impose a heavy tax on the consumers persons. This is a serions affair, if we bear in mind the
while making the fortune of' those who would invest general condition of Canadian farmers, who are obliged to
capital in manufactures. That is precisely what bas live with the strictest economy. I do not think I am iable
happened. It is useless to recall here what bas already to the charge of exaggeration when I state that this unjust
been said about the enormous dividends which have been subtraction of$40 per annum ont of the income of each family
paid by the cotton manufacturers of Montreal, Valleyfield has sent a great number of families to the United States.
and other parts of the countrv, by Messrs. Redpath's suar Those represontatives of the people who lire in the country
refinery and by some of the iron manufacturers. The places know that Io the avorage farmer an annual deficit of
second resuit predicted by the Liberal party, as a con- about $10 is a very serions affair,which mustbea causeofrruin
sequence of these uncommon profits. is the increase of the in the course of a very few years. It is a striking circumstance
number of manufactures and the creation of monopolies or that the emigration of farmers to the United States bas
special agreements between the manufacturers, in order to increased in the same proportion as the wealth of the tariff's
keep up the prices. The third which has not been slow in favorites--forthegood reason they were impoverished by the
coming. isf ihe overcrowding of the market and the manu- unjust contributions which the law of the country compelled
facturing crisis which must necessarily ensue from over-pro- them to pay out each year in order to enrich manufacturers.
duction. Al this bas been realised with a degre of While dealing with this subject it might be proper to spy a
accuracy which is most discouraging. What do we see to-day? word about the famous theory set forth by the hon. Minister
Manufactures which are closing their doors, oporatives who of Finance on the balance of our importations and export-
are left without work ; people who have given up farming ations, or the balance of trade, of which so much bas been
to work in manufactories and who are now either said during the elections of 1878. To hear the bon. gentlemen
working at a reduced salary, or working only three or four in 1878, we were to be ruined, irretrievably ruined, if we did
days in each week. The manufaeturing cities of Canada, not find means to balance our iniporta tionsjwith our exporta-
such as Montreal, Hamilton, St. John, Halifax, are suffering tions, They represented the excess of our importations over
more from the present depression than any other part of the our exportations as being so many millions, vanished, wrench.
countrV, and it is quite clear, to any. man who does not ed from the national wealth. It is useless to repeat to-day
willingly sbut bis oyes, Ihat their position must still, neces- the explanations which were given then and which were
sarily., be aggravated within a fewyears to come. One thing based on the science of political economy. I shali only give
is certain ; the crisis is felt more or less everywhere, but the conclusion; it is that the balance of trade is intariably
mnnufacturing cities are suffering more than others from it. against us during the years of prosperity, and that it.seems
All that whieh happens to-day bas been foreseen by the to be in our favor in years when a crisis prevails.
Liberal party, and the prediction had been realised even Facts have proved that the ideas of the Liberal party were
sooner than had been expected. Facts are most emphati. right. The following took place since the adoption of the
cally giving the lie to the false representations which had been tariff in 1879. In 179 there was an excess of the exporta-
made by the Conservative party in order to court public con- tions over the importations, but it will be remembered that
fidence. Let us now examine what bas been the effect or we were then undergoing the most acute period of the
the tariff on the agricultural class. The promises made to crisis and we bad during that year, the firstof the operation
farmers, during the election of 1878, were such as to induce of the present tariff, a deficiency of nearly $2,000,000. In
lhem to support candidates who were in favor of protection. 1880, our importations and exportations were balanced,
They had the promises of a national market, of good prices but since then our importations have greatly exceeded our
for breadstuff, coarse grains and farm produce, in exchange exportations. The following is a comparative statement of
for the enormous taxes which are imposed by the present our importations and exportations from1878 to 1881, accord-
tariff. We said that the tariff could not increase the price ing to the tables of the Trade and Navigation returns:
of theso products, because we have a surplus of almost Importations. Exportations.
every kind of farm produce, and we are obliged to export 1878-..........$79,323,667 ............. $93,081,787
and sell them at whatever prices they will bring on the 1879.-.......-71,491,255-............ 81,964,427
Liverpool market; that under those circumstance, the crea- 1880-·..--------87,911,458-...............8,489,747
tion of a national market was physically impossible; and . 1881--...'".....91082,,3 .-.....-.........-10,3300
that the only result of protection would be to compel 1883-,-..............98,085,804-...............132,251,022
farmers to pay a higher price for what they buy, 1884.---...---------91,406,496-····..... ..... 116,397,013
without giving them any benefit whatever on what The above statement shows that the tariff bas not had the
they have to sell. What bas happened? Since the desired efect of reestablishing the balance of trade. Its
adoption of the tariff the price of grain bas been, most direct resault was to increase in an enormous propor-
as heretofore, regulated by the laws of offer and demand. tion the taxes which bear so heavily on the people. The
If we take the average of the six last years as compared to following le a comparative statement of the receipts from
the six years next preceding we find that these products taxes during these few last years: In 1867, $11,700,000;
have not brought a higher price. Neither have they been when the Mackenzie Government came into power in
sold much cheaper ; it has been about the same thing in 1874-75, $20,664,878 ; in 1878-79, when Mr. Mackenzie went
spite of the three years of commercial prosperity which we out of power, $18,476,613; in 1882-83, $29,269,698; in
have had out of these six years. I will say even more; ifi 1883-84, $25,483,199. In 1874-75, with 820,664,178 of taxa-
we compare the prices of 1873-74-75, which were years of tion, the Mackenzie Government had a surplus. In 1878,
prosperity, altbough we had no protection then, to the with a taxation of $18,476,613, they had a deficit of nearly
years 1880-81-82, which were also years of prosperity, we one million, thus clearly establishing the fact that an average
find that grain and other produce were then sold from 10 to taxation of $19,000,000 or $19,500,000 was sufficient to
20 per cent. higher under the revenue tariff than under the cover the expenses of the Government of the country. Well,
protective tariff. All that the present tariff bas been able Mr. Speaker, the fact that in 1883 the Minister of Finance
to do was to extort from the farmers, by means of the enor- had a large surplus is not to be wondered at when it is borne
mous taxes whicb were imposed, an average of $6,000,000 inmind that the taxes levied on the people amounted to nearly
to $8,000,000 for each year more than the old tariff on $11,000,000 more than in 1878-79. The surplus for the year
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ending in June last has hardly exceoeded $700,000 in round
numbers, in spite of the enormous taxes payed by the people,
by roason of the large increase of public expenditure. Th era
of deficits will probably begin next June; and if the present
system of extravagance is continued, if the Ministers con-j
tinue to add millions to the publie debt and to public
expenditure, I think I am justifiable in predicting for next
year still larger deficiencies, deficits which will probably
amount to millions of dollars. Mr. Speaker, good Govern-
ments are those who economise the people's money, and who
levy the least amount of taxation on the country. It mat-
ters very little whether they are called protection, National
Policy or such. other ouphonious name, they are still a
burden to the ratepayer. he present Government, which
are a bad Government, have not only overtaxed the people,
but they have also used their surpluses, the receipts of an
unjust taxation, as an argument to justify their extrava-
gance and their shameful waste of public money. The year
which has just passed has been really disastrous for the
country, not only on account of the commercial criais and
of the evil results of the tariff, but also on account of the
increase of public expenditure, of the charges assumed by
the Parliament of Canada, and of the enormous increase of
the public debt. It may be useful to increase the debt of a
country, provided there should be an equivalent received in
the way of public works for the general interest of the
country, provided the sacrifices imposed on the
people should increase the importance of the country,
its resources, its navigation, its territory. In this
manner it is often possible to receive more than
one has given. Therefore, it is not the amount of the
debt itself which I intend to discuss to-day; iL is only the
manner in which the borrowed millions have been used.
But the increase of the debt is a bad thing in itself, if it is
not justified by reasons of necessity or of public interest.
It is a pleasure for me to believe that part of the amounts
which make up our public debt have been legitimately
employed for the best interests of the country, and that this
expenditure has been profitable to the country; but I cannot
help regretting the improvident policy of the Governmont
as regards the construction of the Pacifie Railway, and
whose evil results are daily becoming more apparent, until
they will lead, in a few years hence, to actual disaster. I
think I may remark here that a great portion of this debt
should not have been contracted. I shall endeavor to prove
that we have unnecessarily expended large sums for these
purposes, and that the policy of the Government, as regards
the construction of that railway, is an absurd policy. If
the policy propounded by the Liberal party had been
adopted the road might have been built without
increasing the public debt to any great extent.
The question of the construction of the Pacifie Rail-
way was first raised in 1871. Between 1871 and
1880 both parties repoatedly had to alter their views, their
opinions and their mode of construction, before they adopted
a well-defined lino of policy. This is not to be wondered
at; their ideas had necessarily to be modified as the
North-West became botter known. It is not my inten-
tion to make a review of the different policies followed
since the last nine years. It was only in 1880 that both
parties adopted a well-defined line of policy as regards the
construction of the Pacific Railway. In 1880, when Sir
Charles Tupper proposed to the House that the construc-
tion of the road should begin in British Columbia, the lion.
gentleman who is now leader of the Opposition made a
speech, which was echoed all through the country, and
which defined the policy of the party on this important
question. The hon. member for West Durham predicted on
that day, with mathematical accuracy, that which is taking
place to-day. His eloquent utterances did not fail to make
a deep impression on the whole House. But as usual the
whole thing ended by a straight party vote. The hon,
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member for West Durham thon made the following pro-
position: Not to build for the time being the British
Columbia section, which was to bo some 600 miles in length,
through a sea of mountains, a country not very well
suited for agriculture, to build the Pacifie Railway through
the fertile prairies of the North-West, but to build that
section slowly, only as fast as emigration flowed to the
North-West, and as fast as the resources of the country
would allow ; to build at the same time branch railways to
be used as feedors to the main lino. In the following year
the Liberal party objected to the immediate construction of
the lino north of Lake Superior, because that lino being 600
miles in length was to be built through a country in which
there are no inhabitants, and which, in fact, is unin-
habitable. They proposed at the same time to subsidise a
company for the construction of the Sault Ste. Marie
branch lino which was to connect with the American lines
on the south shore of Lake Suporior. The rest is well
known. The syndicate was then making proposals which
Sir Charles Tupper, by his great eloquence and by a skillful
exaggeration of the advantages offered by the syndicate,
has made popular among his friends. Lot us see what has
been the result of that disastrous policy. During the tirst
two years we have seeu what can be produced by the best
organised puff of any puff that has ever been organised in
Canada. The railway was making giant strides in tho
prairies of the North-West. The construction of the railway
was drawing thousands of immigrants. The groat North-
West has become a great field of spoculation freely opened
to all. Colonisation companies have been organised. Certain
lands were acquiring great value as if by magic. During
two years we have seen there something which had all the
appearance of prosperity. But there was wanting a basis
to this scaffolding; it was a policy of colonisation for the
North-West, a system which would have made life more
agrecable to the settlers and would have facilitated to them
the buying of lands. All of that was wanting. The settlers
have begun to emigrate and all the scaffolding has gone to
pieces. A great nuw ber of those who came to settle in the
North-West have emigrated to the United States. People
who had made a little money by speculation at the outset
have lost it, and some of them have become very poor. To-day
wo are face to face wi th a crisis in the North-West and we are
left with the Pacifie elephant on our hands, a road whoso
management will sooner or later be the ruin of the
country, whether iL is returned to us or whether we pay
subsidies upon subsidies to make it go on. Those who are
not totally blind are now beginning to sec that that section
of Britishi Columbia which was to give us an immense
tiade with China and Japan, will be a road on which but
very little traffic will pass. The lion. member for Cardwell,
who is, undoubtedly, one of ablest mon in bis party, candidly
admitted in this House, on the 13th of February last,
that for several years to come there would necessarily be
but very little traffic on the British Columbia section. As
regards the section situatod on the north shore of Lake
Superior it was certainly very unwise to build it. It is
becoming more and more evident that, during the winter
season, it will be utterly impossible teo work this line,owing to
the dangers arising froin cold weather and the total want
of settlements along the lino. If engineors are to bo found
who will run trains, very few, indeed, will be the passengers
who will have the rashness to travel on thom, passengers
who will run the risk of being buried under snow stormswith
the thermometer marking 30° or 40° below zero, when there
will b no possibility of receiving assistance from any body.
The sammer traffic might pass through it, but it will have
to compete with the navigation of Lake Superior and with
the linos of railway running on the south shore of that lake,
which have for thom the advantage of running easily in alL
seasons of the year. The British Columbia and Lake
Superior sections have unnecessarily added millions upon
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millions to our debt. The Ministers should be the first to
perceive the great mistakethey have made in building those
two sections immediately. Another objection to the
policy of the Government is the almost vertiginous
rapidity with which the construction of the Pacifie Railway
has been carried on. I beliove I am not exaggerating when
I say that this rapidity must have added from 20 to 25 per
cent. to the cost of construction. A higher price must be
paid for mon, materials, transportation, and the work must
be pushed forward during seasons which are the least favor-
able. All these drawbacks, put together, have a great deal
of influence on the prico of construction. I would not recall
these facts had not the people of Canada been called upon
to pay for this as well as for tho rest. It is a well known fact
that in order to build the road rapidly the company bas
been obliged to take thousands of foreigners from the
United States and from Europe to do this work, which for
years to come might have given employment to Canadian
laborers, as it would have done if the policy of the Liberal
party had been adopted. By building the road slowly
through the prairies of the North-West; by building branch
linos, according to the proposition of the hon. leader of the
Opposition, the following would have been brought about :
The Government lands which are at a distance from the lino
would have had a far greater value than what they have
to-day; we would have sold them to settlers instead of giv-
ing them away to colonisation societies. We would not
have had the monopolies granted to the PacificCompany, and
which have been se injurious to the colonisation of the
North-West. The sale of these lands would have fully
covered the cost of construction. The road which we would
have built would have been a paying road-a road which
would have ultimately become a great source of revenue,
owing to the sale of lands in the North-West, and owing to-
the receipts of the railway itself. As it is constructed
to day, with the two lines of British Columbia and
of Lake Superior, the road cannot be anything else but a
burden, either to the Government if they tako it back, or to
the company, which will probably come to the same thing,
if we are to judge by the intimate connections existing
between them. We will have to pay subsidies every year,
both for the construction and maintenance of the road. The
consequences of the evil policy of the Governmont are, as I
have said, an immense incroase of the debt, an incroase of
two or three millions yearly on the interest of this same
debt, an increase of public expenditure for running expenses
in the future, the too great absorption of the capital of the
country, owing to the too rapid construction which bas
obtained in the North-West, a crisis whose effects must
have had something to do with the financial crisis which
now prevails. I shall venture to make a calculation estab-
lishing the difference in the cost of construction under the
two systems. In 1880 there was, under contract or actually
constructed, all that part of the rond botween Port Arthur
and Winnipeg. The construction of that part of the line
which is to connect Winnipeg to Lake Superior being
equally binding to both parties, 1 leave aside all that has
been expended on this line, as well as on surveys and tele-
grape lines. By the proposal of the hon. member for West
D-rham (Mr. Blake), the construction through the prairies
of a couple e, hundred miles of railway each year, including
the branch railways, would have cost a couple of millions of
dollars yearly; adding a subsidy of two millions and a half
for the Sault Ste. Marie Branch, we arrive at the conclu-
sion that during the last five years we should have expended
in all a little over a dozen of millions. The sale of lands
alone would have been sufficient to pay this expenditure to
the last cent; at ail events this only represents at most the
amount of interest on the prosent amount of the capital of
the Pacific Railway. Besides we would have a paying road
representing in value at least the amount which it would
have cost us. But it may be said; You would have spent

Mi-. RNFRET,

no money, but you would only have a part of the road.
That is true ; we would not have the British Columbia and
Lake Superior sections-but it would be the greatest pos-
sible advantage not to have them; it would have saved us a
heavy burden, that is ail. Let us now see what we have
paid in money since 1880, exclusive of land grants. The
Government has expended in British Columbia for the
sections from Yale to Kamloops and from Kamloops to
Port Moody about $15,000,000. Besides that, we have
given $25,000,000 to the syndicate under the contract of
1880; last yoar wehave made them an advance of $30,000,000,
which makes $55,000,000; if we add the $15,000,000
expended in British Columbia, we have a total of $70.000,000.
And that is not ail; every body knows that new demands for
money, which we will have to consider at a more advanced
stage of the Session, are now before the Government. One
thing is certain ; it is, that, when the road is built we will
have paid out in cash, from 1880 only, over and above the
land grants, between $85,000,000 and $90,000,000, or $20
per head of the population, or $200 for every ordinary family
of ten persons. This amount, high as it is, represents the
exact difference between the policy of the Conservative
party and that of the Liberal party, as regards the construc-
tion of the Pacifie Railway. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think I
have shown that the policy followed by the Government in
the construction of the Pacific Railway has been an absurd
policy. What did we gain by it? I must say that this is
just the question the people of the Province of Quebec are
now asking themselves. We will now examine what has
been promised when this enormous amount was asked, in
order to mako the peoplo consent to vote in favor of the
supporters of the Government. First of ail, general pros-
perity for the country at large was promised as a conse-
quence of the increase of trade generally. Besides that, there
were special promises made by Sir Charles Tupper. He
promised to give the railway terminus to several important
cities in the country, such as Montreal, Quebec, St. John
and Hlalifax-in short, to every part of the country where
difficulties might have arisen if it bad not been for these
promises. One thing is certain, and that is, that none of
the cities to which the terminus was promised will have the
terminus. Another fact is very certain, and that is, that the
Pacifie Railway Company has one great object in view-and
we have repeatedly warned the hon. members opposite of that
fact-they want to estabilish a connection with New York and
Portland. Ail that is wanted to complete that connection
is the construction of a bridge at Lachine. The moment that
bridge is built, one thing is inevitablie, and that is the ter-
minus of the Pacifie must be at Portland, because the dis-
tance between Montreal and Portland is about 300 miles,while
the distance between Montreal and Halfax is 750 miles,
cither by way of Sherbrooke or by way of Quebec. It seems
to me very evident that if the Lachine bridge is built the
terminus of the Pacifie Railway cannot be elsewhere than
at Portland. Thereforo, I say it is the duty of the Govern-
ment-if they wish to fulfil the promises they have made
to the Province and district of Quebec-to prevent the
construction of the Lachine bridge ; otherwise, they would
have to admit that ail their promises were delusive and that
the clectors of that part of the country will receive nothing
to compensate them for the enormous sacrifices which they
have made for the construction of the Pacifie Railway. Mr,
Speaker, I do not wish to detain the House much longer, as
the hour is late, but I do not think I eau close my remarks
without saying a few words on public expenditnre. In 1878,
when the Liberal party went out of power, the public
expenditure amounted to $23,503,000. In 1884 it was
$31,107,000, or an increase of $7,500,000. In the first
estimates of 1885-86 we find a demand for $31,757,000. No
doubt by the time the other estimates are introduced the
expenditure will amount to $33,000,000. It is easy to
understand that there should be an increase of the publio

530
1



COMMONS DEBATES.

expenditure to a certain extent, owing to the increase of the
population and to the additional amount to be paid for
interest on the public debt. There are many reasons why
public expenditure should increase, but I think it has been
proved to the satisfaction of the House that there was a
possibility to increase the expenditure much less rapidly,
and that it is impossible to justify the extravagance of the
hon. gentlemen occupying the Treasury benches. I will
give a statement of the ordinary expenses under the con-
trol of the administration for the period which has elapsed
between 1878 and 1884: -

Civil service ...........
Administration of Justice ... '....,.
Police .................. ................
Penitentiaries ............... .
Legislation ....... ......................
Geological Surreys..............
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics...
Census..................................
Immigration and Quarantine........
Marine Hopitals..........
Pensions ............ ;...
Superannuation......... .....
Militia and Defence....................
Subsidies for Mail Oarrying. ...
Publi Works ........... .......
Railways and Canals............. ...
Oceanie Service......... ................
Lighthouses ............... ....
Fisheries........................
Inspection of Steamboats.
Insurance3.................. ........ ......
Miscellaneotîs Expensa.........
Indian grants... . ....... ............
Dominion Lands...............
Dominicn Forces....................
North-West ounted Police.........
Burvey of the United States Bound-

ary lino..... ......... ..

1878
$83,369 86
564 920 Il

10,616 44
308,101 69
618,035 38
96,049 74
92,3C5 62

1,053 66
180,691 44
57,484 60

105,842 05
106,588 91
618,136 58

.. ...... .......9987594 70

402,371 90
461,967 71
93,262 28
14,315 82
8 577 48

81,167 81
421,503 66

87,628 52
11,210 12

337,749 50

43,905 69

1883-84.
$1,08 4,4' 7 79

615,041 90
20,124 49

296,996 32
662,'67 21
115,929 93
38,187 55
29,579 88

575,326 72
51,312 62
95,542 72

192,692 70
989,498 22
238,054 O

2,903,851 65
204,(90 12
231,519 23
520,524 38
286,700 14
21,893 28
9,854 56

336,370 00
1,116,158 87

166,898 69

485,983 66

$8,542,510 27 $11,294,314 63
I do not wish to take up the time of the House by commenting
on each of the comparative items which I have just given.
If I did so I would only be repeating what bas already been
said by the hon. gentlemen who spoke before me. I shall
only insist on some of them. I have already had occasion,
during last Session, in answer to the hon. Minister of Pub-
lic Works, to call the attention of the Hlouse to the expen-
diture of the Emigration Department. Over half a million
was spent last year for immigration. I think that the
House will agree with me that we do not receive the value
of our money. I will go further; a large part of the amounts
expended under that head is used in direct opposi tion to the
best interests of the country. It has been proved that the
enormous expenditure made to draw into this country immi-
grants belonging Vo the laboring class bas beon made in a
vorse than useless manner; the result has been detrimentel,

because people have been brought bore to compote with the
laborers of the country, and the consequence has bean the
increase of the flow of Canadian emigration to the United
States. It seems also that there bas been real abuses in that
Department. Public moneys have been distributed right
and left, without economy, for appointments to offices more
or less unnecessary; for printing and advertisements of all
kinds. In this respect we find a large increase on previous
years. The printing accounts are numerous and generally
pretty high. There are numbers of officers, paid agents,
travelling expenses, accounts of all sorts. All these items,
taken as a whole, cannot but convey to the public and to
hon. members the most unfavorable impression on the
administration of that Dapartment. What has been tbe
resuit, as far as the sottiement of tho North-West is con-
cerned ? Nobody knows. The Govornment did not even
take the trouble to find out what bas been the result obtained
by that immense sacrifice of public money. How
many immigrants settled in the North-West ? How many
came bere and went right through to the United States ?
How many Canadians emigrated to the United States ? Is the

number of those who left larger than the number of those
who came? Nobody knows. One thing is certain, and
that is, that the system is defective and ought to be changed.
What is perfectly known is, that the policy of mon-
opoly and of favoritism adopted by the Government, the
bad system of sales of lands, the bad system adopted as
regards settlement,has succeeded in discouragingthe settlers,
in deterring them from going to the North-West, in spite of
the enormous sums expended yearly to bring them hre,
Let us adopt a good policy of colonisation; let the Govern.
ment give justice to the settlers, and they will come of their
own accord without any expenses for immigration. Last
Session I felt it my diuty to call the attention of the hon.
Minister of Public Works to the repatriation of our fellow-
countrymen who emigrated to the United States. I re-
minded him of the speech he made at Montreal, and to which
the hon. member for West Durham alluded in the motion
he made this afternoon, asking that the papers conerning
the repatriation of our fellow.countrymen be bronght down.
Are we still to hope that the hon. Minister of Public Works
will make it his duty to carry out his promise and that ho
will, during the present Session, introduce a measure to aid
repatriation. The question of the repatriation of Canadians
was mooted not only in the speech made by the
hon. Minister eighteen months ago, but it Was
one of the planks of the platform of 1878. There.
fore Mr. Speaker, I hope the hon Minister of
Public Works will soon fulfil his promises on that point. I
wiIl venture to make a few remarks as regards the militia
expenditure. In 1878 that expenditure amounted to $618,000;
it amounted to 8989,498 in 1884. In the Estimates of
this year there is a demand for $1,135,000. From a military
point of view, Canada occupies a very peculiar position. Our
possessions are immense and our population is really small.
The boundary line which separates us from the United States
is hundreds of leagues in length. lu case of war with our
neighbors a powerful army and a large amount of money
would be needed. Fortunately, Mr. Speaker, if it is within
the range of possible events that we may have war some
day or other, it may be said that it is highly improbable.
There is at the bottom of almost every war a gencral reason,
which is often hidden under pretences ; it is the desire of
acquiring and the hope of extendîng the limits of States
which have become too small for the population by which
they are inhabited. One fact which is perfectly established is,
that the general causes for war, which exist in Europe and
in other countries, do not exist here in Canada. Indeed, I
think we have absolutely nothing to fear from our Ameri.
can neighbors, who are noted as being the reverse of a war-
like people, so much so, that they have been spoken of as a
model people by philosophers and humanitarians of Europe,
who consider them us a peacefal people, as people who only
care for the material progress of their country, without
thinking for a moment to invade the neighboring
countries. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, if we bear in
mind the fact that we have very little to fear from our
neighbors or from other nations, it seems evident to me that
the maintenance of an army would be quite useless to the
country and that all we want is a few troops, in view of the
internal difficulties which might arise, and in order to
maintain authority within the limits of the country itsolf.
To attain this object the forces at our disposal are far too
numerous and involve unnecessary expenditures. We have
now a force of 36,000, at least on paper. Our active militia
does not probably exceed 18,000 or 20,000 mon; it is not
numerous enough to resist au attack from outside, but it
is by far too numerous for the maintenance of peace and
authority in Canada. There is another consideration to
which I desire to draw the attention of the Minister of Militia,
and that is, if we see fit to have soldiers we must also have
arms. It is a well known fact that Canadian soldiers have
not the kind of arms that they should have. For instance, our
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volunteers are still armed with the old Enfield rifle and the
soldiers of " A " and "B " batteries with Snider rifles. There-
fore, if we were to send our soldiers to battle with these
arms to oppose modern arms, we would be sending them to
certain death. I might add, that we should have less soldiers
and have the necessary arms. To-day, war is not only a
question of bravery, it is also a question of arms and
strategy. I will now say a few words about the military
college at Kingston, another platform of the Con-
servative party in 1878.- There was a great deal
of noise made thon about this college. Still, that
institution is alive yet, and besides we are expending to-
day for its maintenance double the amount which was
expended in 1878. Here are two planks of the platform of
1878, of which I took the liberty of reminding the House-
the repatriation of our fellow countrymen and the abolition
of the Kingston military college. In the Province of Que-
bec, during the elections of lb78, these are the two ques-
tions on which we have been the most fiercely attacked;
the abolition of the Supreme Court was also spoken of. The
hon. Minister of Public Works made it one of bis strongest
arguments in the county of Rimouski. He was to abolish
the Supreme Court as soon as ho would come to power.
Well, instead of abolishing it, we have been greatly sur-
prised whon we saw him the other day voting against the
Bill of the hon. member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry), which
only asked to limit the jurisdiction of that court. Another
plank in their platform was the reduction of public expendi-
tures. It is unnecessary for me to repeat that the hon. Min-
ister of Finance had promised to govern the country with
an expenditure of $22,500,000. To.day the expenditure
amounts to $32,000,000, and, no doubt, next year it
will reach 833,000,000. There was also a great deal said
during the elections of 1878 about the increase of the public
debt. The fact that the debt had been increased to the
amount of $32,000,000 was considered as an enormous crime
on the part of the Mackenzie Government. Well, Mr.
Speaker, I believe that on the 1st of July next the liabili-
ties of the country will be increased to the amount of
nearly $100,000,000, and for tho last eighteen months,
from lst January, 1884, to Ist July, 1885, the Goverrment
have contracted engagements which will amount to not less
than $65,000,000 or 870,000,000. Another complaint made
against us in 1878 was the increase in the number of public
employees. The Liberal party was charged with overcrowd-
ing the public offices. However, the Civil Service expen-
diture only amounted then to $823,000; in June last it
amounted to 81,084,417, and in this year's estimates there is
a demand for no less an amount than $1,200,000. Thus it
will be seen, Mr. Speaker, that far from reducing the
expenditure of the Civil Service, it has been increased by 30
to 35 per cent. Another plank of the Conservative platform
was the re-adjustment of the tariff without incieasing taxa-
tion. I have proved a while ago that the taxes have been
increased, on an average, by 86,000,000 to $8,000,000
yearly. There are other articles of the programme on
which I would have desired to say a word, but Il shall leave
thom aside in order not to take an unfair advantage of the
attention of hon. members. I believe, Mr. Speaker, th'at it
is far botter not to have any programme at all than to have
one of that kind, and not follow it at all. The electors
must see to-day that their votes have been extorted through
false promises and under false pretences. The programme
of the party in power i to expend the greatest possible
amont, and to waste the public money. It is extravagance
erected into a political system. It is to favor the wealthy
and influential classes which may be useful in election time,
to the detriment of the farming and laboring classes. Add to
that the fomentation of prejudices of all kinds and you will
have the whole programme complete. We are charged with
having no programme. It is a very vague charge, and it is,
above all, a very false accusation. Is it possible, Mr. Speaker,
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for anyone to set forth their opinions or views with more
frankness than the hon. leader of the Opposition has done
on every question that has been discussed in this House?
What we ask is this: The equitable apportionment of taxes,
without any privilege to manufacturers. No privileges for
the wealthy and influential classes at the expense of the
farmers and laborers pf Canada. The abolition of monopo.
lies and favoritism of all kinds. The abolition of the duties
on light, fuel and bread. A good policy of colonisation for
the North-West. Economy in the administration of public
affairs. In this respect we have shown what we could do
when Mr. Mackenzie was in power. We desire that in the
Dominion all Canadians, whatever their nationality, what-
ever their creed, may work together to insure the greatness
and prosperity of Canada. To attain this end we must res-
pect every creed while claiming our religious and national
rights. It is for that reason that we have resisted the en-
croachments of the secret societies, whatever may be their
nationalities. It is for that reason we have resisted, espe-
cially, the encroachments of the Orange lodges in the
Dominion of Canada. We believe, Mr. Speaker, that our
religions and national rights are intimately bound with the
rights and privileges of the Provinces in their relation with
the Dominion Parliament. It is for that reason that the
Liberal party have made thomselves the champions of the
Provinces with regard to the granting of licenses, and in all
cases when the Dominion Government interfered with our
provincial affairs. What we ask is to do away with all bar-
riers which stand in the way of our trade; we ask for reci-
procity with the United States, and, if possible, commercial
treaties with all the nations of the world. What is wanted,
Mr. Speaker, is a market for our agricultural produce and
the immense products of our mines and forest, if we wish to
make Canada a wealthy and prosperous country.

Mr. TASSÉ moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

RETURNS ORDERED.
Copies of ail memorials, communications, representations and state-

ments made or preosented te the Government respecting the duties on
wheat and flour.-(Mr. Paterson, Brant.)

Statement showing the number of seizures made at each port of entry
in Nova Scotia, during the last fiscal year; also during the six months
ending the 31st December last; and the names of the parties from whom
such seizures were made, the amount of fines exacted at each port
during each of the said periods, and the manner in which the said fines
were aisposed of, giving the names of the officers receiving any portion
thereof, and the amount received by each of such officers out of the said
fund.-(Mr. Stairs.)

Return showing:-1st. Copy of fori of tender for Indian sup-
plies in the North-West, for the year 1884. 2nd. Copies of ail tenders
received by the uovernment for such supplies in 1884. 3rd. The action
or decision of the Government on such tenders and the reasons therefor.
4th. Copies of ail contracts made by the Government with parties whose
tenders have been accepted. 5th. Ail correspondence with the Govern-
ment respecting ail tenders and contracts.-(Mr. Paterson,.Brant.)

Copies of petitions or correspondence in reference to making Ridge.
town a port of entry.-(Mr. Casey.)

Copy of ail offers made te the Government for the construction of a
railway connecting the Ontario railway system at or near te Graven-
hurst with the Canadian Pacifie Railway.-(Mr. Mulock.)

Return of ail contracts made by the Government for the erection of
wire fences on the line of the Intercolonial Railway, and the names of
the contractors and the number of miles put under contrac. -
(Mr. Weldon.)

Return of the wharfage collected at the Digby pier from the lt
January, 1884, to the 3lst of December, 1884. Aiso, a return of the
wharfage collected at the Metaghan River pier, in the county of Digby,
for the same period.-(Mr. Vail.)

Copies of the report of Mr. Clovis Carin. fishery overseer, and ail
details therewith connected, for the year 1884; also copies of the report
of Mr. Jules Gauvreau, fishery overseer, and all details relating thereto,
for the year 1884; also copies of the report of the enquiry made by J. U.
Gregory, against Mr. Clovis Caron, fihery overseer, and of ail docu-
ments relating thereto; also copies of ail documents, plans and reports
furnished to the Department of Marine and Fisheries by J. U. Gregory,
in relation te the porpoise flshery of St. Anne de la Pocatière.-M.
Blondeau.)
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Copies of aIl Orders in ounoil, agreements and correspondence in the

possession of the Government, since 1872, respecting the Windsor Branch
Railway; also copies of pleadings and verdicts in the various suite at
law respecting the same branch -(Mr. Kinney.)

Copies of all memorials, letters and other representations, In writing,
received by the Government on the subject of the non-payment by the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company of amounts due to contractors, sub-
contractors, or laborers, engaged in the construction of the Canadian
Pacific Railway.-(Mr. Charlton.)

Copies of all judgments rendered by the Supreme Court, from the
period when it was first established up to this date, reversing decisions
of the Court of Queen's Bench of the Province of Quebec, with a succinct
summary of the reasons given by the judges.-(Mr. Landry, Mont.
magny.)

All correspondence with reference to the making of a road on the
Indian reserve at Fort William, Ontario; and the expenditure thereon of
funds belonging to the Indians, and particularly with reference to the
payments to be made to the licentees, for stumpage or otherwise, for
the timber required in the construction of the bridges on the road.-
(Mr. Blake.)

All correspondence which has taken place between the Dominion
Government and Local Government of New Brunswick, with reference
to the Northern and Western R3ilway, since May, 1884, up to February,
1885.-(Wr. Temple )

Return showing all properties or rooms leased by the various branches
of the publie service from private parties or companies in the city of
Ottawa, stating the amount of rental paid in each case ; also, the pur
poses for which such properties or rooms are used.-(Mr. Somerville,
Brant.)

Return showing:-1. Total number of depositors in the savings banks
(post office or other) holding deposits of 51,000 or upwards ; also the
total amount so held ; 2. Total n~umber of depo;itors having deposits of
less than $1,000 and more than $500 each ; also the total amount so
held; 3. Total number of said depositors holding less than $500 each;
also total amount so held.-(Sir Richard Cartwright.)

Copies of all correspondence with the Government of British Columbia
in relation to the eastern boundary of that Province; also, correspon-
dence with the Imperial Government on the same subject, if thei e be
any.-(Mr. Mille.)

Statement showing the names and addresses of all shareholders in the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, with the amount of stock held by
each, as of the date of 16th February, 1885.-(Mr. Blake.)

Copies of aIl correspondence between D. M. Fraser and the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, in reference to the sale of 6,000 pamphlets of " A
Trip to the Dominion of Canada," by Hugh Fraser; all vouchers for the
payment of the sum of $600 to D. M. Fraser, and copies of receipts
showing to whom said pamphlets were delivered by.D. M. Fraser, and
all information in the Department showing where said pamphlets were
distributed.--(Mr. Robertson, Shelburne.)

Copy of all correspondence between the Government of Quebec and
the Government of Canada, concerning the application of the sum
of $960,000, reserved by the statute 47 Victoria, chapter 8, for the ex-
tension of the Canadian Pacifie Railway from its terminus at St. Mar-
tin's Junction to the harbor of Quebec.-(Hr. Laurier.)

Copies of al correspondence between the Government of Prince
Edward Island.and the Goverument of the Dominion, since the last
Session of Parliament, relating to the claim made by the former Gov-
ernment for moneys expendad by them lu the construction and main-
tenance of piers and wharves from lst July, 1873, to January, 1883; also
of al reports made to the Minister cf PublicWorks or any of his efficials,
since last Session, upon such claims, tegether with all Orders in Council
made thereon.-(Mr. Davies.)

Return of the amount of duty collected on wheat four, cornmeal and
corn, lu the several ports of the Province of Nova Scotia, between the
30th June, 1884, and the 31st December, 1884.-(Mr. Vail.)

Return of aIl animal charcoal imported into the Dominion, whether as
fertilisers or for manufacturing purposes, the value of each kind, and
the duties collected thereon at the respective ports of the Dominion, for
the last fiscal year, ending 30th June, 1884.-(Mr. Stairs.)

Copies of all correspondence, reports, Orders in Council and papers
relating to the.scheme for immi gration mentioned ly the Minister of
Public Works in a public speech at Montreal, in November, 1883, in
which he is reported to have used the followimg language :-

And, gentlemen, this demonstration is also an approbation of the
geat measures which have been adopted by the Administration of which

1am a member. First, there was the Confederation Act, and since we
returned to power we have adopted the National Policy, and the great
Pacifie Railway measure, and finally we have adopted another measure,
scarcely less important, in respect to the encouragement of immigration
into this country." • 0 a • •

" But, gentlemen, our mission would be but half accomplished if we
forgot that we have on the other side of latitude 45 a great number of
our fellow-countrymen who would lîke nothing better thautoreturu
home aul ait down te the famly table and est with us, sud te earn
their living under the institutions now existing in Canada. (Loud
cheers.) I need not say, gentlemen, thaf it is with the greatest eatisfac-
tion and pleasure that I am able to announce to you this evening that the
Government of Canada intend to take measures, and energetie measures,

to recall into the limita of our own territory aIl our fellow-countrymen
in the United States who desire to return and live with us. You wilt
understand, gentlemen, that in a banquiet like this I muet be excused if
I do not give ail details of the Ministerial messure that we propose to
bring down next Session. But in any case, it ie well you hould know
that our compatriots in the United States, whether they be of French
origin or of any other origin, they are not forgotten, and ail that can be
doue to bring them back to this country we shall do mcst heartily."-
(Kr. Blake.)

Copies of ail notices asking for tenders for supplying the fog-whistles
and lighthouses in the Bay of Fundy and on the south shore of Nova
Scotia with coali; copies of tenders submitted, names of party or parties
whose tenders were accepted ; copies of ail vouchers, bille of lading and
receipts, upon which moneys were paid, and aIl other information in the
Department in reference to this service.-(Kr. Robertson, 8helburne.)

COpy of report of the Superintendent of Burlington Bay Canal, of the
soundingo taken during the summer of 1881, the plottings and cross-
sections made, showing the present conformation of the bottom of the
said canal, together with a statement showing the depths on both sides,
as well ai ail plans giving information lu reference to said soundings.-
(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton.)

Return from ail official assignees in the district of Montreal under
the Bankrupt Act of 1889, and subsequent Acts in amendment thereof
for a list of ail estates of which they were assignees. The estimated
value of the several estates when trken possession of by the assignee.
The amount realised fron each estate. A list of creditors of each estate
severally, and the amount of dividende severally paid to each of the
said creditors. The several amounts in detail retained by the aid
assignees in each estate far their charges for management thereof.
The amounts eeverally held by the several assignees which they have
neglected or declined to pay over to such creditors as are entitled
thereto, on each and every estate. Also, a cooy, severally, from each and
every assignee on each estate, of the certificate of his discharge from
the court, as laid down by said Act ani the amendments thereof.-(M[r.
Mitchell.)

Detailed list of ail the unsold Indian lands in the township of Trafal.
gar, in the county of Halton.-(Mr. McCraney.)

Statement showing :-lst. The names of ail persons who tendered for
the construction of the drill shed at Quebec ; 2n1. The amount asked
by each person so tendering; 3rd. 'The amr unt of the cheque deposited
by each such person in support of hie tender, with the names of the
signers and endorsers of each choque, and the names of the several
banks by which such cheques were accepted.-(Mr. Landry, Mont-
magny.)

Copies of ail reports, Orders in Couucil and correspendence not
slready ordered, on the subject of the effect of the decision of the
Supreme Court as to the License Act cf 1883, and of the steps to be
taken to review the saie, and of the steps to be taken under the Act
meanwhile, with copies of all letters or telegrams to the commisuoner
or inspectors, giving them instructions as to their conduct or action or
information as to the intentions or action of the Government--(h1r.
Blake.)

Return showing the number of the members of the active militia
authorized to perfon the annual dill f r the year 1884-85. The number
who did perforin such drill, the amount of money placed in the Estimates
and voted for such purpose, and the amount actually pald eut for such
annual drill, as performed in the year 1881-85 -(Mnr. Mulock.)

Return of all hardware purchased at Halifar by the Department of
Marine and Fisheries, from 1st July, 1978, to 31st December, 1884; the
names of the firme who furnished the supplies; amount supplied by each
firai in each year; the names of firme who supplied stoves, galvanized
iron and tinware In each year, from let October, 1878, to 31st Decem-
ber 1884 ; showing, if by tender, whose tender was accepted, and if
tenders were asked for each jear. -(Mr. Forbes.)

Copies of ail reporte, correspondence, petitione, etc., in reference to
the seizure of the schooner Lion, of the port of Barrington, in Nova
Scotia, in December, 1883.-(Mr. Robertson, Shelburne.)

Return of all leases or licenses issued by the Department of Marine
and Fisheries to fish on non-tidal waters in the Province of New Bruns-
wick, the name3 of the lessees or licensees, and the respective territories
and streams leased or licensed, and the respective amounts of rent paid
by each lessee or licensee annually.-(Mr. Weldon.)

Return of the quantity of coal carried from the Spring Bill coal
mines by the Intercolonial Railway, from the lst of January, 1884, to
31st of December, 1884, showing the distance carried, the several places
delivered, and the rete per ton or per car for the carriage thereof from
the mines to the several pointe of delivery.-(Mr. MoMUlen.)

Return showing the number of petitions presented during the present
Session, severally praying that no change be made in the Temperance
Act of 1878, and for the passing of a prohibitory liquor law ; indicat-
ing also in the same return the Provinces from which the petitions
come and the aggregate number of signatures attached thereto.-(Mr.
Foster.)

Si- IIECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to, and [House adjourned at 12:30 a.m.,
Friday.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.
FeBiAY, 18th February, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 94) to incorporate the Western Ontario Pacifie
Railway Company.-(Mr. McCallum.)

ENQUIRY FOR RETURN.

Mr. KIRK. Before the Orders of the Day are called I
would again call the attention of the Secretary of State to
the fact that a report brought down a few days ago, ordered
by this House, is in an incomplete condition. The Secre-
tary of State stated that all the return that was in the office
of Inland Revenue was brought down, and that he could not
bring down anything which was not there. Now, I arn
very anxious te have the return, ani I know of no other
means of obtaining it than through the Government. The
officer appointed by the Local Government te look after
this matter is required to make a return to the collector of
Inland Revenue, whose duty it is, of course, to make a
return to the Department. Unless this return is made to
the House through the Department I do not know how we
are to obtain it at all, and I am desirous that the Secretary
of State, the Government, or any member of the Govern-
ment whose duty it is to perform this business, will sec that
the return is obtained from the Inland Revenue offleer in
Nova Scotia and laid on the Table of the House. I wish
further te correct the bon. gentleman, when he said, the
other night, that I had aceused him of knowingly placing
an incomplete return on the Table. I accused him of
nothing of the kind; I used no such words.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I said the other night that the House
was given to understand that the report I put before the
Iouse was not a complete report. I said I had been accused
-and I added, jokingly, that the accused had the right to
give evidence in his own favor-by the statement that the
report was not complete, and I said that it was complete,
that the Secretary of State had given the whole report as
made by the officers inNova Scotia. The hon. gentleman
bas read the law which says, that druggists selling liquor
should send a report every six months, or every year, of
the quantities sold, and for what purposes. That is true.
I have not, however, found in the law by what process those
persons eau be forced te make a report. I only stated that
the report was not in the Inland Revenue Department, that
I had received all that was there, and that there ended my
duties.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

Honse resumed adjourned debate on motion of Sir Leonard
Tilley to go again into Committee of Ways and Means.

Mr. MoLELAN. Before the debate be resumed, I desire
te make an explanation to the House in connection with
the remarks I made yesterday. It will be remembered that
a statement I made was flatly contradicted by the hon.
member for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin), and as positively
contradicted by the hon. member for East York (Mr.
Mackenzie); and when the hon. gentleman for East York,
at a subsequent period of my remarks, rose with the report
of the Railway Department for 1878 in his hand, and from
that report stated te the House that I was entirely in error
and was making a misstatement, I felt that the House
expected me immediately te apologise for having attempted
te deceive the House and the country. If you will allow

Mr. KIRK.

me, I will just read the report of yesterday's remarks in
order to give the House a better idea of what took place. I
asked:

"IWhat facilities did they provide for going into the country?
" Mr. LANDERKIN. Railroads.
".Mr. MCLELAN. Railroads where?
"Mr. LANDERKIN. From Emerson to Winnipeg.
"Mr. McLEL AN. You had not a single mile.
"Mr. MACKENZIE. We had 50 miles.
"Mr. McLEL AN. There was not a single rail laid.
" Mr. MACKENZ[E. It was all laid.
"Mr. MeLELAN. It was graded for three or four year, and you liad

piles of rails rusting in the North-West, but not a single rail laid1."

Subsequently theb on. member for East York, rose with a
volume of the Sessional Papers in his hand, containing the
railway report to the 30th of June, 1878, when the following
took place:-

"Mr. MACKENZIE. Will the hon. gentleman allow me to correct
bis statement ?

" Mr. McLEL AN. Well, he can do so afterI get through, as I wantto
finish before recess.

" Mr. MA CKENZIE. I have merely to say that every rail was laid be-
fore lt July, 1878, and the road was finished to Selkirk, 22 miles beyond
Winnipeg.

"Mr. MeLELAN. That le from Selkirk to Winnipeg.
"Mr. MACKENZIE. • That was completed, and from the bonndary to

Winnipeg every rail was laid. Here is the report.

" Mr. McLE £AN. I went specially to the Railway Department to
enquire and was informed that every rail was laid from Selkirk to
Wiunipeg, but between Winnipeg and Emerson not a rail was laid.

" Mr. MACKENZ[E. That shows how well informed the present
railway management muet be.

"Mr. McLELAN. If I am wrongly informed, the fault is with the
Department and there is an oversight on their part.

"Mr. MACKENZIE. The Minister ought to know.
"Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman will not claim that the railway

was opened ?
"Mr. MACKENZIE. I will.
"Mr. MeLELAN. And running?
"Mr. MACKENZIE. Yes.
"Mr. McLE!LAN. Why, it was not opened and running until the

winter, if my me:nory serves me at aIl. However, it is better that we
should not enter into a discussion now, before we have the papers from
the Railway Department.

" Mr. MACKENZIE. This [holding up hie book] is from the Railway
Department.

"Mr. McLELAN. It is notof very serions importance. The hon. gentle-
man had not opened it for traffic, he had not commenced the running of
trains-I am satisfied on that at least-and there was no communication
or traffic when the Government went out of power.

"Mr. MACKENZIE. You said there was not a railway.

"Mr. McLELA N. That is what I was informed. There was no trafflo
at all evento.

" Mr. MAUKENZIE. Yes, there was traffle."

Now, Mr. Speaker, I went to the Railway Department this
morning and procured the original estimates, whieh I have
here. By them I find that on the 30th September, 1878,
the return for track-laying is a blank-that thero was not a
rail laid on that date; I have the returns to the 31st
October, 1878, after the present Government took power,
and they show that there were 24 miles laid on the line
between Emerson and Winnipeg; I have the original esti-
mates for November, 1878, showing that the amoant of
work done to the 30th November, 1818, ran up to 58-
miles; and I have the original estimates for the month of
December, showing that the whole line was completed by
the 3lst December, 1878. Now, the House may, perhaps,
enquire how it was possible that the hon. member for East
York could have been so mistaken, and could have so posi.
tively contradicted me, and could have shown to the House
this book containing the report, in order to put me in the
position of having attempted to deceive this louse and the
country by such a statement. The explanation is plain.
This report of the progress of the railway up to the 30th
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June, 1878, was written on the 31st of December, 1878, and
at that date it says:

" On the Pembina branch, between Selkirk and St. Boniface, 22
miles have been completed, including track-laying and ballasting, and
from St. Boniface to Emerson (61 miles) the gradiig has been com-
pleted and the track lad."
But in brackets bore, which escaped the eyes of the hon.
member for East York, are the words, "31st December,
1878." The hon. gentleman overlooked these words, and
therefore he was in the position of contradicting me and
conveying to the House the impression that I had made a
false statement. I endeavor to be as careful as possible in
the statements of fact I make to the House and the country,
and it would be a matter of great regret to me if I should
even give the appearance of having made a misstatement,
and it would cause me great pain if an hon. member should
conviet me out of the books of making a deliberate false-
hood to the House and the country. I lay these papers and
the report on the Table, and any bon. gentleman interested
iu the matter can see how the error, to say the least of it,
arose yesterday.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I have merely to say that I accepted
the report as correct, and my impression still is that the
rails were laid at the beginning of 1878, not in the fall of
1878.

Mr. McLELAN. I will place the papers on the Table of
the House.

Mr. MACK ENZIE. Well, the papers the hon. gentleman
has read do not prove anything at all. There was a con tract
ontered into in the fall signed by mysolf, I think some time
in Septembor, for finishing the road, that is, baliasiing it
and rebuilding bridges, and varions matters of that sort;
but I still maintain that the rails had been laid long before
that.

Mr. LISTER. I just wish to say, in answer to the hon.
Minister of Marine, that I went to Winnipeg in July, 1878,
and the road was thon open-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

Mr. LISTER-and thon running ; no "oh " about it.
Mr. FOSTER. After the many able speeches we have

had in the present discussion upon the finances and the con-
dition of the country, and especially after the elaborate
statistical statements which have been made by the Finance
Minister and the hon. gentleman for Cardwell (Mr. White)
upon this side of the House, and the statistical statements
that have been made by the hon. member for South Brant
(Kr. Paterson) and the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) on the other side, I do not intend to go at any
length into further statistical statements in reference to
this matter. As we listen to the statements which are
made and which are backed by figures brought from
different standpoints, on different sides of the House,
it may very well be that we find our minds a
little unsettled, especially if we have not an ac-
curate knowledge of the real state of the case and *of the
condition of the country in its broad and general aspects.
lowever, there is one tribunal to which we may appeal,

and that is the common sense, the common experience, not
only of members of this House, but as weil of the intelligent
business men and thinking men of the country at large;
and very often when statistical statements and
arguments seem to lead to different conclusions or
cause confusion in the mind, one may come to a
proper conclusion simply by referring the matter to
the tribunal of common sense and common experience.
ln this Housewe have some 200 members or more who come
from diffierent constituencies of Canada, every one of ns
having more or les intimate knowledge of the condition of
bis oonstituents, and I think we eau very well, in this

matter, bring our exporience and knowledge together, and
come to a pretty fair conclusion with reference to the broad
aspects of the condition of the country and the state of the
people who live in it, and it is to that tribunal that i propose
to address my remarks more especially to-day. Hou. gen-
tlemen on the other side of the House, althongh enemies of
monopoly, seem disposed to get up a little corner for them-
selves and have a monopoly of their own in respect to
two or three different things. If we look over tho state.
ments of their press outside, and tako the statements of
hon. gentlemen opposite inside, we will find that the three
articles in which they are disposed te form a monopoly and
have a corner, are: firstly, independence; in the second
place, integrity; and in the tbird place, truth-telling. If
you go through their press, and watch its different phases
from year's end to year's end, if you listen to the state-
ments of the hon, gentlemen opposite in this House, you
will find nothing more common nor more prominent
than the idea that, on their side and belonging
to their party is all the independence, all the
the integrity, al] the truth-telling that is worth anything in
this Dominion. Why, it crops out so far, that once the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) brought himself under
the rules of this House when ho stated that hon. gentlemen
on this side were hore merely to register the wishes of the
Government. The hon. gentleman plumes himself upon his
independence, and talks to us of our lack of that quality.
I remember a circumstance which took place not a thousand
years ago nor a thousand miles from this House when that
same hon. gentleman, upon a certain occasion, made his exit
from this flouse in double quick timo, and gave a vote
neither for nor against a certain railway resolution which
was introduced and ably spoken to by bis leader. if ho bas
so much of that article ho talks so much about, why was ho
not independent enough to face the music and give his vote
one way or the other ? Last night I noticed another speci.
men of that same independence. The hon. gentleman in
the beginning of his remarks came full tilt against that
most monstrous tax on coal and flour, and was just launoh-
ing out into a wholesale denunciation of it when a thought
struck his mind, and, contenting himself with mentioing
the total sum of the tax, ho referred no more to the matter.
Was it possible that whon ho struck the item of
flour, ho began to think of some flour mills in the
Province of Outario ? Was it possible that the idea came
into bis mind just thon that a great number of influential
millers were here in Ottawa, the seat of Government, hav-
ing something Lo say in reference to that samo duty, and
ho let that subject drop as if it were a bot bullet froru his
hand. N ow before hon. gentlemen talk so much about a
lack of independence in others, they should show more
independence in themselves. I am told the hon. gentleman
is philosophically inclined. If so, I think I cau give him
something upon which to exert a little of' his philosophy.
Let him go down to Bothwell in the early summer months
after the Session, let him visit one of his supporters thore,
let him visit a farmer, and in the morning let him go to
the farmer's barnyard and there ho will probably seo some-
thing like this. He may see a fine looking motherly old
hen with eight, ton or twelve chickens, nicely grown up;
ho may see that old hen, proud in ber consciousness of
motherhood and in the strength and progress of her flock,
walking along as peacefully and as self-possessed as possible,
for she has a strong brood and knows it, without making
any noise or clucking. He may see another hen who, after
having sat a fortnight or thereabouts, brought out two or
three littie scraggy chickens, and ho will find that hen
strutting about and clucking far more than the
other. And of all the bons there, ho will find that
the one that clucks most fiercly and bristles up most
defiantly, is the one that the farmer had that morning
thrown off from a nest of addled eggs, and the one whioh
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has no chickens at all. The bon. gentleman can bring that
comparison as near to bis own case as lie chooses. His
boasted independence may be compared to the addled eggs;
a wholesome regard for the rules of the House prevents me
carrying the parallel any further. They claim also the mo-
noply ofintegrity, and the mild mannered member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) went so far, in the opening of the
Session, as to declare that the Government were the tools
of the Canadian Pacific Railway. The evident deduction
being that the supporters of the Government are the tools
of the tools of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. And, on a
later occasion, the leader of the Opposition had not the
very good taste, in replying to an argument from
my hon. friend from Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives),
to say that that hon. gentleman gave bis vote ser-
vilely-in a selfish way-because lie was looking after
a vacant portfolio, or one that would soon be vacant.
And the member for Norfolk, in the ending of bis speech,
turned to this side of the House and characterized us as
ignorant and reckless and indifferent supporters of a Gov-
ernment. Sir, I think we had better keep to argument and
leave insinuation. It is a pretty good test that a man bas
run out of rocks when lie commences to throw mud, and, if
argument cannot be found, insinuation will not do the work.
But it is when they come to that third article of the cher-
ished monopoly, truth-telling, that we find these gentlemen
on their strongest point. They are truth-tellers; they
cannot do anything else than tell the truth ; a woe is upon
them if they do not stand up in this House and tell the
truth ; so they make it a point to state that they must tell
the truth, and that, damage whom it will, the truth shall be
told by them. There are some cases in which it may be
contended that it is not necessary to tell the truth. Thero
are a great many things that occur in the family circle, but
we do not think they will be mended or helped much by
one member of the family getting up on the street and
publishing them to every passer-by. There may be many
things which occur in a business concern, but it will not
help that business much to have one prominent member
publish them to the world ; and I say, with the assent, I
believe, of every member of this House, that, by persons who
occupy ahigh and representative position in the Legislature
of the country the greatest care should be taken, when state-
ments are made with reference to the condition of the country
that these statements are the truth, that they are the whole
truth, and that there is not so much left out that what is
stated will convey a false and erroneous impression to the
world at large. The first speaker after the Finance Minis-
ter commenced witl)an apology. He reiterated the strong
desire and the strong necessity that was upon him to speak
the truth. He says he wishes he could have been relieved
from the necessity of tclling the truth, but he feels it must
be done and the facts with reference to the country brought
out. I desire to bring, out of many that might be brought,
some few of those facts that were alleged by the member for
South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright)-the facts which
he stated he did not want to publish, but which duty com-
pelled him to publish, in order to see how much they are
worth. The first of these facts that ho published was this,
that the outlying Provinces of this Dominion are clamoring
for annexation. Now, that comes from a representative
man standing in this Parliament, speaking where those words
can go to all parts of the country and to all parts of the
world that are interested in Canada, and he states here in
his representative position that the Provinces of this Domi-
nion are clamoring for annexation. I leavo it to the good
sense and common experience of the members of this House
if there is one word of truth in that statement, and I want
to call the attention of the House to the mischief that such
a statement is apt to create. Do we not know that a great
many people inside and outside of this country looked upon
the Confederation of these Provinces as an experiment ?

Mr. FOSTRU.

They said: There are Provinces different and distinct from
each other in many respects; they lie along side a great
republic with a population of forty or fifty millions; is it
possible that they will stand by themselves, is it possible
that they will keep their independence, or is it not a great
probability that they will go over to that greater republic
to the south of them and cast in their fortunes with it ?
And, while that is the thought in the minds of a great many
people in this country and more out of it, a man in a
representative position stands up here and publishes to the
whole world what he says is a fact, that the Provinces of
this Dominion are clamoring for annexation. I say
there is mischief in a statement like that, and the
mischief is just proportioned to the standing and position of
the person who gives it publication. I defy any gentleman
in this House to prove that. Clamoring for annexation ?
Can any gentleman point out a single public man who hias
appeared upon the hustings of this country and has advo-
cated annexation to the United States of America ? Can
you point out any Legislature in which any resolution has
been passed asking for annexation ? Can you find any
prominent paper on either side of politics which makes
annexation its watchword and advocates it in its columns ?
I say you cannot ; and, in these years past that I have had
experience of, I know of no single public meeting from Cape
Breton to British Columbia that las ever been called any-
where, the object of which was to urge the annexation of
these Provinces to the United States of Amorica. The
second statement this hon. gentleman made which I will
take up is this, that there is less roal union among the
people of Canada than there was twelve years ago. Lot us
look at the mischief that may be caused byastatementof that
kind coming from the source it does. Da we not know, as
I said before, that the Dominion of Canada was looked upon
by a great many as an experiment, because they said the
Provinces are different, they have different interests, they
have different races, they have different religions, is it
possible that Confederaution can ever be successful,
that these diverse elemonts can ever be amalga-
mated and that out of them can be buit
a great, a united, and a prosperous people, or will it not
corne to pass in the wear and tear of their political organiz-
ation, with their diversified interests, that the rope of sand
will give way and they wilt become dismembored ? And
bore we have a gentleman who occupied a prominent posi-
tion in the councils of the nation, and who occupies a fore-
most place in the ranks of a great party, who stands here in
his reprosentative capacity and publishes to the world
that there is less real union in this Dominion now than thore
was twelve years ago. I appeal to the common sense and
experience of the mon who are here to know if that is true
or not. Less real union ? Why, how can it be possible
that thore is less real union ? Have we not bound the dif-
feront Provinces togother by a lino of railway stretching
from Halifax and St. John into the very heart of our
country, and is it not as true as truth can be, that along
with the union of commercial interests there goes the union
of social and political interests ? Have we not bound or
nearly bound the Provinces in the central and eastern por-
tion of our Dominion with the Pacifie coast by a groat lino
of railway which, when completed, as we hope it will be in a
few months' time, will give commercial and social and
political intercourse to every Province of this Dominion,
one with the other ? Is it possible that gentlemen meet
here to transact the business of the country, that they meet
in commercial lines, thatthey meet in legal lines, that they
meet in political and social lines, and have been doing it for
twelve years, and yet that to-day there is less real union in
the country than there was twelve years ago ? The state-
ment I do not believe to be a true statement, and the mis-
chief, as I said before, is just in proportion to the standing
and position of the man who publishes the statement,
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Again, he states that our population romains stationary.
That bas been dealt with by gentlemen who have preceded
nie, and it bas been dealt with well. I hold that these
statistics that have been given have not beon impugned, and
no gentleman has proved to the satisfaction of this House
or of the country that the population of the greater Pro.
vinces of the Dominion is stationary, vhile all precedont,
and all calculation, and all experiencethat we have, goes to
show that it is not stationary, but that, taking all in all,
now with old, it is progressing, and progressing satisfac-
torily. Again, he states that we have handed over the
most valuable part of the continent to a monopoly-
and mark the words-the like of which was nover
created and never existed in any country under the
sun. Sir, that marks the extravagance of a state-
ment which is a characteristic of the speeches of the
member for South Huron. No country under the sun;
ever; that goes from the earliest dawn of history to to-day.
I think history tells us that there were some pretty hard
monopolies in the old Roman empire, when the Prietor
farmod out the Provinces, giving a certain sum of money to
the central Government and taking everything for himself
which he could wring out of the poor people in the Provinces
-that was a monoply. But the Canadian Pacific Railway
monopoly beats that "highor than a kite," as the saying is.
1 think there have been great monopolies in the middle
ages. In England there were great monopolies under the
Kings before representative Government was established,
but hore is a monoply worse than any that ever existed in
the world. I take up the Ottawa Free Press of last night,
and I see a statement in it which I will read to the House
and which I will leave alongside of the statement of the
bon. gentleman opposite:

" In the Immigration and Colonization Committee tis morning Mr.
McKay, from the vicinity of Crystal City, Manitoba, was examined. Hle
considered Manitoba a desirable field for immigration and as an instance
of the way settlers could succeed, he cited his own case. In a year and
a hall he had paid for hia farm, and saved up $312."

Under this, the greatest monopoly that ever existed under
the sun.

" Railway communications are an absolute necessity. He said the
farmers weare well satisfied with the way they were treated by the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway and the grain elevator companies at Port Arthur.
The people in the Canadian territory were treated mucla better by the
railways than were the Dakota se-ttiers, and some of these were bringing
their wheat across into Canada and seil it there. No objection could
possibly be made to either the soil or climate of the country, and he said
that be knew no place where, with good farming and good seed, a better
return could be received for labor expended."

Is that a monopoly, the greatest and most grinding of
any that was ever known in any country under the sun,
which bas opened up communication with the great North-
West, and the most valuable part of our continent, which
bas enabled the settlers there to get in their effects for
almost a third or a half less than they could a few years
ago, which lias opened up the coal regions under the Rocky
Mountains, and brought to Winnipeg the comforts of coal
heating at one-third the price they paid for thoir coal only
a few years ago ? Is that a monopoly which bas opened
up the country, and which takes tho sottlers' grain out and
tue settlors' goods in, on a comparison of point after point,
at a cheaper and botter rate than either of the great rail-
ways that run through the north and centre of the United
States- is that a monopoly, "The like of which was never
created and never existed under the sun ?" But, Sir, there
is more. "As a simple matter of fact," said that bon. gentle-
mon "capable of mathematical demonstration "-there are
no "ifs " and "ands " about that-" which is capable of
exact mathematical demonstration, this country has lost
more in six years of evil government than the
whole of the United States, in comparison with its
population and resources, did in four years of des-
perate civil war." That is to say, the six years of

6s

Government just past, bave cost this country more,
according t' the chosen financial light of the party opposite
than that desperate and devastating civil war, relativoly to
their population and resources, cost the people of the United
States. Has the hon. gentleman over looked at the cost of that
war ? Does ho know that the individual States paid out in
hard cash for bounties 286 million dollars ? Does he know
that a Foderal war debt of 2,708 million dollars was incurred ?
Doos ho know that interest bas been paid on that war debt
since amounting to 2,070 million dollars ? Doos he know
that pensions for persons engaged in that war and for the
relatives of those who fell, amount to 6Il million dollars ?
That taking these items together 5,704 m;lion dollars is the
cost of that great American civil war? Now, thon, I take
it that by the lowest estimate the resources of Canada in
pulation and wealth are suroly one-tenth that of the
nited States. That is, roducod to a mathematical demon-

stration which ho so much talked about, this country, in six
years of the Government just passed, has lost $600,000,000,
or at the rate of $100,000,000 per year. But, Sir, the bon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) stated that in this
war 500,000 brave mon were lost on the battle field, and wu
know that the destruction that took place north and
south, tho retardation of industry, the taking of
valuable labor out of the fiold, are something that,
if counted up, would bo oqual to the total I have given.
Yet the hon. gentleman opposite, the chosen financial
mouthpiece of their party, rises hore in Parliament and
states that in six years this Dominion of canada bas lost
more proportionately, than it cost the people of the United
States in that desperate civil war. Sir, ho made another
statement. In 1878, I think it was, when ho made his last
financial statement, ho stated distinctly that thore could be
no fair parallel as to the incidence of taxation in Canada and
the United Statcs unless the municipal taxation and debt
were taken in. You have heard him discuss that question
in this louse. Did ho touch the matter of municipal debt
and taxation ? Did he do it when he discussed tho question
in Toronto, iii Montreal ? But when a certain interruption
was made, I think by the Minister of Finance, this is the
statement that the ex-Minister of Finance made: "The
municipal taxation of Ontario compares with the state and
municipal taxation of the United States of America." Sir,
in the United States census of 1880 we bave a complote
statement of the per capita debt and the per capita taxation
of all the States of the union. Lat me read you a
few figures to show you how they stand. In Maine
the State and municipal debt is $34.50 per capita,; in
Massachusetts, $51.19; in New York, $13 ; in Wisconsin,
$9; in Minnesota, $11; in Nebraska, $15 ; in Colorado, $18;
in Dakota, $7.39; in Montana, $19.25; in the whole of the
United SLatcs, $21; in the New England States, $11 ; in
Ontario, in that same year of 1880, it was but $8.60 per
head. The authority I have for tho statement as to
the municipal indebtedness of Ontario is Troasurer
Wood, in his speech of 1881, and ho based it upon two
returns which had been called for from different parts of
the Province of Ontario, and from those returns ho totalled
up his amount. Now, Sir, what must we think of the
financial genius, of the financial ability, of a gentleman who
bas, presumably, studied this question-and if ho has not
ho should have done so before ho made this statement-but
who seoms to know so little about it as to venture the asser-
tion that the municipal debt and taxation of Ontario com-
pare with the municipal debt and taxation of the United
States of America ? And more than that, If we take the
state and municipal taxation in the different States and
compare it with that of Ontario, what do we find ? In
Maine it is, per capita, $7.99; Massachusetts, $13.64 ;
New York, $11.10; Wisconsin, $5.77; Minnesota,
$5.77; Nebraska, $6.17; Colorado, $11.07; Dakota,
$3.54 ; Montana, $9.80 ; the whole United States, $6,23,;
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the New England States, $10.47 ; Ontario, 84 per head. And
yet the statement is made that the municipal taxation of
Ontario will compare with the State and municipal taxation
of the United States of America. I leave these statements
with the House and with the country. But suppose we
t ske tho towns and cities and compare them. The
dobt per capita of Bangor, is $157.87; of Portland, $127.84;
Bjston, $77.84 ; Detroit, $19.62 ; St. Paul, $3ti.81 ; Buffalo,
$52.93; New York, $30 71, and of Toronto, the Queen City of
Ontario, $64. Thus all those I have named, with the excep-
tion of two, are higher than the per capita debt of Toronto.
When we come to taxation what do we find ? The taxa-
tion per head in Bangor is $12.11; Portland, $22.32; Boston,
$21.13; Detroit, 810.47; St. Paul, $8.10; Buffalo, $ 10.10; New
York, $23.40 ; in fifteen cities of Connecticut, $12.31 ; in
23 cities in Illinois, $9.53; 39 citiesof Massachusetts, $14.?4;
in 32 cities of New York, 816.75 ; and of Toronto, buL $10
per capita. So much with respet to this question of muni-
cipal taxation. I lave it with the louse, and I challenge
hon, gentlemen to disprove the statement ; and I say
again that an hon. gentleman who has been a Finance
Minister of this country, who goes about the country
declaring that relatively as compared with the United
States we are more heavily taxed and have heavier expen-
ditures, should either have looked into the question or should
not have ventured the assertions he did with respect to it.
Sir, these hon. gentlemen pretend that in the quartz of con-
dition and circumstance, which lies all around us in the
Dominion, there is pure gold; that they are the men
who have the hammers and mallets which alone can break
out the nuggets, and they are the men who alone can coin
then and send them current through the country.
And yet when they break up the quartz of
condition ani circuinstance, this is the kind of gold
they take and coin and send current through the country
and world! I say if there be any man who secretly
strikes down bis fellow-man and the blood of an individual
dyes the sand, that man is a murderer and an assassin. If
there is a man who does not do that, but attacks that which
is more than life, reputation and character, he is
doing what Shakespeare rightly described as worse than
taking a man's property for bimself. What, then, shall we say
of a man who was born under bis country's flag, of a man who
was nurtured under its protection, admitted to its secret coun-
cils, of a man pledged to protect ber, cf a man distinguished
with her honors, and who yet bas nothing better to do than
to stand up in tbis House and send forth these state-
ments to tarnish the fuir name and fame of his country.
Now, Sir, I wish to look at some other statements. Not
only is it bad when a directly false statement is made and
attempted to be proved, but there is another way by
which the true is concealed and the false is brought out,
when men forsake the proper grounds, the legitimate
conditions of argument and of discussion; when they
take premises not true and argue from them, when
they discuss things from different premises, dif-
ferent conditions and circumstances where no proper
parallel can exist. What do we find ? Take the bon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). He is fond
of playing the Dan Quixote. He bas a hobby horse,
which he mounts bore year after year. He tilts at
an imaginary enemy, whether it be a windmill or
whether it be a flock of sheep it makes no matter. And
the hobby that he mounts here every year is the balance
of trade. Every year that I have been in this House the
hon. member for North Norfolk bas mounted that hobby
and ridden full tilt as if at a real enemy. fe
rides kis hobby horse: he puts the rowels in the side ofbis
steed, and be gallops first over the Finance Minister of this
Dominion; he gallops over him, and then he gallops back
again, and then he takes a third ride over him; and then
he makes bis steed mount up on its heels, and looking at
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the prostrate form he says: I bave ridden you down. Why
did youride me down ? i have ridden you down because you
could not bring about equalization of the exports and imports,
because the balance of trade was not made equal in this coun-
try. That is whyI have expended my force upon you, that is
why I have taken all this trouble of giving you battle.
Then the hon. member spends a full half hour in prov-
ing to bis own satisfaction, if not to the satisfaction of this
side of the House, that there never can be a balance of
trade in any well regulated and prosperous country, and
that there must be more imports than exports in order that
a country may be rich and prosperous. If the bon. gentle-
man believes that it is not necessary to have a balance
between exports and imports in order to have a country
prosperous, what is the use of spending one hour ever Sessioni
in trying to knock over what is simply a straw
man. He believes it is not necessary, yet he spends the
time of the House and his own argument in condemning the
Government and condemning this party because the proper
equality is not brought about between imports and exports.
I want to show to this liouse a characteristic way of argu-
ing adopted by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mir.
Charlton). In order to prove that the balance of trade was
not necessary, he took England, and compared England's
exports and imports. He says that the imports have ex-
ceeded the exports by millions upon millions, and he states
that England bas been prosporous and is wealthy; and ho
concludes from that fact that a balance in these two items,
exports and imports, is not necessary. low does he mako
tha »ut ? In this way: He says that 11 per cent. of the value
of exports must be added as profits of carriage, 11 per cent.
of the value of imports must be added, and this Il per cent.
of each comes into the coffers of the British people; therefore
that offsets the larger imports. He goeson to state that E g-
land has a great deal of money out in difforent parts of the
world, from which she receives in interest, £56,000,000 per
annumequivalent to $10 per bead of the people,and that helps
to do away with an adverse balance. Then he states that Eng-
land is a great manufacturing and trading country,and that she
draws immense profits from these sources. Then he concludes
that we do not need a balance of trade in Canada, because
this is the condition of things in Great Britain. What ho
should do in order to make bis contention good, is to prove
that Canada earns 11 per cent. of the value of her exports by
her carrying trade,and 11 per cent. of the value of her imports
by the carrying trade; that Canada receives $ L0 per head of
her populat ion on account of wealth invested in foreign coun
tries; that Canada bas this particular energy and power all
over the world to enable her to make up these profits. The
hon. gentleman compares things not similar, and he comes to
a conclusion from a comparison of inequalities. I think there
is no member in this House but will come to the conclusion
that, other things being equal, it is a siga of the prosperity of
a country when the exports of a country equal orgo beyond
the imports; and yet the bon.gentleman opposite laid down
this queer law, this law that an excess of exports over imports
shows the indebtedness of a country. The hon. gentleman
states that the United States has enormously increased in
wealth, and yet, taking his own calculation, the United
States, from 1877 to 1883, has run in debt to
the' tune of $1,320,000,000, because, by exactly that
amount did her exports exceed her imports. Sir, I think
I can give the hon. gentleman an illustration which will
convict him before bis own constituency any day. A farmer
goes out with bis produce, exports it to town and sells it
for $100 and takes manufactured produce from the town,
out of the stores to the value of $80. His exports were
greater than his imports by $20, and he goes home with
$20 more cash than when he started out; and yet, Sir,
accotrding to the hon. gentleman's reasoning, the farmer is
$20 the poorer-is that much more in debt! Well, Sir, it is
the common fashion for hon. gentlemen opposite to con-

538



COMMONS DEBATES.
demn the Government because they have not done thus anc
so. The hon. gentleman who reprosents South Brant (Mr
Paterson) gets up and condemns the Government-for
what? He leans over his desk in a threatening attitude
points his dexter finger at the Finance Mlinister, anc
on pain of almost instant death demands that the Financ
Minister shall bring up the prices to where they were at a
certain time-shall bring up the price of wheat to wher<
it was at a certain time, shall bring back the old wooden
ships and the old shipping trade to the city of St. John
shall clear away the depression and shall in fact do away
with the confusion of business which exists over the wid
world. He says,.you must do that ; I demand it on pain of
instant execution, or I will publish you to the country as
no Finance Minister, and as a momber of a Gov-
ernment which bas no claims upon the people. Then he
turns round and for an hour or more ho sets himseli
to the most diligent and consecutive argument he could pos.
sibly make, to prove that no Government in the world could
keep up the prices, that no legislation could prevent depres-
sion from coming, and that it is impossible that disturb-
ances in trade could be prohiibitel by the action of Parlia.
ment. I say again, What is the use of the bon. gentleman
coming bore and condemning the Government and the party
bocause they do not keep prices up or keep the depression
away, because they do not keep'the shipping trade on a
good basis, and at the same time believing and arguing that
it is impossible for any Government or any legislation to do
so ? Sir, bon. gentlemen opposite will tell me that they
condemn this Government and this party because they pro-
mised to do this sort of thing. I say to them, that they can-
not bring any statement, made by any responsible member
of the party, they cannot bring its platform of principles,
they cannot bring what was enunciated at its convention in
1878, they cannot bring any authoritative statement to show
that this Government or party have pledged themselves to
keep prices always good, to koep trade always level, to keep
depressions always back, or to influence to the point of
continual or absolute control the great markets of the world.
So I say that hon. gentlemen pursuing that lino ef argu.
ment are condemning us for what, afterwards, they take
time to prove it would be impossible for us to perform.
While I am on that point I wish to call the attention of the
hou. member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) to this one
fact ; ho said the balance of trade was not kept, and he con-
demned the Finance Minister for not keeping it. Now,
Sir, I read the very statement be read, and in that statement
the Finance Minister makes no pledge to bring the imports
and the exports to a perfect equality. He makes no state-
ment that it is necessary for the progress of the country
that the imports should b made equal with the exports,
but ho states that it is well and should be striven for, look-
ing at the immense excess of imports in the Dominion for
a number of years, that equality should be more nearly
approached, and that the great excess of imports should be
diminished. And this bas been done by the Government,
as the figures taken from the Trade and Navigation Returns
will show. Since Confederation $20,119,084 is the average
yearly excess of imports over exports for the whole period.
In the period from 1875 to 1879 the excess was $21,022,213,
or nearly one million of dollars per year over the average
for the whole period ; and from 1880 to 1884 the average
yearly excess bas been but $16,411,873. Not only does the
per iod from 1880 to 1884 show about $4,500,000 as a yearly
average less, as the excess of imports over exports over
the period from 1875 to 1879, but it shows as well
pretty nearly $4,000,000 less than the average excess of
imports over exports since Confederation. The hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) last night when he
was nearing the end of his speech, and getting ready
for his peroration, said that this Government were to render
foreign markets unnecessary, that they were to turn all

d 1 urban districts into towns, all towns into cities and all cities
. into great marts and metropoli like New York and other
r great cities of the Uiited States. He says the pledge of the
, party and the Go, ornment policy was to keep wages always
d good, and ho says that the policy is hollow and baseless
e bocause it bas not done that. I say it is only necessary to
a state the hon. gentleman's contention to show that is is
e an absurd one, and that it is not possible, as it never was
n contemplated, that any Government or legislation should
, do this.

Mr. MILLS. It was promised.
f Mr. FOSTER. Itwas not. I challenge the hon. gentle-
s man and I will give him time nOw to do it-I
- challenge him to read a statement of any responsible

member of this party or Government which proves
f that they were to make foreign markets unnecessary,
- that they were to turn all urban districts into
l towns and make all towns into cities and turn all cities into
- metropoli. I challenge him to show a single written or

published statement whoro it was authoritatively pledged
. that wages should always be keptgood. If hoecan do it let

hin do it.
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman calls on me to give

such a statement. I have not the papers, but I can refer
him to several speeches and I can produce them. I refer
him to a pamphlet of which it is stated that 80,000 were
circulated in Ontario by the Conservative Association, a
pamphlet which was prepared by Mr. Phipps, where those
very expressions were employed.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman knows as well as
any person, with the intelligence ho has, that you never
could jucge a party from the utterances of mon who are not
in sympathy with its policy, that you nover can judgo a party
by the utterances of stray persons bore and there. What 1
challenge the hon. gentleman to do is this-and lot him
laugh and say "hear, heur " if ho chooses, I challenge him to
bring the platform of the party as brought out in conven-
tion, to bring the resolutions of Sir John Macdonald, the
statements of the second Minister, or of any Miister-I
challenge him to bring these, and to show to this louse that
it was over promised or pledged that foreign markets would
bo rendored unnecessary, that towns would be turned into
cities and cities turned into metropoli, and that wages would
always be kept good. It is a habit of exaggeration that
hon. gentlemen opposite have fallen into. They take the
partial to include the universal, and tln boldly declare that
the general assertion was made.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman asks for the utterance
of the First Minister, or something of that sort. Would the
utterances of the Finance Minister do him ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
Mr. CASEY. I have one oxtract which scems to claim a

great deal of what is proclaimed. Ie says:
" The hon. gentleman oppo3ite (Sir Richard Cartwright) imposed bur-

dens on the people, but gave them no food to supply them with strength
to carry them. We asked Parliament to give us sucb changes in the
tariff as would not only protect the industries of the country, out give
us an increased revenue. Was there a response ? [1stated at the out-
set that the response was ample, provided the money had been paid in
for the year 1879 that belon g-d to that j ear. and the year that fol-
lowed what was the response? They gave us a surplus of $4,000,000
and uowards, because we found employment for the people, because, by
obtaining for them employment and higher wages, they were able to
buy more than formerly. Men who were formerly working at half time
and on low wages received their higher wages and were working over-
time. Farmers who had low prices and found sales difficult received
high prices and prompt cash sales."

"l High prices and prompt cash,"-that did not mean 70
cents a bushel.

Mr. FOSTER. Has the hon. member for West Elgin the
least appreciation of the difference botween roferences to
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facts that have occurred and promises which are to stretch
over an indefinite future ? The hon. Minister of Finance
was speaking of facts which have occurred; ho was speak-
ing of a certain year; and hon. gentlemen opposite do not
contend and cannot prove that his statements were not true
of that year. But that is different from promising that
markets would never fail, that good times would never pass
away, that confusion and distress would never come, that
ail towns should be turned into cities, and all cities into
marts. Sir, the kind of argument that the hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) depends upon is shown by the
reasoning ho used last night. le wishod to condemn the
immigration policy of the Government, and how did ho do
it? lie cited a newspaper extract stating that
two poor Danes had got into trouble some-
where in the United States. He said that these were
scalliwags, and therefore the immigration policy was bad-
that they were a sample of the whole. Doos the hon. gentle-
man know that it takes niore than one swallow to make a
summer ? Does ho know that the condition of two Danes
out of 100,000 immigrants, is not a good proof as to the con-
dition and quality of the immigration as a wholo. Now,
the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) com-
pared Canada with the United States; but with the United
States of what period? With the United States of 1800,
1801 and 1802. Why did not the hon. gentleman, when he
was at it, go back further ? Why did ho not go away back
to the patriarchs of Palestine who lived very economically ?
Why did he not go back to the Germans of the time of
Tacitus, and read from the history of Tacitus to show how
cheaply and how wcll they fared? Does the hon.gentleman
not know that in order to come to any reasonable conclu-
sion, ho lias to compare things similar in kind and equal in
time and circumstances? le compared the United States
of 1800 with the Canada of to day to our disadvantage.
Sir, what was loft out in that comparison? He left out in
the first place the difference in the scope ofthe expenditure of
the United States thon and that of Canada now. Ho will find
if ho looks into the matter, that the scope of the expenditure
is very different in the two countries. They have no sub-
sidies in the United States to the different States. The
States have to take care of their Governors, of all their
legislation, of their whole judiciary, of their savings banks,
their fisheries, their prisons, their militia, their canals, their
railroads, their immigration, and to a large extent their
harbors and rivers, and quarantine. And so I say the paral-
lel does not hold. IN either do the times nor the circum-
stances make tl'o comparison at all reasonab!e. 1800 and
1884 are very ufferent times in the world's history, to
afford the basis of a comparison of exnense of family living,
of the world's work, of the world's government. If I wete
to take a farmer of 1884 and attempt to compare his
scale of expenses to that of a farmer of 1800, ho would very
quickly tell me that ho did not admit any such parallel or
compariEon as that. To-day the farmer has to have his im-
poved implements, and to pay for his municipal advantages
and for ail those improvements which result from develop-
ment and advancoment. The same is true with
reference to states and countries. Railroads abound
now; they did not thon. Ail those improvements
in the development of the world and in the transport of its
commodities, have come in and have added to the expense.
Therefore, Sir, there is no parallel botween the United
States of 1800 and Canada of to.day on the scale of expendi-
ture. Now, the hon. gentleman said that time was solving
the protection question. Yes, I think ho is right. Time is
solving it in Europe, and the legislation of the last few weeks
has shown in what direction it is solving it. lt is solving it
in the lines of increased protecLion among the great
powers of Europe, so that the Cobden Club, instead of conver-
ting Europe and the world to their principles in the short
space of ton or twenty years, find themselves very nearly in
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the line of being themselves convinced by the stern logic of
events, and the necessities of the commercial situation around
them. Sir, time is solving the question in Canada, and each
year that the people look more thoroughly "into it, and see
what we are doing and what we must do in order to preserve
our commercial autonomy, they must see that it is solving
it in the line of a settled conviction that a moderate protec-
tion cannot be dispensed with in this country so long as we
are alongside of and have to dealwith countries that have high
protective tariffs. I think I see two indications that time is
solving the question also for hon. gentlemen opposite. What
are these ? The hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard
Cartwright), says :

" What is really damaginL to ouir position is not the effect of the pro-
tective system so much as the cfféct of the enormous extravagance of
the Administration."

Is that the beginning of a road which shall lead them out to
the next cloctions, to go on the hustings upon the linofci
not attacking the protective policy in its principle ? It
seems so. The hon, momber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) gave
it an additional lift last night when ho said: We never
declared that a 17± per cent. tariff was all that was sufficient;
we contended for what was necessary. That is an elastie
provision. He may stretch it to take in the National
Policy itself; and the fact that we have not now many
resolutions or speeches in the direction of free trade is
additional proof that time is solvirg the question for hon.
gentlemen opposite.

Mr, MILLS. The public debt is solving it.
Mr, FOSTER. Sir, it is well to contrast the opinions of

hon. gentlemen opposite when they come to speak of the
condition of the country as the hon. gentleman who has
preceded me did, especially in the few last sentences of his
speech. What do they think of this country ? Why, Sir,
the hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright)
thinks that the last six years of Government have been
more disastrous to this countrythan the civil war was to the
United States. The end is near in this prophetic deliverance.
The hon. member for North Norfolk says in the concluding
sentence of his speech, or nearly so: What is the state of
our country ? What have we to show for our expendi-
ture? This is his opinion of the condition of Canada:
Public Works paying å of 1 per cent; $40,000,000 sunk
in the Canadian Pacifie Railway ; assets comparatively
worthless; $40,000,000 sunk in the Intercolonial Railway,
which ultimately will have to be closed ; in eighteen years
the goal of ruin will be reached at the present rate of pro.
gress. Can you imagine a more doleful picture of the con-
dition of Canada, to be sent broadcast throughout the
world, coming from one who lives in the Dominion and
occupies a leading position in the Liberal party, than that ?
The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) is not more
cheerful or happy for he says : What is the condition of
Canada? lundreds of thousands of unemployed; Canadians
leave at the rate of 88,000 per year-not one less, not one
more, mathematically demonstrated; pe-ple fleeing from
the country as if a pestilence were upon it, and thon
declaring that there is a pestilence upon the country.
That is the opinion of the hon. member for Bothwell, and I
leave the admirers of that hon. gentleman to make the most
they can out of it. But I am certain that the young mon
of Canada, the mon who are growing up in its varlous Pro-
vinces, and who have hopefulness in their hearts and energy
in their physical frames, who look forward to the time when
their country shall b made great and strong with the
resources it bas and the energy and intellect its sons pos-
sess -I am certain that such utterances as these will only
have th-e effect of weaning from the party of the hon. gentle-
men %pposite any young men who may have a leaning to
it, and of binding the young men of this country in a com-
mon bond, stretching from occan to ocean, of cementing
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them in the common determination to keep this country
united, and to make it prosperous, and to relegate growlers
and grumblers to the background. Then the hon. member
for Bothwell bas outlined a little plan of reciprocity, in
which ho las followed in the wake of the hon. member for
North Norfolk. We have often wanted to know what par-
ticular stand hon, gentlemen opposite took on this question,
and we have obtained at last an inkling of what they may
possibly do, and of what line they propose to take.
The hon. member for North Norfolk declared that we could
not get a reciprocity treaty such as we have had before;
He declared that if the Government get rociprocity, it will
not be the one-sided reciprocity that we had years ago, but
it will have to be a reciprocity which will include manufac-
turcs as well as natural products. The hon. momber for
Bothwell outlined practically the same plan. Is that to b
the platform of ion. gentlemen opposite ? Is their platfoerm
to be that they pledge themselves, in order to get certain
advantages from the commerce and trade of the United
States, to throw down all barriers and leave our manufac-
turing industries open to the in-sweeping tide of American
manufactures ? Will they allow our manufacturing indus-
tries, which have been established and which have prospered
by means of the protected skill and accumulated capital, to
bo swept away the very moment these barriers are broken
down ? Do they intend to leave our mills without opera-
tives and our industries in the condition in which they were
years ago, when necessity compelled us to adopt a change
in our fiscal system ?

Mr. MILLS. That ls very doleful.
Mr. FOSTER. It is very doleful, and it is doleful for a

purpose. It is so doleful that when hon. gentlemen opposite
go to the country and enunicate that as their platform, they
will find that the people will tell them : We are willing to
have a reciprocity treaty on fair terms, but we do not propose
to give up everything for the sake of having a commercial
treaty even with the United States. It bas been noticed in
this debate that more has been said about the condition of the
country than about the tariff, and there are certain statements
which have been formulated by the Opposition. One of these
is that there is discontent everywhere in the Dominion. Let us
analyse that statement, and 1 appeal to hon. gentlemen who
represent the different counties and interests ot Canada to say
whether that be truc or not. Is there great discontent in the
Dominion of Canada? Of what kind is it? Is it tiat discon-
tont which, unhappily, is rife in some countries where labor is
arrayed against capital in a stern, strong fight against mono-
poly and privilege ? Is that kind of contest, which shows
itself in breakings-out like the Pittsburg riots and the Hock-
ing Valley riots in the United States, and the disturbances
which are taking place in Great Britain, going on here ?
Does any hon. gentleman hold that such discontent as that
is rife in the Dominion ? No, Sir. Is there discontent
bore of class against class, or sect against sect, as there is
in some of the older countries of Europe, where the
privileged autocratic classes above are being uieaved
by the outbursting force of free impulses of the
classes which have been trampled down ? No, Sir.
This is a free country; this is a country in which the plough-
man's son may come from following the plough and after-
wards stop into the high position of Premier, if ho las tal-
ent and character and energy sufficient to work his way.
Is there any widespread political discontent in Canada? I
deny it. But I will tell yon what discontent there is; there
is a discontent in this country-and bere again I have to
utter a dolorous and mournful atrain-there is discontent in
the party that is not in power and in such a case there al-
ways will be discontent. The man who has made a bee
line for an open door and finds that another has stepped in
just before him and closed it will always be discontented ;
his discontent will be chronie until the door is reopened,

until the man inside is put out and the man outside gets in
and warms himself. That is the only kind of dis-
content there is in this country; and it is that dis-
content of party which is engineered by its members, her-
alded by its press, and brought by its leaders as a piece of
machinery into this House. Hon. gentlemen opposite say
that annexation is clamored for in this country. I ask
froin which party comes the clamor ? I ask them to point ont
a Liberal Conservative newspaper, a Liberal COnservativO
politician, or any gentleman prominent in the Liberal Con-
servative party, who has, during this past year,uttered one
word in favor of annexation ; but I take them to the only
annexation organ I know of in this country, the St. John
Globe, which belongs to the party of hon. gentlemen
opposite, the proprietor of which sunned himself flor a few
years in the comfortable position of postmaster given
to him by hon. gentlemen opposite, and who has beon
terribly discontented ever since he had occasion to leave
that snug position and attend to his newspaper work. Is
there any talk about dismemborment? Do you find it in
the Liberal Conservative newspapers, in the Liberal Con-
servative party or from any mnber of prominence in the
Conservative ranks ? N o, S r, and the resolution
moved in the Nova Scotia liouse of AsEembly was
not moved by a meinber of the Liberal Conservative party.
You find it in the press and you find it amongst the polit:-
cians that belong to the gentlemen opposite. So I say you
may take everything, the secession trouble in the North-
West, annexation, dismemberment, independence, commer-
cial treaties, whatever look to theI unsettling Of the present
stable condition of affairs in this country, and you find it
always voiced by the hon. gentlemen opposite and their
press; that is where the discontent is. So long as it remains
there and is a party discontent, it will not sink very deep
into the vitals of thle country and will not produce either
dismemberment or disruption. It will all be cured in that
happy day-we know not wlien it may arrive-when they
step to this side of the House. Thon discontent will disap-
pear and happy smiles will take their place on the counten-
ances of those gentlemen. The next thing they state as a
general proposition is that the Liberal Conservatives are
trying to make the country prosperous by Act of Parlia-
ment. That bas been partly toucbed upon by remarks I
have already mado. I will simply refer to it. Everywhero
through the press and through the country that epigram is
used, and you know what power there is in an epigram, and
most gentlemen who have looked in to the matter know what
untruth there is in an epigram. An epigram may be the
most taking thing at first sight, and yet w hen you look into
it the most deceptive of any in the English language. And
this is put through the country. Those men are
going to make you prosperous by Act of Parliament ; and
ridicule follows upon that. That was not the pledge, that
is not the platform of this party, but I vil1 tell you what is
the pledge and what is the platform of the party, as far as
I understand it, and what, speaking for myself, is at all
events my platform and my position. It is that you cannot
pass a single Act of Parliament without in some respects
affecting the fortunes and prospcrity of the country, that
you must assume that legislation at any given time is per-
fect if yon do not hold the proposition that it may be made
more perfect, and that consequently things may be made
better by legislation. Do you mean to say that it is not
possible to help a country by legislation ? Look at the con-
verse of the proposition. la it possible to harm a country
by legislation? There is no doubt that it is. Thon it is
possible to remedy the harm by legislation, and, unless
you assert that laws are perfect now, it is a proposition
to be contended for and sustained that it is possible
to make things more prosperous by judicious
legislation. It was judicious legislation which
brought about the abolition of the corn laws.
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It was judicious legislation whieh laid the foundation
of those great railways in New South Wales and the other
Australian colonies, which my hon. friend from Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) spoke of last night as such a great source of
revenue in those countries. I can imagine the counterpart
of the member for Bothwell in those Legislatures, when
they proposed to make a loan and build thoso railways,
asking: Are you going to make the country prosperous
by Act of Parliament ? And yet the Act was passed, the
loan was made, and the railways were built, with the great
amount of traffic which goes over them and the great
revenues which are brought into those countries by them.
If ever legislation was necessary to the protection of the
great interests of this country, that time is to-day, when
over-production is rife as never before in the producing
centres of the world ; to-day, when there is a greater facili-
ty for the manufacture of goods at short notice than at any
previous time in the world's history; to day, when the
neans of transport are so great that commodities from
the most distant parts of the world can be thrown
into any market which offers an opportunity for them;
to.day, when the great commercial interests in the
world are merging together in common cause
and for common purposes. I say it is now, when
such a conjuncture of circumstances bas taken place
as that, that legislation steps in at its best, and protects the
people of this country in their manufacturing interests, in
their markets, and in all that pertains to a moderato pro-
tcetive policy. They say: Get markets in foreign parts.
I say so too, but it is a fact that cannot be gainsaid
that you must first establish yourselves in home markets
hefore you can go out to conquer foreign markets. lIere
is the statement of the Secretary of the Treasury for 1884.
Mark the parallel between what he speaks of and our own
country of Canada. He shows the immense experiditure
made in the Western States for railways and canals and the
lîke, and says:

"l What this vast region needed was a market and facilities for reach-
ing it, with b th of which it was soon supplied. It is now penetrated in
all directions by railroads, aud the cost of transportation lias been so
clhapened that farming lands far west of the Mississippi hae become
nearly as valuable as the lands in the seaboard States. To the rise in the
value of lands resulting in tic construction of railroad, the wonderful
increase of the national wealth is very largely attributable."
Our great west lies here. We must penetrate it and inter.
penetrate it with facilities for transportation before we can
expect our lands to rise in value or expect to share the rich
increase from our fertile country. The next thing that is
stated by these bon. gentlemen is that we are trying to
inake the country rich by taxing it, or, as the member for
South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) says:

IlThe force of folly can no further go
Than taxing men that they may richer grow.''

i at is another epigram. They say: What! You makea
country richer by piling up taxation ? That, of course, at
first sight, seems very absurd, but lot us look into it. It
appears to me that there are two kinds of taxation. One
you may call productive taxation, and another you may call
unproductive taxation; or, more closely, there is one which
is the result of productive expenditures, and the other which
is the result of unproductive expenditures, and the first
thing to get at in any discussion of the matter of taxation
is to find whether the expenditures were wise and produc-
tive, and, if so, it is a question which cannot be doubted that,
through this expenditure and the taxation consequent upon
it, the country is made rich and prosperous, and so helped
in all its material interests. But 1 wish to draw the attention
of the mombers of this louse to the comparison between the
Vnited States, which is so much referred to, and this country
of Canada with reference to its exj enditures. In the Unitedlj
States, in 1883-84, Customs and Revenue taxation 1
amounted to $316,653,561. Watch the expenditures ,
out of that: Pensions for the war, $55,429,228, : j

Mr. FOSTER.

military expenditures, $39,420,603 ; naval expend-
iture, $17,292,601 ; interest on public debt caused by the
war, $54,578,368; sinking fund, 846,790,229; redemption
of war debt, $54,120,000; or a total of $267,640,039, as
taxation for an expenditure which was not only unprodue-
tive, but destructive in every point. The per capita ex-
penditure of customs and internal revenue of the United
States was $5.75, and $4.85 of that was spent for theie un-
productive purposes. Otherwise put, 85 per cent. of the
whole revenue from Customs and Internal Revenue was
spent to pay the interest and cost which came froi the
expenses of war and the waste of war in the United
States of America. The Canadian income from Customs
and Revenue last year was $25,483,199, and for military
purposes, corresponding to those above, what did we spend ?
On Dominion police, $20,124; militia pensions, $27,268;
mounted police, $185,983; then there is militia, if you
choose to put that in, thcugh you should not, because that
expenditure by the Dominion corresponds to the expendi-
tures in the United States for militia by the States themselves.
If you do not put that in, which you have no right to do, the
per capita taxation of Canada spent on unproductive expon-
ditures like those 1 have mentionod in the United States,
is only 14 cents per hoad ont of a total of $5.66 per head
collected. So it is plain, that compared with the United
States, the revenue which wo have collected is expended-
not for war, as an hon. member stated the other day, but
for the development of our Provinces and the debts incurred
thorefor? They were expended for the opening up and
improvement of the country, for the construction of rail-
ways, for waterways and canals, and for the great publie
works of the country, which alone can make a country
prosperous. Now, 1 wish briefly to approach what is really
the most important question I shall have to deal with on
this occasion, and that is the comparison of the United
States of to-day with the Canada of to-day. The hon. gentle-
men opposite, in and out of Parliament, have compared the
United States and Canada, and have come to a conclusion dis-
advantageous, as they say, to Canada. I ask hov.
gentlemen present, could they not have taken a more fair
comparison for a country like Canada, than to compare it
with the United States? Is it fair to compare a grown, in-
tellectually and physically developed man, with a child of
tender age, and because the one has not the strength of
the other, to make it disadvantageous to that one?
Surely not. But in comparing Canada with the United
States of America much like that is done. The United
States have been more than one hundred years on their
national course. They had provincial prejudices the same
as we have, they Lad provincial differences as we have now.
They had to merge those, to outgrow-them; they have Lad
one hundred years to do that and to become a great and
united nation. I think it may be fairly said that Canada
cannot be fairly compared with the United States of Amer-
ica. That country bas been over one hundred years
on its national progress, it bas vast and varied resources,
climatic and otherwise, it Lad a reputation as a nation
extended all over the world when Canada was little heard of,
it bas received by immigration twelve milions of people in
addition to its own population, from 1820 to 1883; it Las a
vast heritage of accumulated skill and accumulated capital,
and a population of 55,000,000 of people; and I say it is not
quite fair to compare Canada with such a country; if we
expect to make Canada show equal it is not a fair expecta-
tion. But, Sir, let us look at this question of comparative
debt, Now I think hon. gentlemen will agree with me
when I say that if you are going to talk about the incidence
of debt or taxation relatively in the two countries, you
must take the whole debt and the whole taxation. You
must take in the United States the federal debt, the
state debt, and the municipal debt; and you must take in
the Dominion of Canada equally its federal debt, its pro.
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vincial debt, and its municipal debt. Thore is no other fair
way, because the functions and scope of the federal powers
in the two cases are as diverse as they can well be, as also
are the functions and scope of the States as compared
with the Provinces. Now, Sir, what do we find? The
federal debt of the United States on November 1st, 1884,
was $1,408,482,984; the net federal debt of Canada last year
was $182,161,850. Now, Sir, I deduct from the net federal
debt of Canada the debts which have been assumed from
the Provinces, because they represented what would be
represented by the State debts in the United States. The
provincial debts which have been assumed by this Domi-
nion amount to $106,815,214. Subtracting that sum from
the whole not debt of the Dominion of Canada, correspond-
ing to the United States federal debt, and we have left
$75,346,636. Now, Sir, I say that that method of comparison
cannot be gainsaid. The federal debt of $1,408,482,984 in
the United States corresponds with what is the real federal
debt of Canada, amounting to $75,346,636. Reducing them
toper capita we find the federal debt of the United States
is $25.6u; while the corresponding fedoral debt of Canada
is, per capita, but $16.40. Now, Sir, let us take the state
and provincial debts. In the United States, by the
official statistics for 1883, the State debt amounted to
$267,762,i75; and the corresponding provincial debts of
Canada, that is the debts which are either now held by the
Provinces or have been taken over by the Dominion, amounts
to $112,815,214. Reducing these to per capita, we find the
state dobt in the United States is $4.83, and the corres-
ponding provincial debt of Canada is $24.30 per head-only
84.83 per head in the United States, but $24.30 per head in
Canada. That shows a groat disparity against Canada, but
but lot us look into it for a moment. What have the differ-
ent States of the United States donc with reference to meet.
ing their indebtedness froni year to year ? They have met
it by direct taxation upon the people of each State. Last
yeur Massachusetts paid $1,500,000 in direct State taxation;
whilo the Provinces of this Dominion have never taxed
thomselves onc cent as direct taxation, but have rather put
their exponditure in the form of loans and have preferrod
to carry it as interest. So that if wo go back for ton, twelvo
or fifteon years, the States of the American republie have
paid by direct taxation that which has prevented their
debts f rom boing much higher, per capita, than the debts
of tho Provinces of Canada. Then Sir, we come to the mun-
icipal indebtodness, and that is the most important point.
The United States municipal debt in 1880 was $822,147,888 ;
the increase during the last decade was about Z2 per
cent. Adding that percentago of increase, the municipal
debt of the United States at the present time is $904,362,676,
or a per capita municipal debt of $16.40. What is Canada's
municipal debt ? Well, Sir, I take the municipal debt of
the Province of Ontario, which I believe is a high average.
la the Provinces of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia it is
comparatively small, the municipal taxation is compara-
tively small. The same is true, I think, with regard to
Quebec, while in Ontario we have the highest municipal
debt. The municipal debt of Ontario is $17,000,000 or
about $8.60 per head. The municipal debt of Canada, I
bave estimated at $6 per bead. The municipal debt of
Ontario being $8.60 per head, and that being by far the
highest, I have taken the average as $6 for the wholo
Dominion, which I am certain is a high average to tako.
That makes $27,600,000 as the municipal debt of Canada,
being a per capita municipal debt of $6 per head. Taking
those totals over, what do we have ? The United States has
a federal debt of $25.60 per head. Canada has a federal
debt of $16.40 per head. The United States has a state
debt of $4.83 per head. Canada bas a provincial debt, cor-
responding to that State debt, equal to $.4.30 per head. The
United States has a municipal debt equal to $16.40 per head,
while the municipal debt of Canada is not more than $6 per

head. Adding these together we have the total debt, federal,
state and municipal, of the United States as $46.83 per hoad,
and we have the total debt of Canada in the same way, $16.70
per head; or a balance in favor of Canada on the score of
indebtedness of just 18 cents per bead. So much with
respect to debt. But the strongest point is whon you come
to the taxation which is paid, and which is a botter measure
of the birden than the dobt which bas been calculated per
head. The United States federal taxation last year for
Customs and lIland Revenue was $316,653,561), aper capita
tax of $5.75. The state tax in the United States was
861,434,095, or $1.11 per capita. The municipal tax inl 1884
was $282,591,694, or a per capita tax of $5 14, muaking a total
taxation in the United Statesundorthesoheads of8 60,679,-
350, or $12 per capita. Lot us take Canada. The foderal
taxes, taking Custom and Inland Revenue the sane as îri
the United States, amountod to $25,483,590, or $5.66
per capita. The provincial tax is nothing. The municipal tax
is $2.60 per head, cr $12,000,000 for the wholo, which gives
$8.25 per bond as the taxation paid, federal, provincial and
municipal in Canada, corresponding with $12 per hoad paid
in the United States. So that in the matter of total dobt,
Canada has 18 cents per capita of advantage, while in the
matter of its taxes Canada has $3.74 per head, which is a
yearly saving on taxes alone of $16,204,000 for the wholo
Dominion. I leave these figures and these calculations to
be looked into by hon. gentlemen and by the country, and
1 believe they will stand the test in ail important particulars.
There is a little question as to the estimate for Canada's
municipal debt, but I have made the estimato high so as to
be sure I did not err inl àvor of my country. It is
said by hon. gentlemen opposite that the people are
being drivon out of tho country. I want to put
one practical question. If they are driven out of
Canada, by what are they being driven out ? We will
throw statistics ail asido. Wo will lave those clash ing and
clanging statistics of the United Statos, school and other
statistics al aside, and now appoal to common sense and
common experionce. Our people are being drivon from
Canada, say they. What drives them out ? The atnswer
cornes: Debt, taxes, tariff-thoso are the three things that
are driving Canadians from Canada. Where are they
driven to? The answer comes : To the United States. i
am going to put this question in such a form that wo
must either conclude that the peoplo cf Canada aî'r
almost born fools or else that they are not boing driven
out to the United States by debt, taxes and tarifi.
Driven out to the United States ! Driven out by
debt, taxes, tariffi! Where do they go ? Ta ke the
metropolis of my own Province. They are driven from St.
John, are they ? On account of debt, taxes, tariff ? And
where do they go? Wo will say that they go to Bangor
or Portland, the two largest cities in Maine. They are, of
course, going to a city and not to the country. The debt of
St. John is81,009,048, or $3( per capita. The debt of Bangor
is $,661,000, or $157.87 per capita. Any sensible man, if
ho is driven out owing to the heavy city debt, would go
directly from a city in which the per capita debt is $36 to a
city where tho hebt is $17 por head. No doubt about
that. But porhaps the individul might go to Portland ;
and if ho did so, ho would find a city with a dobt of $4,322,151,
or 8127.84per capita. Driven from St. John, ho would go to a
place whoro the debt is three ani a hali times as great!
But lot us look at the taxation.

Mr. McMULLEN. Give us the figures for Baltimore.
Mr. FOSTER. I do not choose to go to Baltimore. if

the hon. gentleman wishes to go there, he can do so. if
he will, however, wait for a moment I will give him as
many cities as he can travel over between this time and
to-morrow. If the hon. gentleman will allow me to suit
my own convenience in making this address I shall feel

1885. 543
-1ýl



COMMONS DEBATES. MARCH 13,

obliged. Tho taxes in St. John last year amounted to
$223,687, or $8 per capita. In Bangor they reached
b2O4,166, or $12.11 per capita. In Portland they were
8754,623, or $22.32 per capita. But you will say that the
individual will probably choose to go, not to a city, but to
the rural parts. Let us sec how the taxation of New Bruns-
wick compares with Maine. The provincial debt in New
Bruns wick is $750,000, or 82.25 per capita. Tho state debt
of Maine is $4,682,741, or $7 per head. The individual will,
of course, go direct from New Brunswick, where the
provincial debt is only $2.25 per head, to Maine, where
the state debt is $7 per head. Or if it is taxation from
which he is fleeing, it is, of course, likely that he will
leave New Brunswick, where the provincial taxation is
nil, to go to Maine where it is $1.63 per head. Or if it is
municipal debt he is [fleeing from he will, of course,
leave New Brunswick where the municipal debt is $1,660,-
000 or $5 per head, and go to Maine where the municipal
debt is $17,641,075, or $27.50 per head. Or if it is taxation
ho is afraid of, he will go to Maine where there is a muni-
cipal tax of 84,118,6 5, or $6.26 per head, whon the muni-
cipal taxation in New Brunswick is estimated at about 83
per head. There is a practical answer. Suppose we take,
for New Brunswick, the federal per capita taxation at $5.66
per head, the provincial at nothing and the municipal at $3
per head, the total is $8 66. In Maine the fedoral per capita
taxation is $5.75, state $1.63, municipal $6.36, being a total
of 813.74. That is to say that in New Brunswick the
people have to pay only $8.66 per head as against
$13,74 in Maine. We corne now to Ontario, and if an
individual goes from Toronto to Boston, what does he find ?
Hae goes from a city having a debt of $5,800,000 or $65 per
capita to a city which has $28,241,018 of a debt, or $77.84
per capita. -He will go from Toronto which lihas a yearly
taxation of $901,376 or $10 per capita, to Boston, which has
a yearly impost of $7,66,534 or $21.13 per head. And now
as my hon. friend on the back seat wanted to have a few
more cities, if he should take all the thirty-nine cities of
Massachusetts and lumped thom together he would find
that the taxation per capita is $14.24, whilst in the City of
Toronto it is but $10 per head. Perhaps, however, your
fugitive citizen wili not care to go from Toronto to
Boston, but will go to the country places. He will
leave Ontario and go to Massachusetts. le will leave
a provincial debt of nothing at ail, but instead a surplus
in the treasury which is variously estimated at fron
82,000,000 to $5,000,000, and he will go to Massachusetts
where the state debt is $20,l59,478, or$11.30 per hoad. He
will leave Ontario, whieh has a municipal debt of $8.60 per
capita and go to Massachusetts, which has a municipal debt
of $40 per head. Or if you take the taxation ho will leave
Ontario, which has a municipal taxation of 84 per head,
and go to Massachusetts, which has a municipal taxation of
$13.64 per head. That, Sir, is why people leave this
country, because of the debt and taxation; and
what is more reasonable and common sense than
to believe that they will leave a country like
this for its debt and taxation, and go to a country where the
debt and taxation are very much higher ? The hon. gen-
tleman wanted some States and I am going to give him
some; and you will recollect that I have tried to be fair in
this comparison in not taking the older States entirely,
because they say the people leave our Provinces and go to
the new territories. What do we find ? Bear in mind that
Ontario's provincial and municipal debt is 88.60 per head.
Hie will find that the State and municipal debt of Wisconsin
is $9; Minnesota, $11; Nebraska, $15; Colorado, $18; Da-
kot, $7.39, or 21 cents less than Ontario-enough to buy
some bread to keep them on the way; Montana, $19.25.
The same holds good with reference to State and muni-
cipal taxation. In Maine it is $7.39; Wisconsin, $5.77;
Minnesota, 85.77; Nebraska, $6.17; Colorado, $11.07;

Mr. FoSTER.

Montana, $9.80, while that of Ontario is $4. Now, my
hon. friend will listen to the figures for the cities. In 15
cities in Connecticut the per capita taxation was $12.31; in
10 Iowa cities, $9.24; in 23 Illinois cities, $9.53; in 8
Maine cities, $15.d9; in 39 Massachusetts cities, $14.24; in
42 New York cities, $16.75 ; and in 10 Wisconsin cities,
$8.47, whilst in Ontario, in Toronto it is but $10 per head,
and taking the Province as a whole, it is but $1 per head.
I have not got as far as Baltimore yet, but I have no doubt
that if we toik Baltimore with the othor cities, they would
bu on the average about the same. As towhothertthese peo-
ple leave for debt and the taxation, we muast settle that
question on the basis of common sonse. But hon. gentlemen
say the tariff drives then out of Canada and they go to the
United States. In Canada the tariff on all imports, dutia-
ble and free, is 17-32 per cent. ; in the United States it is
30-05 per cent., while on dutiable imports in the United
States, the percentage is 42.64. So that by their reason-
ing, the tariff drives them from a country which has a
certain tariff into another country witLh a tariff from
two to two and a half times as great. I leave that
subject with the House and the country for further con-
sideration. Mention has been made of my Province and of
the Maritime Provinces. The hon. member for Bothwell
(Mir. Mills) made allusion last night to the discontent which
existed in Halifax and St. John, and he made allusion to the
annexation boom which was sent through the country with
reference to something which occurred in St. John not long
ago. I have simply this remark to make, that I lay it down
as a rule that whorever you find a man who talks or
advocates annexation you will find that he belongs to the
party of hon. gentlemen opposite; aqd as to the annexation
boom in the City of St. John, I know it-I was there and I
know all about it-there is not a man in thiG flouse who can
tell me anything that I do not know about that so-callel
annexation movement.

An hon. MEMBER. Or anything else.
Mr. FOSTE R. I did not say that. That is a sample of the

way which hon. gentlemen hav e of exagerrating'all the way
through. I statod that I knew as much about this particu-
lar matter as any one else, and he says I stated that I knew
as much about overything as anybody else. That is the way
that they act with their tariff arguments. Oa this side it
is said that legislation will so improve the country that
laborers will be employed and botter wages paid. They go
out and say that we state that by legisiation for a country
we will always keep wages up. Sa with the hon. member
for lalton. Wien i said I knew as much about the aunex-
ation boom in St. John as anyone else, ho savs I stated that
I knew as much about anything as anyone else.

Mr. McCRANEY. I did not say that. When the hon.
gentleman said that there was no man in this House could
tell him anything ho did not know about that question. I
said: "Yes, and I suppose about anything else."

Mr. FOSTER. As to this annexation talk which took
place in St. John, or as to the meeting which was subse-
quently held, there is only one man, if there was one, that
did not rise up in the meeting and either openly denounce any
sentiment of annexation, or who was not loud in his state-
ments and his demonstrations of loyalty to the flag under
which we 1.ve. I say the people of St. John are loyal, that
they are descendants of men who were loyal. They came to
the country, and to the city, which, when they landed, had
little to recommend it; they carved out homes and fortunes
for themselves, and against disadvantages which probably
no city in this continent has had to contend with, the mer-
chants, business men and people of St. John have held their
own, and have striven manfully for their social, political
and commercial position. And I say it is wrong to spread
through this country on the wings of the newspaper press
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the statement that there is annexation or disloyal sentiment
in the city of St. John or the Province of New Brunswick.
With reference to St. John, it made large gains by its
shipping trade which has gone down; it depended largely on
the building of wooden ships and this industry bas declined,
and the people of St. John have hid to contend with
that drawback. They depended largely on lumber, and the
depreseed state of the lumber trade, due to no National
Policy, but following the general over-stocking of the great
lumber market and the supply necessary for it in the world,
and they have lost on that. They lost in one day and
night more than $10,000,000, of bard earnings, the accu.
mulation of years of patient industry and hard toil,
yet, under ail those circumstances, the Province of New
Brunswick stands to-day in the proud position of having
doubled its trade from 1867 to 1884. ln 1868 the exports
of New Brunswick içere 84,626,727, and the imports
86,523,395, a total trade of $11,150,122. That makes as
near as can be the whole of the export and import trade of
the Province at that time. In 1874, we find that the exports
increased to $6,503,934 and the imports to $10,233,871, a
total trade of $16,727,805. In other words, the exports
increased from 1868 to 1874 40 per cent., the imports
increased 56 per cent. and the total trade increased 50 per
cent. When we come to 1879, we find that the export trade
had decreased 17 per cent., that the import trade had
decreased 48 per cent., and that the total trade had decreased
37 per cent. Coming to the year 1884, however, we find
that the export trade has increased again 28 per cent, the
import trade bas increased 34 per cent., and the total trade
las increased 38 per cent. These are the figures taken simply
from the Trade and Navigation Returns. Now, I want to call
the attention of hon. gentlemen to one fact. Whereas in
1868 the imports and exports represent what was about the
actual trade, to-day the exports and importe do not show
the total trade. There is the interprovincial trade with
Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island, and with the Upper
Provinces. Sir, 1 am in a position to stato, and I do not
believe I can be truthfully contradicted, that, adding the
total interprovincial trade of the Province of New Bruns-
wick, on a fair estimate such as bas been made by some of
the leading business men of St. John, the total trade of the
Province bas doubled since 1868. Various great changes
have taken place since then. Then the city ot St. John was
almost the only outport and in-port of the Province; but
since then other ports bave taken trade; railroads have
been built, and various lines of communication establisbed ;
and trade has taken different channels from what it bad in
1868. In that respect the course of trade has worked some-
what to the detriment of the city of St. John, although the
total trade of New Brunswick bas increased in the ratio 1
have stated. I say, moreover, speaking from my own
knowledge, .that I believe the people cf the Province of New
Brunswick now raise more agricultural produce and meat
produce on their farns and get more for it, and that they
live better and are worth more, then in any preceding year
in the history of the Province. Mr. Speaker, I have
in closing, only to ask the attention of the louse
to a matter which bas been noted in this debate.
We bave bad the medical men sitting in couneil;
we have had the diseased diagnosed from every possible
standpoint; we have had theory ater tbeory stated ; we
have had fear after fear expressed ; but I ask bon. gentlemen
on this side to look at the whùle course of this debate and
say if they can what single nostrum has been prescribed for
the diseases of the body politie. Everybody knows that it is
far easier to destroy than to build up, but after ail we
might suppose that they would put something in the place
of what they destroy, propose a substitute for what they
condemn. They ask us to throw aside what we have
at present, but what do they give as a plank Lo step on ?
They ask us to go aside from the plain beaten road we have
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I been travelling on since 1878, and they give us nothing to
. travel on in its place. So long as the Dominion of Canada
3 progresses as it las done, so long as it possesses a people so

strong and hopeful and resources so wide and rich as it is
every day finding that it possesses, so long as it looks for,
ward to a career, alongside and independent of the coun tries
that border it-a career that involves in itself difficulties
which have to be met by hard toil-it is the determination
of the young men of this country, and of the people of this
country to hold their fortune in their own bands, to keep
their own country together, and make it stronger and
stronger by the bonds of common intercourse and com-
mercial ties, and in a hopeful spirit to go on in the develop.
ment of our great heritage, as men who believe they have
a country which las a present as it bas a past, and which
will have a future more grand and glorious by far than
either past or the present give us any indication of.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 95) respecting explosive substances-(from the
Senate.)-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

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

After Recess.

SECOND READING.
Bill (No. 83) to incorporate the Kootenay Railway Com.

pany, British Columbia.-(Mr. Small.)

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

Mr. DAVIES. The bon. gentleman from Pictou (1fr.
Tupper) who addressed the iouse the other day congratu.
lated the House and the country upon the fact that the hon,
Finance Minister was able to draw a picture of the com.
mercial sky tinged with blue. I am sure that he must
have been much more gratified at hearing the hon.
member for King's, N. B., (Mr. Fostor), because that hon.
gentleman was not content with putting in a bit of blue sky
but painted the whole sky cerulean blue, unflecked by a
single cloud. One would imagine from the speech of the
hon. gentleman that there was no such thing as depression,
that the country was satisfied with the existing Admin.
istration from one end of Canada to the other, that the
people of the Maritime Provinces, the people oi the
North-West, the people of Ontario and Quebec were all
satisfied with the existing condition of things; but if the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) had heard the Finance Minie-
ter on previous occasions and had compared his speeches
on those occasions witli his last utterances, he would have
found the style in each very different. On former occasions
his style was one of attack and of glorification; to-day be
adopts the style of defence and of apology. He was sorry
that this and the other thing had happened, he was sorry
that matters were not as bright commercially as he would
wish; but towards the close ho rose very patriotically, pic-
tured a bright future for the country, and deoclared that
there was not an annexationist to be found in the whole of
Canada unless in the ranks of the Grits. I shall have a
word or two to say about this later. The bon. member for
King's (Mr. Foster) asked what particular nostrum had been
proposed by the Opposition to relieve the country. But
that is not the question at issue. The question arises out of
the fact that the particular nostrum proposed by the Finance
Minister and supported by the hon. member for King's (Mr.
Foster) and all bis friend, bas brought this country to the
condition in which it is, and it remains for them to give
explanations as to how they are going to remedy that con-
dition. I do not know that it would be a crime if a man
honestly believed that annexation was preferable to the
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exiiting state of things in this country. I do not believe
in annexation myself.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It would oniy be highl
treason.

Mr. DAVIES. It may be high treason. I do not
know that the statute of limitations runs against
that crime, and if it doos not it is time for the
Prime Minister to prosecute some of his colleagues.
Our memories are not so bad after all, and I think it is
within the recollection of more than one hon, gentleman of
this House that not many years ago certain gentlemen pub.
lished a muanifesto to the people of Canada, in which they
declared that annexation was the one nostrum, as the hon.
member for King's calls it, which would save this country.
Who were these gentlemen who went about proclaiming
that annexation should be accomplished by any and all
means ? Were they Grits ? When I give the hon. gentle-
man, the Premier, the names, I hope he will make a memo-
randum of them, and if he will not prosecute them I hope, at
any rate, he will not associate with them. The first name
I find on the list is no less than that of Sir John
Rose, who formerly held a high financial position in
this country, who was in the Cabinet of the hon.
gentleman, and who is now in England, where at
times he assists us in our financial operations; thon there is
the name of an hon. gentleman who often beams on us from
the opposite side, the hon. member from Argenteuil (Mr.
Abbott). His name, if I mistake not, is appended to that
memorial. Then there is the nane of a gentleman who for
some years back has, by the good will and votes of the
Conservative party, occupied the high position of mayor of
Montreal, no ess a person than Jeau Louis Beaudry, ex-
mayor of Montreal, a Tory of the Tories, a Tory incarnate;
he signed the manifesto, and through occupying the high
position of mayor of Montreal, he lias had occasion to come
before the Prime Minister again and again, and though the
hon. gentleman knows Mr. Beaudry is guilty of the crime
of high treason, though he knows lie can be convicted because
his name has been fixed to this manifesto, yet there las been
no prosecution. I fear the First Minister has been derelict
in his duty in this matter. The name of another gentleman,
a gentleman occupying a high position in the country and in
the council of the lion. gentleman himself appears on this
treasonable document. The old adage says, "a man is known
by the company he keeps." Would it be believed that an
hon. gentleman who las had the accolade laid across both
shoulders by Her Majesty, who is associated with the right
bon. gentleman at this moment as Minister of the Interior,
affixed his name to this manifesto? fHe, too, is guilty of higli
treason, and yet the First Minister associates with him,
although lie knows ho is a man disloyal to Her Majesty
whose subject the right hon. gentleman so proudly pro-
fesses to be. And that is not all. High in the councils of
hie country and standing high in the confidence of the Prime
Minister is the Finance Minister, and I am told there exists
a document signed by S. L. Tilley-whether he be the
Finance Minister or not the hon. gentleman will be able to
state-declaring in favor of this high treason, and pro.
nouncing bimself an annexationist. I hold in my hand a
proclamation from which the following is an extract:_

" The time has come for this Province to address the Sovereign with anexplicit declaration that unless relief be obtained, separation from theEmpire and the independence of the North American colonies will be
desirable and inevitable."

(Signed) S. L. TILLEY,
Secretary and Treasurer.

ie held all the offices in the society. My hon. friend beside
me says that he always does hold all the offices. He was
thon in high repute as a financier. fie was treasurer of the
society for the annexation of this Dominion to the
United States, he was guilty of high treason;

Mr. DAvvils.

he afterwards received the honors of knighthood from Fer
Majesty and site in the councils of the right hon. the First
Minister, and I have never heard him retract bis disloyalty
yet or regret bis high treason. Now I want to know what
the Prime Minister is going to do about it ? It is an import-
ant question. It deserves hisserions consideration, forwe find
that bon. gentlemen in the year of grace 1885 associating
and consorting with, and daily taking into his confidence,
these gentlemen who have deelared themselves in favor of
annexation and who, according to the hon. gentleman him-
self, are guilty of high treason. Will the member for
King's (Mr. Poster) say whether they are Grits or not ? I
have a suspicion that ho follows their lead, and I say that,
until they retract their high treason, he is an accomplice in
the crime.

The hon. gentleman has said, echoing the cry which comes
from mnany of bis colleagues, that the truth shall not be told
in this matter of the real condition of Canada, or rather
that it is desirable as far as possible to conceal the truth
provided the statement of that truth prejudicially affects the
country in which yon live. That 1 understand to be the
result of the hon. gentleman's statement.

Mr. FOSTER. The whole truth,
Mr. DAVIES. He says that proclaiming that there is

such a thing as an exodus to the States it is calculated to
injure the country, and that it should not be stated though
it is the truth. He has gone further than anyone else and
has denied the exodus, and, with his logical mind, he as
laid before the House the reasons which have induced him
to come to that conclusion. He says this country is more
lightly taxed, that this is a botter country for farmers to
live in, that it is a t etter country for merchants to make
their living in, and that it is absurd to imagine
that people would leave this country and go to the United
States, where there is more debt, more taxation, and less
opportunity to make a livelihood than here. Therefore,
having proved that this is a botter country, having proved
that thore is less debt and that there is less taxation here,
the statement that there is an exodus cannot be true, because
the people would be fools to go away. No don bt ho has
satisfied bis own mind that the logic is good; but what are
the facts ? I would re-echo the statement which my hon.
friend from Brant has made historical, quoting from the
elaborate report of the gentlemen appointed to enquire into
our mauufacturing interests, and i would say to my hon.
friends: A truce to sentiment, let us have facts. What are
the facts ? It is a fact contained in the cousus report, a
fact well known to the hon. gentleman, a fact which
ho could not shut lis eyes to, a fact which ho
has heard repeated and las never beard challenged
in this House, that in the United States there are
712,000 Canadians to-day, and yet ho says there is no
exodus. If that is so, what is the meaning of the language
the Minister of Public Works used the other day. He is
not a gentleman who usually indulges in any gasconade. I
bave found him a pretty practical gentleman, one who talks
about practical subjects in a pretty practical way, bat a
short time ago he was lamenting in the most eloquent
language that so many of his compatriots had left this
country and gone to the United States. What did he say?

" Bat, gentlemen, our mission would be but half accomplished if we
forgot that we lave on the other side of latitude 45 a great number of
our fellow countrymen who would like nothing better than to return
home and ait dowa te the family table and eat with ua, and to earn their
living under the institutions now existing in Canada."

The member for King's has proved to a demonstration that,
ifthey could have earned their living here they never would
have gone away. The Minister of Public Works says they
have gone. The member for King's bas proved with lis
inexorable logic that they could not bave gene. There must
be something wrong in the logic or about the fact. Pr ob-
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ably it is so much the worse for the facts. The Minister of
Public Works continues :

"I need not say, gentlemen, that it is with the greatest satisfaction
and pleasure that I am able to announce to you this evening that the
Government of Canada intend to take measures, and energetic measures,
to recall into the limits of our own territory all our fellow coantrymen
in the United States who desire to return and live vith us. You will
understand, gentlemen, that in a banquet like this I must be excused if
I do not give all details of the ministerial measures that we propose to
bring down next Session. But in any case, it is well you should know
that our compatriote in the United States, whether they be of French
origin or of any other origin, they are not forgotten, and all that can be
done to bring them back to this country we shall do most heartily."

What position will the hon. member for King's take when
this Government measure comes down to spend the money
of the country and bring back the people from the States
who, according to his logic, never went there at all? Will
he back up the Government measure, or will he have the
independence to act up to his convictions-and say: I have
proved that it is impossible that these people can have
gone, and therefore I must vote against the expenditure ?
But in addition to those 712,000 Canadians, who, according
to the cousus of the United States were living there in
1880, it has been proved beyond doubt, it has been admit-
ted by the gentlemen on the other side that over 400,000
of our population have gone to the United States
since. There is over a million of people who should
have been in Canada, who are in Canada according to the
hon. member for King's, for it is only a figment of the
imagination to suppose that they are not here; but the
trouble is they do not pay their taxes here and do not earn
their living here; an ungrateful country has turned them
off and they are now in the United States. But, if ho
wants more authority, I would call his attention to
a paragraph which appeared in the organ of the hon.
member from .Montreal who, in a very loud and
very eloquent speech addressed the louse last
night. I believe this is known as his organ, and at all
events it endorses the views the hon. gentleman is pleased
to enunciate, and holds him up, I believe, as a man of very
high authority in this flouse. I find in the issue of that
paper of March the 12th, no longer ago than yesterday,
a paragraph headed "Departure of French Canadians."
And this in the year of grace 1885, under the régime of the
hon, gentleman, assisted by the Minister of Public Works,
and suppoited by the member for King's-

" During the last week more than 100 Canadian families'

That is 500 people-
" have left from the different districts of the Province of Quebec, and
have gene to establish them8elves in the United States or in the North-
West."

Some hon. ME IBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. DAVIES. "Hear, hear," says the hon. member

from North Perth (Mr. Hesson). Never sing out till you
are out of the woods. Just wait till you hear the remainder
ofthe paragraph, which is either penned by the member for
Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) or published with his ap-
proval.

" Most of them, however, have gone to the United States, mostly to
Illinois and Wisconsin."

And, worse and worse:

"Lots more are preparing to emigrate."

The hon. gentleman does not cheer that statement. Well,
Sir, is it wise, I ask seriously, is it prudent, is it right, for
the representatives of the people, with these facts staring
them in the face, from all sources, from the census of the
United Siates, from our own ceusus, from the organs of the
hon. gentlQmen opposite, to shut their eyes to them and say:
We do not believe them; or to indulge in some theories such
as the hon. gentleman who spoke before dinner indulged in,
to prove that they do not exist ? No, Sir; our part as repre-
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sentatives of the people and as statesmen will be to acknow-
ledge the facts and try to find some remedy for them. I
remember that in 1878 hon. gentlemen went on pilgrimages
through this country from one end to the other, proclaiming
that the country was being ruined b3cause there was an
emigration to the United States. Oh, it was right enough
then; it was their duty to do it; honest souls, they oould
not shut their eyes to what was before them, Their hearts
were bursting and bleeding for their poor country, and they
were bound to tell the truth. But now that they are in
power, now that the exodus is going on worse than ever
before-fourfold greater than ever in the history of Canada,
those gentlemen say: Hush! not a word. Don't injure your
country. Don't be unpatriotic. Keep perfectly quiet; perhaps
things will right themselves. No, Mr. Speaker, that is not
the way. We meet hon. gentlemen now with the statements
that they made thon. When they introduced their political
nostrum, their National Policyi and made Canada a dearer
country to live in than it used to be, we told them the
result would be to drive the poor man out of this country to
another country which was cheaper to live u. I am sorry
to say, I regret it as a Canadian, I deeply regret that the
financial positions of the two countries now, as compared
with what they were sixteen or seventeen years ago,
are such as to justify, to a great extent, the exodus of
our people. Now, Sir, my hon. friend from. King's,
N.B. (Mr. Foster) says thore is no such thing in
the country as discontent; that it is all one beautiful
harmony from the east to the west, cemented by the
iron rails that run from Halifax away to the Rocky
Mountains; that everybody is happy, everybody is con-
tented; that there is no truth in the statement that there
is discontent; that it is simply the outs trying to get in,
and there is no principle in it. Well, the hon, gentleman
may believe that the whole of his opponents are actuated by
motives of the worst kind. He may choose to believe that
there is no such thing as principle in public life-he may know
there is no such thing as principle, for aught I know. Ie may
know his own mind. but ho cannot know the minds of those
who sit opposite to him. I say there is such a thing as
principle. I say the members of the Opposition in this
House and their supporters out of it have as great a stake
in this country as the hon. gentlemen opposite, and they
know it right well. This is our home, it is where our fami-
lies are, where our all is, and we desire to make il a fine
country in the future. But it is madness, it would be folly,
the height of folly, to shut our eyes to the facts staring us
on every side. Why, Sir, take the very city of St. John,
that the hon. gentleman says ho lives in. What did I sec
the other day? I find the business men of St. John meeting
in that commercial centre as a board of trade. I have the
names, but I am not going to weary the House by reading
them-the names of the leading mon of St. John, the lead.
ing commercial magnates of the commercial emporium of
New Brunswick, the men who form public opinion there,
who control the commerce of New Brunswick, I may say.
I find them meeting in solemn conclave and formulating
their views in a resolution expressing very different ideas
from those which the hon. member wishes us to believe
exist in their minds. i would take the liberty to quote that
resolution :

" Resolved, That the boards of trade of the Maritime Provinces, and
the Local Legislatures and Governments of Nova Scotia, Prince Edward
Island and New Brunswick be requested to take such steps as to them
may seem right for the pressing upon Parliament and the Government
at Ottawa the need there is that the foreign and intercolonial trade of
these Provinces should not be allowed te be injured by snch adverse
action as can be avoided, and that such steps should be taken by the
Maritime Provinces as may enable them to exercise more influence at
Ottawa upon the course of legislation and executive action than hither-
to we have been able to; and that as far as this board.has power to
express its opinion, it declares, irrespective of politicai parties, that since
the union of these Provinces the just expectations of the Maritime
Provinces have not been realized, and dissatisfaction with the union has
become a general sentiment among the people, who desire a remedy
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under, rather than against, the constitution, and whose loyalLy to the
Crown and respect for the laws of the country is the only reason why
stronger and more unmistakeable action bas not been taken in the
matter."
Sir, that language is strong and to the point, and I think it
is true.

Mr. FOSTER. IHow many signed it?
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman opposite bas not

reflected in any sense the opinion of the commercial public
of St. John, or ot the people of New Brunswick.

Mr. FOSTER. How many signed it ?
Mr. DAVIES. I am glad the bon. gentleman asked me

the question, because my answer will Onable the House to
gauge exactly the public opinion of St. John. There were
twenty-four merchants present; sixteen voted lin favor of
the resolution I have read, and eight voted against it. What
does the hon. gentleman say to that ?

An hon. MEMBER. All Grits, were they not ?
Mr. DAVIES. Well, I have looked over the names ; I

happen to know some of the gentlemen. I do not live so
far away that I do not know the leading merchants there,
and I tell the hon. gentleman that some of the strongest
Conservatives in St. John voted for that resolution, and the
hon. gentleman knows it well.

Mr. FOSTER. Who?
Mr. DAVIES. I will hand the paper across the floor, if

the hon. gentleman wishes to see it. It is not necessary to
take up the time of the flouse by reading the names.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Names, names.
Mr. DAVIES. The bon. member can take the paper.

Any hon. gentleman who wishes the names can take the
paper and see them for himself. Now, Mr. Speaker, I find
this reEolution d'eclaring in unmistakeable terms that dis-
satisfaction bas become a general sentiment among the
people, and I find a vote of two to one in the commercial
centre of New Brunswick in favor of that resolution. I
find these facts recorded in the public press and
forwarded to the members at Ott4wa, and yet the
hon. gentleman does not hositato to stand up and
say there is not a word of truth in the whole state.
ment, that the merchants of St. John have been guilty of
deception, that they have been guilty of more than decep.
tion-of deliberate lying-that is what it comes to; that
they have not expressed in any way or sense the opinion of
the people. Now the hon. gentleman went on to show
further, that everything in the sky was lovely, that
the prospects were delightful, and the existing state of
things were everything that could be desired. I bave had
handed to me to-day a copy of Bradstreet's report, issued in
the month of January, giving the report of the failures in
the United States and Canada during the past yenr-I may
say during the past five years. I would like lion.gentlemen
to tako note of the figures, for they speak louder than any
mere words can speak, and they point to a conclusion very
different from that which the hon. member's rosy speech
would lead us to bolieve exists. I find that in 1880, in this
Dominion, there were 907 failures, with liabilities of
87,900,000 ; in 1881, 635 failures, with liabilities of
85,751,000; in 1882, 797 failures, with liabilities of
88,87,000; in 1883, 1,384 failures, with liabilities of
815,940,000; and in the last year, 1884, 1,327 lailures, with
liabilities approaching 820,000,000.

Mr. HESSON. What were the failures in the Grit
régime ?

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman and his friends have
given them often enough. They have been read from every
platform in the Dominion; they have been the political
stock-in-trade, and the only political stock-in-trade, of some
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hon. gentlemen for years. Why, Sir, it is not a matter of
dispute. We know that in 1877-78 there was a great
depression, rot only in Canada, but over the whole commer-
cial world. We admit there were failures in Canada, as there
were failures in the United States, and as there were failures
in Great Britain. We never sought te deny it. But our
position at that time was this: We said that commercial
depression was the result of natural causes, which wero
pointed out from time to time, and that more Acts of Par-
liament, mere resolutions of the people's representatives,
could not remedy that state of affairs, and that time was
the only remedy for it. But they said, no0; we can remedy
it by Acts of Parliament. The hon. gentleman opposito
denied to-night that they had said so. Re issued a challenge,
and assuming a theatrical position and raising his voice, ho
challenged any hon. gentleman on this side to come forward
and give one single statement from any authorised leader of
the party to the effect that they had declared they could
remedy the thon depression by Acts of Parliament, could
make a country by Acts of Parliament more prosperous than
it was. He issued that challenge not once, but two or three
times. I accept the challenge, and I tell him we can do it. I
tell him more, that they carried this country, not only by pro-
mises of the kind to which I have referred, but by other
promises, which they have not kept and have not attempted
to keep, but which they are to-day repudiating. I remem-
ber when Sir Charles Tupper, who will be acknowledged
to have held as high a status in the party at least as the
hon. momber for King's (Mr. Foster), who had as much to
do with the formulation of the National Poliey as the hon.
member for King's, or any hon. member on that.
side-I remember when Sir Charles Tupper went through
the country, previous to the elections of 1878, and declared
what the policy was and what remedies were to be proposed,
in case the party were elected, to remove the dis-
tress. I remember his coming to Charlottetown and speak-
ing there for a length of time. I remember, among other
promises he made to catch the people of the
Maritime Provinces and induce them to vote for the Na-
tional Policy, was, that within two years they would give us
reciprocity with the United States ; and I say, and i say it
deliberately and with a thorough knowledge of the views of
a large section of the people of the Maritime Provinces, that
these promises, reiterated as they were on every bustings,
with all the solemnity and force that the hon. gentleman
could give to his words, had as much to do, if not more to
do, with returning the party to power than anything else
which occurred. Hon. gentlemen opposite came into
power on the strength of those promises, and they
have repudiated thom. They have betrayed the people who
placed trust in their promises, and to-day, with this policy,
we are further away from reciprocal trade with the United
States, and they wish us to be further away than our people
were in 1878. I quoted this language, which I shall read,
in the presence of Sir Charles Tupper in this House, and ho
accepted it as correct. On the occasion to which I refer,
that gentleman said :

'' All you have to do to-day is to support the protective National
Policy of Sir John A. Macdonald, in order to obtain a reciprocity treaty
with the ULited Statcs within two years."

Mr. WOODWORTH. What year was that ?
Mr. DAVIES. In 1878, in the drill shed at Charlottetown,

when thore were between two and threc thousand people
present. That declaration and certain telegrams which
came down from the leader of the Government, to the effect
that taxation would not be increased, had much to do with
their success at the polls.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). What carried the last election ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, The colonisation
companies and the Gerrymandering Bill.
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Mr. DAVIES. We will see whether any leader of the
party was guilty of the offence which the hon. member for
King's (Mr. Poster) declared no leader was guilty of,
namely, that of making what he called a puerile declara-
tion. I hope some of the friends of Sir Charles Tupper will
defend the character of that gentleman. The hon. nember
for King's said it would be puerile to declare that by Act of
Parliament a Government could bring about commercial
rosperity or commercial distress. We have been teaching
on. gentlemen opposite for years that doctrine; it has been

one of the political platforms of the party, that mere Acts of
Parliament cannot bring about commercial prosperity.
What said Sir Charles Tupper in 1878, and I would not
repeat it if we had not been challenged by the hon. member
for King's. Sir Charles Tupper said, as reported in
Ransard :

" The hon. gentleman ought to know that if Governments are good
for anything, they are good to incresse the prosperity;of the country by
Acts of Parliament."

Why do hon. gentlemen opposite not do it? There is dis-
tross now, there is depression now, from one end of the
country to the other; where is the Act of Parliament ?
Bring it along; let us sce it. But hon. gentlemen opposite
know they are powerless, that they are flies on the wheel.
They bave to-day to accept the political axiom laid down by
the hon. member for Centre Huron (Sir Richard Cart-
wright); they have to adopt that in the sense of which he
used the words, that Parliaments are powerless to remove
great depressions of trade; Parliaments are powerless by
means of Acts of Parliament to bring about commercial
prosperity. Talk about political planks in a platform. What
plank could the hon. member for King's have laid down
tirmer and stronger than the declaration of the gentleman
who was second in command in the Government, a declara-
tion given in his vigorous language, which cannot be mis-
understood and which has no double meaning. Ho goes on
to say, at page 556 of ifansard :

" The hon. gentleman [myself, I suppose] says that the prosperity of
the country cannot be obtained and promoted by Acts of Parliament-
We deny it. We say that you may make.the very taxation necessary to
sustain the publie eredit by meeting the interest on the public debt and
discharging the ordinary administration of publia affairs, a means of so
fostering our industries as to give to the people the money that is re-
quiredin order to pay the taxes."

Let hon. gentlemen opposite admit they have changed their
views; let them say that those declarations were puerile, as
the hon. member for King's (Mr. Poster) calls them, and
then we meet on common ground. Perhaps we may even
pardon some of their past transgressions if they come
acknowledging their sins. Sir Charles Tupper further said:

" The policy the Govèrnment bas pursued has had the effect of depopti
lating the country."

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Hear, hear.
Mr. DAVIES. The bon. gentleman says "hear, hear."

Then why do you continue it ? Here is a document issued by
the Finance Minister, a report ofgentlemen who visited every
town in the Maritime Provinces, who say there is great
depression, depression in this branch of trade and in the
other. Why do hon. gentlemen not bring in an Ac to
restore prosperity ? What is the use of a platform if you
do not act on it, and when you bring part of it forward it is
so musty as not to be worth anything? Either acknow-
ledgo yeu are wrong and say you deceived the country, or
bring in an Act and fulfil your pledges. These remarks
h ad to be made in answer to the hon. gentleman's challenge.
If they had not been made, hon. gentlemen opposite would
have risen in their seats and said that although the challenge
bas been given, we had refused to accept it. Then, Sir
Charles Tupper goes on to say:

Il Ias sent away the moit skilled and intelligent labor, the fineut
sons of Canada, to a foreiga tountry# to obtain heemployament their
own country deuies them'

He said, in effect, that the then Government did not do any-
thing by Act of Parliament, and the consequence was that
the country was depressed. Apply the same reasoning
now. The country is being dopopulated in a ratio four
times as great as thon; and by your own showing you are
the cause of it. Hon. gentlemen opposite are directly re-
sponsible, by their own reasoning, for the work of depopula-
tion that is now going on. Sir Charles Tupper said:

" That is a fatal policy, and one which must induce us to forego aIl
our aspirations for anything like a rapidly increased greatness fothis
country in the future, ard to consent to become hewers of wood and
drawers of water for our friends across the line in the great Republic of
the United States."

This is a fatal policy, and still you are going te pursue it.
Hon. gentlemen, so far as Acts of Parliament are concerned,
are to remain inactive when they should fulfil their
pledges; they called for Acts of Parliament then. It
did very well in opposition to make that doclaration; but
now the member for King's declares that no responsible
person ever used such language, and that if ho did, it was
puerile. It is too late to makle that declaration now, for hon.
gentlemen opposite rode into power on the strength of their
promises, and they must either fulfil them or retract them.

Now, Sir, I will make one further remark on the argument
of that hon. gentleman, and one only-an argument to which
the Finance Minister bas given his imprimatur and which ho
bas endorsed several times-that the best evidence that
there is prosperity exists in the figures respecting the sav-
ings banks. I do not accept that as conclusive evidence
that the country is prosperous; I do not accept it
as very cogent evidence that the country is prosperous.
I contend, Sir, that the fact that money is being hoarded up
in the savings banks at 4 per cent. to the extent and in tho
mode in which it is hoarded up, is evidence, not of prosperity,
but of depression in commercial circles. It is an evidence
that there is not that demand for money in paying chan.
nels which justifies the people in taking it out of the
savings banks. The hon. member may laugh, but it would
be botter for him to answer the argument instead of laugh-
ing. I have great respect for the hon. gentleman, although
I bink ho is somewhat bigoted in his views, but I call
attention to one period, and I think they will notdeny that
if, in the most prosperous period in this country's history,
there were not increased deposits in the saving banks, it
will show that they are not correct in arguing that large
deposits are a sign of prosperity. What are the facts ?
Take the years 1872-73-74, and 1 think it will be acknow-
ledged that we never had such prosperous times. It is uni-
versally acknowledged that we were on the wave of proE-
perity, that a boom existed from one end of the country to
the other. Wore the deposits in the savings banks, at4per
cent., increased during those years ? No, they were
not; and the reason was that money was in demand
for profitable use in commercial circles, and men
would not put their money in the banks at 4
per cent. if they could make 6, 7, and 8 per cent. in
reasonable commercial ventures. In 1872 the deposits in
the savings banks were $3,096,000; in 1873, $3,207,000,
and in 1874, 63,204,000. Those are the figures and those
are the years, and if hon. gentlemen are correct in stating
that increased deposits in savings banks are evidence of
prosperity, thon they will have to ignore or repudiate the
fact that the three years I have named, when the deposits
did not increase, were prosperous years. They were pros-
perous years, and the amount in the banks did not increase,
and therefore the fact that they have increased since is no
evidence that tho times are good. But I give the hon. gen.
tieman another evidence. Does ho remember, a few years
ago, when the leader of the Irish party rose in the House
of Commons and, backed by a number of his friends, told
the Government of the day that Ireland was in great dis-
tros ? Does ho remember that the leader of the Govern-
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ment told them that starvation and famine wore imminent,
and does ho remember the reply that came from the minis-
terial benches ? It was said : That statement cannot be true,
because the deposits in the savings banks are increasing.
The very same evidence was pointed out, but the facts that
depression and starvation wore impending were true
nevertheless, and before another year rolled by gaunt famine
stared the people of Ireland in the face, and this Parliament
rose to the occasion and sent a contribution of $100,000, I
believe, to assist in getting bread for that starving people.
At that time the deposits in the savings banks had run up
to an unprecedented amount. What was the cause of it ?
The simple cause was, that there was not that confidence in
the commerce of the country which justified the people in
going into commercial ventures, and they preferred to hoard
their money in the savings banks at 3 or 4 per cent.
interest. I say this, that speaking my own mind, it is not
conclusive evidence, it is not cogent ovidence of the exist-
ence of prosperity, that these sums on deposit are mounting
up as they are. I tell hon. gentlemen, those of them that
come from the Maritime Provinces, at any rate, that we
know, every one of us knows, it to be a fact that these
savings banks deposits are not the savings of the laboring
classes at all, to any appreciable extent. They are the
moneys belonging to trustees, to well-to.do farmers and
others, to lawyers and those kinds of people. We know that
the laboring classes do not, to any appreciable extent,
deposit in them. People can get 4 per cent. there, and we
know that money has been withdrawn from the ordinary
banks ofthe country, when they roduced the interest to 3
per cent., and put into the savings banks, which allow them
1 per cent. higher. Any hon.gentleman knows that no man
would be fbolish enough to leave his money in the ordinary
chartered banks at 3 per cent. when he can get 4 per cent.,
with a Government guarantee, in the savings banks. I say
that the savings banks returns do not bear out the conclu-
sions which hon. gentlemen have urged they do.

Now, I propose to say a word or two with reference to the
speech delivered by the hon. the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries. That hon. gentleman complained of the Opposi-
tion very seriously. ie says a few years ago you denounced
the Government because by their policy those who in vested
noney in manufactories were drawing enormous dividends,
and to-day you denounce them because they are not gotting
any dividends at all. Ho says you are inconsistent. Surely
that hon. gentleman cannot have forgotten that the very
effects that have followed the carrying out of this policy
were foretold by the leaders of the Reform party, by the
free traders of this country. They told him, time and time
again, if you offer a premium to place capital in certain
lines of business you will draw to those lines of business a
larger amount than should legitimately go there, and the
result will be that the first-comers who go into the business
will derive large profits, and whon more money is invested
in those lines of business than they will justify, and when
the result is over-production, the profits will be
dissipate:. Those who went in first will, perhaps,
make large fortunes, and those who go in afterwards
will get nothing at all, and so it bas been. It is always the
case. If you offer a high premium to induce capital to go
into a certain line of business you are sure to get more
capital into that business than it will justify. And so it has
followed bere. We have had two resuIts. Capital went into
cotton mills and sugar mills, and at first they were making
10, 20, 30, 40 and 50 per cent., but now there bas been over-
production when more capital vent in than the business
would justify, more spindles have been put in the mills than
they required, more cotton was produced than could be
consumed, and the results are depression, stagnation, the next
thing to ruin-no dividends; and to-day many who have in-
vested their monoy in cotton mills find that the fine promises
made to them have not been kept, and while those who went
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in first got 40 per cent., to-day they cannot get 5. But the
hon. gentleman must not conclude from that that there is
any inconsistency in our argument. I say that the two
things follow each other as the natural consequence of their
policy. Then the hon. gentleman goes on to say that over-
production has not been caused by the policy of the Govern-
ment, but by the speeches of the Opposition. Well, Sir, I
never hoard such nonsense uttered in my life. How can
the speeches of the Opposition cause over-production ?
Over-production has been caused by having more capital in
business than the consumption of the country justified.
You cannot compete with foreign markets; it has been
proved here by the hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson)
and others, that your exports of manufactures are not increas-
ing; you cannot compete abroad. It.costs too much, under
your policy, to make the goods; you are confined to the
home market; you have over-stocked the home market, and
the result is ruin-unemployed or unremunerative capital
locked up. The tall chimneys which once emitted volumes of
smoke are no longer active; the hum which the hon. gentle-
man found from one end of the Dominion to the other is
silent ; ho takes no pilgrimages to-day te find out the truth
for himself ; his ear does not listen to the sweet hum of
industry now, but ho sends his friend, Mr.Willis, down to the
Provinces, and ho finds stagnation and de pression. He thinks
trade will revive. People, ho says, are foolish to imagine, like
Sir Charles Tupper, that Acts of Parliament can build up bus-
iness; they were very foolish to put so much capital into the
business, and they are now reaping the reward of their folly.
No, Sir; they are reaping the reward of the folly of the
Government, who induced them to put faith in a policy that
offered a premium to those who invested their money in
these manufactories. The resuit is, as I say, that many ofthe
factories are shut up, and others are working at half or two-
thirds time. Lot the hon. gentleman go through the Pro-
vince of New Brunswick to-day, and what will ho find ?
Take bis own report. His agent was sont out for the pur-
pose of seeing if ho could not find the hum. He found it
only in a few instances; ho found it very weak-only a
little squeak, in some places. But the hcn. Minister of
Marine waxed indignant over the remark that was made on
this side of the louse, that bis Governnent were not the
friends of the workingmen. The best evidence ho said
that could bo given that they were, was that they continued
to pay 4 per cent. interest on deposits in the savings banks.
That is assuming that the deposits are those of workingmen.
I say that is not so, as regards the Maritime Provinces at
any rate. But what was the policy of these hon. gentlemen
towards the workingmen when they got into power? They
had hardly got themselves safely and snugly ensconced
into-their seats on the Treasury benches before they issued
an edict cutting down the salary of every workingman on
the Intercolonial Railway and on the Prince Edward Island
Railway. For fear that any man would get paid for bur.
nishing the brass on the engines, they actually sent out an
order that it should be painted with tar. That is the kind-
ness they exhibited towards the workingman. The work-
ingman may well say: Save me from such friends as the
Minister of Marine and bis colleagues. Sir, the hon. Minis.
ter waxed very cloquent-ho does not speak often, but when
ho does ho always waxes eloquent-over the fact that there
was a large debt in the United States after the civil war, and
that there was nothing left to show for it but the dead soldiers
and the white tombstones that marked their last resting-
places. I hope, Sir, that bis remarks will be read not only
in this country but across the border, so that the people of
the United States may see what an intelligent appreciation
some of our public men have of that brave struggle in which
they engaged for so many years and out of which they came
triumphant. I think most of the people in the United States
believe that there was more left to them than the
bodies of the dead soldiers and the white tombstoues over
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their graves. I think the hon, gentleman will find that a
great country arose ont of that war-the greatest republic
ofancient or modern times. I think ho will find that one
of the results of that war was the blotting out of the great
curse of slavery, which was for many years such a drag on
that great country. Yes, Sir, if that war did nothing else
than to make ail men, as their Declaration of Independence
says, free and equal before the law; if it did nothing else
than abolish the curse of slavery, and weld ail those great
States into one great nation, it would be worth double the
money they spent on it. The hon. gentleman is very narrow-
sighted or weak-sighted, or ho must have read history back-
wards, to speak in the way ho did of that great strugglo.
I do not propose to deal further with any of the remarks of
that hon, gentleman.

I will, for a few moments, call the attention of the House
to some facts and ßgures-and I shall ho very short in doing
so-which make me, Sir, at any rate, consider the situation
in this country as a very grave situation-a situation
so grave and so serions that a mere speech is not going to
dissipate the glbom which hangs over it-a situation so
grave and serious, Sir, as to call for the thoughtful consider.
ation of the best men on both sides of the House and in
the country. I remember that the hon. member for Pictou
(Mr. Tupper) the other day rose and said that after hear-
ing the speech of the Finance Minister ho feit as if a weight
had been taken off his shoulders-that he felt somewhat
reassured; and why? Because, he said, he, in common with
a great nany people in this country, after reading the
speeches of the lion. member for South Huron (Sir Richard
Cartwright) and the hon. member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake), had come to the conclusion that this country was in
a very bad plight-had come to the conclusion that we were
doubhing our taxation and debt at a rate unprecedented in the
history of any other colony-had come to the conclusion'
that, in the brief language used the other day by the hon.
member for East Hastings (Mr. White), the time had come
when we should call hait. I want to call attention to the
facts and figures which so startled the hon. member for!
Pictou, and as he tells us, a large number of his constituonts.
The statement of the hon. member for South Huron
was so serious that I repeat it. It was that this
country could only thrive and become prosperous and great
if it could succeed in inducing a large portion of the
emigration from the old country to come and settle hero
permanently; that it could only do so by showing to them
that this was a cheap country to live in, where a man could
get an honest day's wage for an honest day's toil; and he
said that was the kind of country it was some years ago.
He said that seventeen years ago, as compared with the
country to the south, which is absorbing so much immigra-
tion, Canada occupied a splendid position. In 1867 the
United States emerged frorn the civil war with a debt of
$2,500,000,000 upon its shoulders -a debt of $69 per head,
with 36,000,000 of a population in the country-a debt
great enough to make the strongest mind almost despair of
the future of his country; while at that very time Canada,
young, buoyant, hopeful, was bounding forward on the path
of progress with the comparatively small debt of $75,000,000,
or 822.50 per head, with a population of 3,400,000; and he
pointed to the fact that the balance was so much in our
favor that whorever it was known, those who were
seeking new homes, where they and their children after
them might live permanently, preferred to come to a low-
taxed country and one cheap to live in, and with a debt so
much less than that of the country to the soutb. Be called
attention to the fact that in the year 1884 all that has
been reversed, and that while they have reduced thoir
82,500,000>000 debt to $1,438,000,000, or $25.39 per head
Canada, by the 1st of next July, will have a debt of at 
least $240,000,000, or nearly $50 a hoad.

Mr. HESSON. Did they raise it by free trade ?

t Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman should understand
that there is free trade over a greater area of oountry in
that great confederacy of nations than almost anywhere
else in the world. From the Atlantic to the Pacilie,'and
from the border line of Canada down to the Gulf of Mexico,
there is not a Custom house existing. The trade between

3 one State and another is free and untrammelled, and were
it not so, that country could never have attained to the
pitch of greatness which it has attained. We are
not now entering into an investigation of that subject,
In discussing tho serious fact which I have just stated, that
the relative positions of Canada and the United States have
been entirely reversed within the last seventeen years, and
that this country has now a debt per head noarly double
that of the United States, I would like to ask the hon.
member this question: If ho were an intelligent artisan or
farmer going to make a home for himself in the west,
would ho choose the country that is rapidly reducing its
debt or go to the country that bas trebled its debt in the
space of seventeen years ?

Mr. HESSON. Do you want an answer?
Sir RIOHARD CARTWRIGIIT. A million of Canadians

have, unhappily, already given it.
Mr. DAVIES. I suppose that the hon. gentleman's

answer would be that ho remains here; but as the hon.
momber for Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) pertinently
remarks, a million of Canadians have takon the opposite
view, and have gone over to the States in that time. Yes,
a million; I will repeat it; these facts cannot be repeated
too often; it takes a good deal of repetition to get a fact
into some people's heads: 72J,000 Canadians are in the
United States, according to the consus of 1830; 400,000 of
opr population have gone over since; that makes a total of
1,100,000. Those facts call for serious attention. It will not
do to brush them away with a waive of the hand; and thero
are othor facts in that connection that require to bo
opnsidered. A few years ago eve' ybody hoped that our pro.
gress would be steadily forward. We had every reason to
hope so. The statement was made, and I believe it to be
correct, that we have a great heritage, that we have a glori.
ous future before us ; and I b,ýlieve there would be millions
more people in the country now but for the mismanage.
ment of bon. gentle men opposite. Wo weretold thatwehad
a great heriitago in the North-West, we were told that
millions of acres were waiting the plough of the immigrant;
we were told that our country must go ahead. I must say
that I believe those gentlemen had faith at the time; I
believe that they were in earnest; I believe, although their
predictions turned out to be incorrect, that they were con.
fident there were going to be millions of people in the
country; and one secret of the reckless extravagance that
has marked the expenditure of this country during the past
five years is that hon. gentlemen opposite, five years ago,
expected that by to-day there would be millions more peo.
ple in the North-West. They unfortunately have been dis-
appointed, their extravagance was not checked, the people
di not come in to make up for it; and the result is depres-
sion and gloom, not only throughout the North-West, but
throughout all parts of Canada. What has been the increase
of the population of the country ? Are we going on, not
only adding our natural increase to our population, but
bringing in fresh immigration ? The outlook is a sad one,
but it is true that we are relatively going back. What are
the facts ? In 1871 wo had 3,481,000 people in
the Dominion, according to the census; in 1881 we had
4,041,000 or an increase of 558,000. Lot any hon. gentle-
man take the percentage of natural increase referre'd to by
the hon. member for Cardwell (hîr. White) 2 er cent. per
year, and ho will find that in that decade this country,
instead of increasing only 558,000, should have increased
697,000, by the ordinary natural increase ; so that, as a mat.
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ter of fact, during the decade from 1871 to 1881, as was shown He will find that the total trade of that country has not
by the hon. mem ber for Brant (Mr. Patereon), we have lost remained stationary, as perhaps it might be supposed in an
actually 138,553 people from the natural increase we should old country like- England to have remained; he will find
have had. And, this remember, is altogether irrespective of that, instead of remaining stationary, as Canada bas, she has
the hundreds of thousands of immigrants whom we paid to gone forward by steady bounds until to day the statements
come to this country. That is a very serions fact. When of ler total trade can hardly be understood when it is men-
wo come to examine the census of each country, the United tioned. I find that in 1861 the total trade of England was
States and Canada, we find that one man out of every six £501,000,000, or $2,505,000,000. In 1882, instead of
born in Canada is now in the United States. The hon. remaining stationary, as ours bas done, the total trade had
Minister of Marine and Fisheries said we had as many gone up to £720,000,000, or $3,600,000,00; andI call the hon.
Americans on this side, relatively to their population. That gentleman's attention to this important fact that, of the total
is not so. We have only one ont of every 570 people born imports of that country, 91 per cent. consists of raw
in the United States; we have 77,753 Americans materials, and barely 9 per cent.of manufactured articles ;
in this country, or one out of every 510, while in the while, in contrast witb that, 92 per cent. of ber exports
United States they have one ont of six of our population. consists of manufactured goods, and only 8 per cent. of raw
We find our population not only stationary but going back; material, and that raw material is chiefly coke, coal and pig
we find our people not only not remaining in this country iron. These figures speak volumes. All the talk in the world
but emigrating to the United States; we find that after an will not lead to conclusions as clear as these facts and figures,
expenditure of millions and millions of dollars to open up which show that,while this young country, possessing mil-
the North-West, with its large areas of land to be brought lions of acree awaiting the plough of the imigrant endowed
into cultivation, with the millions of bushels of grain to be with youth and hope and energy, and with a finer p)pula-
grown or about to be grown thore-we find that the volume tion, 1 believe, than England is endowed with, is remaining
of our trade to-day is not as great as it was in 1873. In almost stationary, the old conntry is going ahoad, until sho
1873 the volume of our trade was $217,800,000; to-day, is mistress of the seas, not only in a naval sense, but com-
instead of its having advanced by leaps and bounds, as we mercially. Her flag floats on every sea; she enjoys a
had a right to expect, and as I do not hesitate to say, it would monopoly of the carrying trade of the world, and.has swept
have, had there been ordinary prudence exercised in the the flac of protective nations almost off the seas.
management of affairs in the North.West, had there not They talk about the protective tariff in the United States.
been reckless extravagance shown in the administration of What are the facts ? The facts are that, in spite of a tariff
our affairs, the volume of our trade is but $207,873,000. which is almost prohibitory, they imported last year
More than that ; not only bas the volume of our trade not £31,000,000, or $155,000,000 worth of the manufactured
increased, not only is our population decreasing in the goods of England. They may put on their tariff as much
sense that we are not keeping our natural increase, as they like, but the free trade country, that has cheap
but we find also that the exports of our own products food and enables its products to be manufactured
have remained stationary, when they should have gone on cheaply, can send $155,000,000 worth of her manu-
almost doubling in this period. Do hon. members remember factures and undersell the people of the United
that last Session, when we were asked to sanction the expen. States in their own markets. The hon. member
diture of some $22,000,000 as a gift to the huge monoply of for Pictou says that the poor people in England are getting
the Canadian Pacific Railway, that the hon. gentleman, poorer. I will recommend to his attention a little pamphlet
the Minister of Railways, who proposed the grant, nade a whieh I wish ho and other membors on the other side would
startling cale-ilation, by which he proved that-I don't know read, written by a distinguished political economist, Mr.
how many millions on millions of bushels of grain would be Mongredien. It is a small pamphlet of only a hundred
grown in he North-West-if we could only get a certain pages, but you will find from it that the poor people in
number of immigrants into the country who would cultivate England have botter food and that the purchasing power of
each so many acres-6 10,000,000 bushels was the figure he their wages enables them to buy double the quantity of
gave. The number was so great that I don't think one man food they did ton years ago. I may bo pardoned for read-
in a thousand could approciate it. What are the facts to-day? ing the figures in regard to five articles. In 1871 they con-
The Government tied up the country; they refused to let sumed per head'of bacon 1-38 lbs., and in 1877 8 lbs.; of
immigrants go on the land; they tied up the best homestead wheat and flour they consumed per head 150 lbs. in
land; they harassed the people with regulations on regula- 1871, and 203 Ibs. in 1877; of raw sugar they consumed
tions; they drove the people out of the country to a poorer per head 41 Ibs. in- 1871, and 54 lbs. in 1877;
country, I believe to the south, where they are not harassed of tea per head 3-92 lbs. in 1871, and 4j 1b3. in 1877;
by these regulations, and the result is, to-day our exports and of tobacco 1.36 lbs. in 1871, and 1-49 Ibs. in 1877. Here
have remained stationary when they should have increased we see that this coarse. good food-leaving out the article of
by leaps and bounds. tobacco-bacon, and wheat,and flour,and sugar, are consumed

I heard an hon. gentleman opposite, and must ask pardon of per head in double the quantities in England to-day that
the reading men of the House for referring to the fact, point they were ton years ago. The wages of the English work-
out that England, the great commercial emporium of the man enable him to buy botter and more food for himself
world, is not progressing in the same ratio as other countries; and his family than ho could ton years ago. Can you say
that, as the result of her free trade policy, poor England is as much for Canada to-day ? I say you cannot. Yo can-
becomingcrippled; andthepaupersofEngland areincreasing, not show me another country where such results have
says the hon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper), and there been produced in the same space of time. Thon we
is dire distress in Clerkenwell and Marylebone and other remember very well that before 1860 the United States, in
districts in London. I was surprised at such an argument her shipping, competed with England on every sea, that the
from a member of a learned profession. It would be bad Union Jack and the Stars and Stripes were rivals for the
enough coming from an ignorant man, but the hon. gentle- carrying trade of the world. The war came, and after the
man ought to know botter. Let him take up any of the war came the protective tariff, and by whom is the carrying
statistios phblished in England and ho will find that pauper- trade done now? Where is tho Stars and Stripes now? It
ism is decreasing, that crime is decreasing, that the mass of is almost confined to the coasting trade and the inland
the people are botter fed, botter clothed, and botter paid waters of that great country, and the millions and millions
to-day than they ever were in the past history of Great of profits belonging to that traffic are flowing into that
Britain. He will find figures which will almost startle him. little isle, that gem of the sea, that fre trade England.
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Before I close, I want to express my regret that a very
important industry in this country has been overlooked by
hon. gentlemen opposite. I did not expect, perbaps, when
the Finance Minister addressed the House, that he would
have deemed it his duty to refer to it; but I thought, when
nome of the maritime gentlemen rose, representing shipping
ports and the shipping interest, that then we should have had
some reference to it. A year or two ago, before the National
Policy had developed itself, I remember that reference
was made to the shipping interest. They were not ashamed
of it then, but today they are ashamed to refer to the sta-
tistics of one of the largest interests of this Dominion
-the shipping interest. As they have not done it,
I will remind them of it. I have extracted some figures
from the Trade and Navigation Returns. When the Minister
of Marine, the gentleman who controls that Department
of Government, who should be cognisant of the facts, and
who, through his Deputy, has sent us a report of the shipping,
rose in his place to address the House, and, through the
House, to address the country, I thought we should have
heard from him something about the gr.eat shipping industry
of this country. Is it increasing in volume, or not ? What
remedy was he going to propose to stop its decay ? They had
an Act of Parliamentfor everything a year or two ago; where
is their Act now ? Hon. members will remember how proud,
and how justly proud, every Canadian was, a few years ago, of
the facti that Canada stood fourth in the commercial world as
the owner of shipping-fourth among all the nations of the
world. We were proud of it and we were never weary of pro-
claiming it at home and abroad. What is the fact to-day ? I
find that, in 1873, we had 6,783 vessels, of a tonnage of 1,073-
718 tons. I find that, from that year, when that dreadful
,Grit Goverument, led by the hon. member for East York (Mr.
Mackenzie), was in power, that tonnage continued to steadily
increase year by year until, in the year 1878, It reached the
enormous figures of 7,469 vessels and 1,333,015 tons, an
increase in that period of time of 686 vessels and 259,297
tons. Now I find, by the report the Minister of Marine
brings down, that the value of that tonnage is $30 per ton.
I find that that industry alone, in the years between 1873
and 1878, increased in value $7,778,000. It was something
to be proud of. It was a steady increase that went on from
year to year. Sir, what is the tale that we have to tell
to-day ? ias that increase and that prosperity continued ?
Has it remained even stationary? Are we to-day, so far as
our shipping interests are concerned, holding the same
position relatively to the other nations that we held when
the abominable Grit Government went out of power ? I
am sorry to say it is not the case. I am sorry to say that
since the National Policy came in that industry has been
steadilydecreasing from year to year, until, in 1884, we find
the number of vessels have decreased to 7,254, and the
tonnage to 1,253,747, or a decrease of 215 vessels and of
79,270 tons, of a value of 82,378,100. We went on increas-
ing by 259,000 tons and nearly 88,000,000 in value between
1873 and 1878, and we have been steadily decreasing since
1879 down to the present time. We find the Deputy Minister
of Marine and Fisheries making a report which the Minister
himself was very glad to shy clear of when he rose in hie
place, and for fear he did not read his own Deputy's report I
will read an extract from it:

"The total number of vessels remaining on register books of the
Dominion, on 31st December, 1884, ineluding old and new vessels, sail-
ing vessels, steamers and barks, was 7,254, measuring 1,253,747 tons
register tonnage, being a decrease of 120 vessels and 13,647 tons register
as compared witk 1883. The number of steamers on register booki on
same date wa 1,073, with a gross tonnage of 207,669. Asuming the
average value to be $30 per ton, the value ot the registered tonnage of
Canada, on 80th December lait, would be $37,612,410."

If it had gone on progressing at the-same ratio as it did
previous to 1878, instead of the value being $30,000,000, as
it is to-day, it would have really been $10,000,000. Now,
Sir, still looking at the ship-building industries, we find that
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in 1874 we built 496 vessels, with a tonnage of 190,756. I will
not read the figures for each year, but there was a steady
increase up to 1878, marking a steady business, a business
built upon a good foundation, and at the end of 1878 I find
we had 2,168 vessels built during the five years; making
an average per year-as the hon. Finance Minister is fond
of averages, I will give him the average for these five years
-of 433 vessels, or 139,000 tous per year, or an
average yearly value of $5,560,000, and a total value of
$ 8,000,000 for the five years. Well, Sir, since they came
into power, what have they done ? The country has only
built 1,922 vessels, or 320 per year, as against 433 per year
in the previous term; and 70,228 tons, as against 139,000
tons each year in the previous term; an average value per
year of $2,800,000, as against an average value of $5,560,000
in the years preceding. Now, it must be remembered that
this industry was in the main an industry of the Maritime
Provinces, an investment for the money of the poople of
these Provinces. The National Policy asked them to do-
what ? It asked them to withdraw their money frorm tho
shipping and invest it in the cotton interest and in the sugar
interest. They did so, and to-lay they find themselves
deceived Instead of earning the profits they once did in
their shipping, to-day they see their cotton mills are idle,
their sugar refineries are idle, and their money invested i
making no return.

Now, Sir, there is another thing I would mention. I
wanted to hear from the Governmont what progress they
were making on the great question which is agitating the
Maritime Provinces-the question of reciprocity. I find them
silent as the grave. The hon. gentleman repeated the state-
ment-I suppose he spoke on the authority of the Minister of
Finance-that the policy they were going to pursue was a
do-nothing policy. WelI, Sir, they are going to be flies on the
wheel as regards reciprocity. But, h. asks,why did the Mari-
time Provinces require it so much? I will tell him, Sir.
Because, under reciprocity the commerce of the Maritime
Provinces flourished as it never flourished since; because
under that reciprocity treaty the Maritime Provinces grew
comparatively rich; because they found a ready market for
their prodace; and because to-day they have not got such a
market. And more than that, Sir : because the existence of
these trade relations cemented the bonds of union, amity
and good feeling which existed, and ought to exist,
and which I hope will long continue to exist, between
this country and our great neighbors to the south. W.
want it because it removed the causes of discord, because it
put us in a position where we were reasonably assured there
never would be any breach of the peace between
us and our neighbors to the south. I will tell you another
reason why we want this Government to act. We say it is
treason to the people of the Maritime Provinces to remain
inactive now, because at the present time, of all others, we
have a better prospect of obtaining reciprocity; because the
fishery treaty is about expiring, and because we know that
complications must inevitably ensue unless some new treaty
is negotiated. Do you tell me, Sir, that 100, or 200, or, as in
old times I have seen myself, 300 American vessels can go
down flshing upon the shores of the Maritime Provinces and
that you are going to keep them beyond the three-mile limit ?
You may do it ? You may do what the hon. member for
Pictou asked you to do; you may carry out as vigorous a
policy as you like, and spend as much money as you like,
but you will only keep out the Americans from those fishing
grounds by the expenditure of a great deal of money
and after creating a great deal of discord and a great
deal of ill-feeling and animosity. Sir, a vigorous
policy will be necesesary, I do not deny it, if you do not
negotiate a new treaty. But we are willing to share with
them and give them our waters, provided we can get proper
commercial relations with then. That is what I believe
nine-tenchs of the intelligent men of the Maritime Province
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want. We want a market for our fish ; we want a market of injuring the country, that we should say nothing. In
for our natural productions, and we must have it, er we modern times, the interests of a country are not sacrificed
become poorer overy year; and, I am sorry to say, we are by the truth being known. It is an age of telegraphs and
becoming poorer in the cities of the Maritime Provinces. newspapers, an age when what is known in one country
The markets of the United States are our natural markets. one day is fiashed over the wires thousands and thousands
We want those markets for our potatoes, our fish, our of miles, and will be read in another country next
pelts, our timber, our produce, our animals, and for our morning. So we find that on this very subjoct on which
coal too. For everything we grow and are prepared to sell, the First Minister said it was so essential to keep quiet the
we find our natural markets in the United States, and we facts have been published in a circular, and the gentlemen
do not want to be told, in language which, I say, amounts to issuing it want the world to know the particulars, and they
an insult to the people, that this Government are prepared want members of this House to know, and this Government
to act as flies on the wheel, in regard to this vital question; to know. The Chamber of Commerce of Halifax have
that they propose to do nothing -at all, because, forsooth, forwarded a circular in which all the facts stated by the
they are afraid of their dignity. What nonsense. The hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail) are embodied and set
people to the south of us in the United States are a commer- out, even more strongly than the hon. member placed them
cial people, they are a sensible people. Why, such action is before the House, and the chamber calls on this Government
worthy of one of those petty German princes who will not to do something. They call upon them not to be false to
go into a room until he has studied a certain amount of Lheir trust, but to use their position and the trust which the
etiquette, least he should make a mistake as to the number people have placed in their hands to enable us, at least, to be
of bows he ought to make. The people of Canada are not placed on the same footing as our neighbors in the United
afraid of their dignity. We can lose nothing of dignity if States. I call the attention of the House to this resolution.
we go to the United States and say: The old commercial It was passed by the Halifax Chamber of Commerce only
treaty was advantageous to yon and to us; the erection of nine days ago. It presents the facts, and I may be pardoned
barriers has been disadvantageous to both. Take down, as for reading a portion of it. The resolution passed on 4th
far as you reasonably eau, those barriers; let us trade with March says :
you and we will make a profit, and you trade "Your committee learn that a treaty han lately been made between
with us, and the profit will be on your side, mutual the United States and Spain, whereby the flag of the United States is
profits will result from mutual trade and both sides will placed on the same terme regaraing Customs duties as that of the latter
reap a benefit. Is thero any losa ef dignity in making that country. i he conditions of this treaty do not apply to British ship-

laig, and we are consequently placed at a great disadvantage in Cuba
declaration ? Do you suppose you will insult the hard and orto Rico, to which the treaty more particularly applies, the dif-
headed business man of the United States by telling him that ference in favor of the American flag, so far as we can learn, being equal
yon want to trade with him. It is an insult to the people te an average of about 20 per cent. on the whole tarcff. On our fiah,which is our chef export to the isiands, it amounts to coriiderable
who feel that this reciprocal trade is mutually beneficial. I more. By calculations made on date received, it would appear Porto
hope our people will repeat what I say, and will tell this Rico fish by British fiag pays about 12 cents per quintal more than by
Government that it is of the greatest importance to the American veusels; and that the tonnage duty for landing and loading

cargoes is 100 per cent., orjust double, on our vessels, towhat is exacted
Maritime Provinces that they should get reciprocal trade from the Americans. In Cuba the differential duty in favor of the
relations of some kind. It is no use mincing matters. The Americans ise still iarger, amounting to about 27 cents per quintal. Cuba
Americans know it, and we know it. We are not, of course and Porto Rico are among our best customere, shipments to the latter

Si' having sorne years reached nearly 150,000 quintals, while to Cuba the
going to be ruined, but we shall be vry much poorer if we demand is steady and increasing. It will, therefore, be seen that if the
do not secure them. Reciprocal trade made us much richer Americans continue to enjoy those great advantages, and we excluded,
before, and it witli do so again. The United States is our that it will be a heavy blow to our trade, and calle for prompt and ener-
natural market, and we ought to have it, if it can be getie remonstrance from our Government."

obtained by fair negotiation, for I should ho sorry to sur- Ias that been made? fHas there been a whisper, a word
render our honor and dignity; but such will not be necessary spoken in this House or out of it, to remedy the grievances
to do, if we go like sensible business men and ask the under which the Halifax commercial men are laboring, and
Americans if they are prepared to negotiate a treaty. Have which they say are about to destroy their trade ? Not a
hon. gentlemen opposite secured anything in this direction ? whisper, not a word. The resolution goes on to say:
Nothing. If we attempt, and fail, to increase trade with the "The charges made by the Spanish Government through the consu-
Americans, who are our neighbors and our natural commer. lates, of 10cents per ton on seeuring Spanish clearances, je alo very bar-
cial dealers, we wiil be tbought more of than if densome, and has been objected to by the United States, who claim that

no foreign Goverument has a right to impose such a charge, which is
we should sit still and do nothing. I charge upon equal to an import tax un the prodnct of their country. We have reason
this Government that they are not only neglecting to believe that this unfair tax will be abolished in the United States, and
the interests of the Maritime Provinces in regard our Government &hould take immediate steps to place us in the saine

to trade with the United States, but they are neglectful ef °piton.
the trade of those Provinces with other countries to which Then follows a copy of the resolution of 4th March:
we export. It is only a day or two ago the hon. member "Your committee regret to learn that discriminating duties in favor
for Digby (Mr. Vail) called the attention of the House to of American fish and other products still exist in the islands of Cuba

and Port >Rico, and that representations of the chamber to the Dominion
the fact, that owing to the neglect and indifference of the Government last year on the subject do not appear to have produced
Government,-and I charge it all upon them -we have lost any effect."
advantages which would have accrued to us from the nego- They are not sinning in ignorance. This subject a year ago
tiation of a treaty on similar terms to those secured by the was brought before them on the representations of these
United States Government with Spain. We export largely commercial men, just as we have brought it before them,
to Cuba and Porto Rico, and to-day, as the hon. member for urging the necessity of opening negotiations for a recipro-
Digby said, we are placed at a disadvantage, because we city treaty with the United States. They have doue nothing
were not lu time lu asking to be placed on the same footing in the matter. They are willing that the commerce of the
as the United States. I suppose dignity stood in the way; country should suffer. The resolution goes on to say:
and, at all events, the result is, that the people of the Mari- "In the present depremsed condition of the West India trade, these dia-tiie Provinces are to sstain a loss of some thousands and eriminating duties on our staple products je a very heavy burden, and
thousands of dollars. Why, we were told that we should eall for a prompt and energetie representation by the Dominion Gov-
not say anything about it, that we should speak with bated veunment, who can alone deal with this matter."
breath, we should have such a strong feeling of the dignity I have been asked in the circular, as others have been asked,
of the country, of the greatness of the country, and a fear to read it and reftect on the facts it contains. I have done
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nothing more than my duty in bringing these facts before
the House. What answer has the Government to make to
these complainte, which are not confined to Ralifax but are
re-echoed in St. John and all the ports at which there are
fishing interests in the Maritime Provinces? This is a very
serious matter. Hon. gentlemen opposite promised the
people when they came into power, that they would secure
reciprocity with the United States. They have broken
faith with them: they have not secured it. But the most
serions charge I have. to make is that, while they were
asked and urged, and the importance of the action pointed
out, to take preliminary steps last year with respect to nego-
tiations, go far as we can learn they have not taken any steps,
and they are deaf to the remonstrances of the maritime
people; they are deaf to the remonstrances of the Chamber
of Commerce at Halifax-as deaf as they are to the remon-
strances of the Chamber of Commerce in St. John. Sir,
these are matters which, from the maritime standpoint, I
can tell hon. gentlemen are very serious, and instead
of energetic and prompt action by the Government
upon them, we have a report issued upon the manu-
facturing interests in the Maritime Provinces, and a
precious report it is. We have heard from gentlemen bore
from Ontario how utterly wanting in credit that report is,
as regarde the manufacturers of their Province, and I say it
is more so as regards the Maritime Provinces. Why, Sir,
i n order to show that there was an increase in the industries of
the Province of Prince Edward Island heactually counts in the
fishing industry of lobsters. What had the National Policy to
do to bring about that industry ? What did it do for it, except
to cause some irritation in the minds of the lobster packers
last year, by an order that stamps were to be put on the
cans, and after the people had gone to the expense of get-
ting the stamps, down came a notification from the Inland
Revenue Department that they did not require stamps at all.
Regulations were made one day and broken the next.
The National Policy has done nothing for the lobster trade.
It does not enable them to catch more lobsters ; it does not
regulate the market price in England, the only market
where they are sold. But, Sir, I call the attention of hon.
members to this fact, that in order to make out a case of
apparent prosperity in the Maritime Provinces, not only do
they bring in the lobster interest, but they drag in the ship-
building interest. It is true only one great ship-owner in
Summerside is mentioned, and not another man who builds
ships, but thon he is a great Tory and a supporter of the
National Policy. In 1878 there was a large ship-building
interest in the island, but nothing is said about it at all; and
when they want to show the number of factories, as the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mille) pointed out last night,
where an industry has changed hande, they give it as a new
industry, and they show the amount of capital and the
number of hands employed as a new industry. Why, Sir,
thera is a large manufactory of furniture in Charlottetown,
and here it is given as a new industry, owned by Wright &
Co. That factory was in existence almost before I was born.
The late Mark Butcher, by whom it was carried on success-
fully during his life, employed almost as many bande as are
employed in it now. Not a word is said about that. It is a
new industry; and so on, all through the chapter. But when
he wants to show how the National Policy is working, he
goes to a few of the most double dyed Tories
that can be produced in the Dominion, and he
asks them their opinion. But when he goes to the stareh
manufacturers, most of whom are Grits, he says these poor
people do not appear to appreciate the situation. It is the
most laughable and, at the same time, the most lamentable
report, I ever picked up. I want to know why this gentle-
man has steered clear of the places in which the commercial
depression is deepest and the gloom is blackest. I want to
know froin the hon. member for Pictou (Wr. Tupper) why
no report is given of the state of manufactures in that place ?

I remember when it boasted the largest tannery, turning
out the largest quantity of leather, and employing the
largest amoant of capital in this Dominion. Where is it
to-day? It has gone; its hum is where the woodbine
twineth; the place that once knew it, knows it no more.
No; it would not do to go through Pictou. Why did they
keep clear of the town from which theb on. member for
Sydney comes? Io there commercial prosperity there, I
would ask him? I want to hear the hon. gentlemen repre-
senting those towns rising and saying that there is
commercial prosperity in them. The country is not doing
so badly, because we have been blessed with good harveste,
and I do not think they will ask to share with Providence
the credit for that, or if they do ask it, they will not get it.
But I say that all those branches of industry that the
National Policy was specially framed to improve are
depresed; they are growing weaker and weaker, and
depression and gloom exist bthroughout the commercial
centres of the Maritime Provinces. I sec the junior mem.
ber for Pictou opposite me, and I hope he will enlighten
the House as to whether Pictou is as prosperous, commer-
cially, as it was in days of yore. I tell hon. gentlemen that
it is not so, and the very fact that this commissioner
shunned and avoided the places where the gloom was
deepest and the depression greatest, is the best evidence of
the truth of my statement. I agree that the situation, as
pictured by leading gentlemen on this side of the House, is
grave and serious; that it furnishes cause for serious
thought on the part of members of this House and the
peopIe of this Dominion. I am prond to think that while
years ago we could hardly catch their ears, to-day there
is a willingness to listen to the truth; the truth is now
being told and listened to, and I think, Sir, the wretched
nostrum offered to the people a few years ago ias been shown
to be the invention of a quack; that we will soon have the
people coming to their senses, and reverting to that policy
of a revenue tariff, under which, alone I say, this country
can become great, prosperous and happy.

Mr. WOODWORTI. I should not have occupied the
time of thei louse but for a few moments, were it not that
the speech of the hon. gentleman opposite teemed with
statements that have been refuted in thie fouse and in the
country over and over again. I think, Sir, it is a waste of
time that hon. gentlemen opposite, after the statements
which have been made here, notably by the Finance Minister
in the admirable Budget Speech which he delivered, and
secondly by the hon, member for Cardwell (Mr. White), in
answer to the ex-Minister of Finance, and after the exhaus-
tive and able speech of my hon. friend this afternoon, the
member for King's, N. B. (Mr. Foster), should again rehash
the old statements which have been exploded over and over
again, and shown to be misstatements of fact in every
word and line. I put down a few notes on a piece of paper,
referring to what~the on. member for Queen's, P.E.1. (Mr.
Davies) ias been saying. I have covered a sheet and a
quarter of paper, and I venture to say that every statement
made in his place to-night-and he las taken up nearly
two hours, and has certainly spoken with great volubility
-was refuted not three months ago in his own county, by
the electorate of that county. He told these people that
they had lost their senses; he las followed in the footsteps
of the ex-Finance Minister, who told the people they were
fools, who las told them over and over again that tbey had
lost their senses. le says that people will come back to their
senses by.and-bye. The on. gentlemen tried to drive
some sense into them in the county of Queen', and he
brought the bon. member for North Brant (Mr. Paterson)
there, and other members from different parts of the Domin-
ion, and the whole of them endeavored to enlighten the
people of Queen's, and they did to them what the peo-
ple will repy to the speech heb as delivered to-night.
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They will say to him: We have lived long enough, Sir, to
know that every statement that you have been making
on the hustings in regard to the ;National Policy, and
every statement you have made in the House of Parliament,
where we sent you to represent the people and not to
misrepresent them, is untrue in fact, for we have the
facts and know them. The hon. gentleman talked in a
very loud voice, and he beat his desk frequently. I do
not complain; it is his desk; if he breaks it in two, I will
not complain; but I think ho was ingenious in beating his
desk every little while In countries where they have bat
tles-thank God, we do not have them here-the drum is
beaten in order to drown the cries of the wounded and
the dying; and I can fancy that the hon. gentleman, who
las had his iaeas, if they b. his ideas, but at least his state-
monts, refuted over and over again in this flouse, I can
fancy him believing them to be fallacious, and beating hie
deek in order to make up in sound what h. Iacks in argument.
He started out with the statement that the Liberal-Conserva-
tive party in this House had deceived the electorate of the
Dominion 'of Canada, and had got power under false pre-
tences-that they had promised the people a reciprocity
treaty, and had failed to keep that promise. I asked him
when the speech was made. He said in 1878. Weil, Sir, the
Liberal-Conservative party were returned to power in 1878:
In the winter of 1878 that speech was made; and in 1879, as
soon as they could do so, they caused to be placed upon
the Statute Book of this country an Act whereby they took
power to remove the duty on all products from the United
States coming into Canada in proportion as the United States
Government .would remove the duties on producte going
there from Canada. That is what they did, and in doing that,
they kept their promise to the people. But they did not do
what the hon. gentleman wants them to do. fie said it
would be no lack of dignity for the Government of Canada
to go to Washington and to tell the American Government
that they could not live without reciprocity. Sir, the people
of this country are little understood by the hon. gentleman
when he makes a statement like that. When the Premier
stated in Toronto, a few months ago, that he would not go
down on his knees, and that Canada would not go down on
her knees, to ask for reciprocity, he struck a chord that
vibrated in every manly Canadian heart. There is not a
man in the Maritime Provinces or in the Upper Provinces
who would not scorn the idea of any Canadian Government
begging at the feet of a foreign people, stating that
they were paupers, and could not live without their help.
If they did that they would not gain reciprocity by doing so.
Everybody knows that the American financier or the Ame-
rican statesman does not give away a dollar for only half
s dollar in return ; he never gives a dollar unless he expects
a greater return; and when the American people find that
we are working out our destiny, that we are not asking
them any favor, that we believe that while reciprocity would
be desirable on fair terme, yet finding that we had asked in
vain, that we had knocked at their doors and they would
not listen to us, that we are now depending upon our own
resources,which the God of nature has given us in the half of
this continent. We will get reciprocity in raw materials
sooner in this manner than in any other way. Let the
hon. member, or anyone, travel through the United
States to-day and learn the feeling that has existed
there since this Government has come into power and
inaugurated our present fiscal policy. Lot .him talk
to American merchants, and see .how much greater
respect they have for Ganadians than they had while
the late Government were in power. Lot any hon.
gentleman who las travelled in the United States con-
trast that feehing with the feeling that existed from
1874 to 1878, when our industries were in such a de-
pressed condition, whn we were sending the late and
lamented George Brown to Washington in vain to
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get a reciprocity treaty, and when the Government
in power had not the nerve, or the courage, or the patience,
or the plodding industry, to place a fiscal policy on the
Statute Book which would meet that of the United States,
and then say if we have not taken a leaf out of their book
to our own profit. Why, Sir, there is not an American, be
he Democrat or Republican, or whatever he may be, and I
have talked with hundreds of them-they do not know the
relations of our parties; they do not know that there is one
party bore trying to uphold the country and another trying
to pull it down-there ie not one of them that I have known,
and I believe this is the experience of every hon. gentleman
who has been among them, but says he wonders that we
did not take that leaf out of their book long before we did.
One gentleman said to me : " I used to sell stoves in Mon-
treal; I do not blame you; but you have taken the pattern
from me and you undersell me." That is one case, and
there are many others I could name. Therefore, I say the
fiscal policy of the prAsent Governmont has earned for us
the respect of United States statesmen and merchants,
on account of our pluck, our courage, and our
industry. Now, I want to say one word in regard to
that industry. The hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr.
Davies) spoke of this Government as flies on the wheel, and
as derelict in their duty. Why, it was a very easy thing for
the late Government to sit down and make a revenue tarif;
they had nothing to do but draw their salaries and make the
tariff. They did it something like this: We import
$ LOO,000,000; one-fifth of $100,000,000 is 20 per cent.; and
that will give us $20,000,000. That is something like
the way they made up the revenue tariff. What
did the present Government do? They went into the
factories in the cities and towns of this country and
shook the workingman by the hand, and asked him
how they could help him-the employer and the
workingman together. After going through this country
and seeing all the industries they could see, they est down
and framed the tariff; and it will be a never-dying honor to
the Finance Minister of this day, long after he has gone to
his rest, that he wor.ked as hard as he did, received the dele-
gations and the number of persons interested in theindustries
of Canada that he did, and after that framed a tariff that
departed f rom the old rut, and that would meet the United
States on thefr own ground. That friction would ensue, that
there would be complaint here and there, was to b. expected,
it was a herculean job to sit down and frame that tariff in
order to foster the industries and to shut out foreign
competition, and at the same time not increase prices
to our people, and earn a revenue. It was the work
of statesmen, the work of mon, not only of great
ideas, but also with the heart, the head, and the hand,
to execute the work they had undertaken. I sat as a
spectator in this House when the fiscal policy came down,
and I never saw such black looks on the faces of hon.
gentlemen opposite as I saw then. They did not believe it
possible that any body of men could frame a tariff that
would meet the position of the United States, and at the
same time not unduly oppress our people. The hon. mem-
ber for Eat York (Eir. Mackenzie), the late leader of the
Government, said : Well, you have kept your promise after
all ; I did not believe you would dare to do it, or could do
it. It was not a perfect tariff. It could not have been a
perfect tariff, for it was then an untried experiment; it was
framed with a view of meeting the United States tariff and
the tariffs of other countries; it was framed to eteer as
closely to the wind as possible, without affecting injuriously
a single interest in Canada, or oppress the people, while at
the same time raising sufficient revenue and encouraging
interprovincial trade. That there were mistakes in it we
all know. No Government is, no laws are, perfect; mistakes
there were ; but we had a Government that were not all
self-sufficient, that were not above listening to -reprosen.
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tations, and the tariff was altered occasionally, so a
to suit, as far as possible, the circumstances of the country
and, on the whole, it was as perfect a tarif as any fourtee
men, occupying the position of a Government, could fram
in the same time. 1 say I believe there is no other Govern
ment that could be formed in Canada who in that time woul
have revolutionised the fiEcal policy as this Governmen
did and have kept its relations intact with other countrie
and created the beneficial results they did. Then cam
the general elections of 1882, and one would hav
thought, on listening to the speech of the hon. member fo
Queen's (Mr. Davies), that there had been no election
since 1878, that we had none on the 20th June, 1882.
recollect, previous to those elections, sitting as a spectato
in this House, hearing the hon. gentlemen opposite, par
ticularly the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) an
the hon. member for West Huron (Sir Riehard Cartwright)
state that, let the people have an opportunity to decide o
this barbarous, wretched policy, and they will scatter
it to the winds ; and as true as the sun rises
said the hon. member for Bothwell, pointing his finge
at the Government, when the people pass upon this tarif;
the Government will be swept away and the Opposition take
their place. Well, the elections of 1882 took place; we had
all these gentlemen and their press and everything they could
circulate about the policy in force during the previous four
years before the people, and what was the result? The
people roturned back to Parliament the men who
inaugurated the National Policy, defeating the hon. member
for West Huron, and the member from Bothwell, who
made that declaration, defeating horse, foot and artillery,
to use an old expression, the Opposition cohorts, all over
Canada, and restoring back to power the men who had
worked out this great question. It i labor lost for
the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies), or any other
gentleman-in the light of facts, in the light of the facts that
the people of Canada, as intelligent a people as there is on
the face of the globe to-day, who have had all these facts
before them and who understand this question, who, having
sent these mon into office, returned them again to power-it
is labor lost for hon. gentlemen opposite in 1885 to take up
the tariff again and go over al the statements they went over
before, making the same speeches they made before, and
declaring again the people only wanted an opportunity to
pass on the tariff and turn this Government out on that
question. The hon. member for Queen's said: Look at the
Maritime Provinces ! He thinks ho can sow a little disunion
down there. But does not every elector who bas passed
upon this tariff understand the question as well as
ho ? Have there not been bye-elections in Cumber-
land, Lunenburg, Cape Breton and York, uiùce 1882,
in which we have beaten our opponents and taken
oonstituency after constituency. In is own county ho
made the speech ho made to-night, but the people did not
believe hin. The moment there is a vacancy the Govern-
ment appeal to the people. Hon, gentlemen opposite send
their orators and their press to meet the Government, and
the Government still wrests from them constituency after
constituency. Why should we be called upon to listen for
bours this Session to arguments that have been refuted over
and over again, and on a question on which the people have
decisivoly passed. le wanted the bon. member for
Pictou to stand up, and he wanted the hon. member
for Sydney to stand up, and say what about this
National Policy. Why, they stood up. It was not long
since the hon. gentleman stood up down at Sydney.
One would think that we never had an election since the
National Policy was introduced. One would think that the
National Policy had no defendors in the country but a band
of-conspirators led by the veteran, the Premier. One would
think that all the people wanted was an opportunity to
drive the Government out of existence on account of

s the National Policy. Is it not a little too bad that we
should, for the sake of appearances, on this side of the

n House, have to get up and answer what had been ably
e answered over and over again throughout the length and
- breadth of Canada. With regard to Picton and Cape
d Breton, let me give the hon. gentleman a comparative state-
t ment of the output of coal under the late régime and
s under the present one. In 1875, the output amounted
e to 706,795 tons; in 1876, it amounted to 631,207 tons; in
e 1877, to 697,065 tons; 1878, to 693,511; in 1879, 688,626.
r Then came in the National Policy and, in 1880-the Natio.
s nal Policy then in full sway-it was 954,659 tons-a leap up
I like that-in 1881, it was 1,035,014 tons; in 1882,1,250,179
r tons; and in 1883 a similar amount. I have not got the
- figure for 1884, but I believe it is about the same. It was

1,300,000 in 1883 and about the same in 1884. That is the
answer in regard to these two places. That output of coal

n means-what ? It means bread and butter to the laboring
r men there, and it means 10 cents a ton royalty on every

ton of coal put to the pit's mouth to the provincial exche-
quer of Nova Scotia. And again, Nova Scotia exported to
the United States, in 1866, 404,252 tons of coal. In 1882,
when the United States had a 75 cents tarif on every ton
of our coal, it exported only 99,302 tons. Where did tho
balance of this vast output, of this increased output, go? It
went to the Uppr Provinces. Interprovincial trade was
encouraged. Ah, but some of them say, there is the hated
coal tax. I will undertake to say this, and I have looked
into the question somewhat, that the tax on flour and the
tax on coal have not raised to us, where we raise a
surplus-to use the declaration of the member for East
York (Mr. Mackenzie), in the drill shed at Halifax-the
price by a farthing. It has not raised the price to the
consumer bore. It has encouraged interprovincial trade; it
has employed workmen; it has made an industry where
there would be idleness and stagnation; it bas distributed
money; it bas given us a carrying power that we had not
before ; it has given us an opportunity of carriage that we
had not before. Coal at Ogdensburg is $6.50 a ton, at Mont-
real but 86-American coal; at Watertown it is $6.50 a ton ;
at Brockville it is only $6.25 a ton-American coal ; at
Toronto it is $6 a ton, at Chicago, $8.50-American coal.
And it is a curions fact that, in Boston, Pennsylvania coal is
lower than it is in Pennsylvania itself. When you come to
consider that the coal industry, these coal mines, are run by
a ring generally of speculators-it is so in the United
States-and they put the price of coal just as far as the
market will bear every time, you will se. that, if this duty
on coal was not in existence, the price would be that much
higher in Toronto, Kingston, and all these other places.
But they said it will not get further than Kingston at any
rate. I am happy to say that Nova Scotia coal is used as far
west as Galt, which I understand is 120 miles west of
Toronto, with our present facilities for carrying ; and when
the short line is constructed, I believe that they will carry it
for about half the present rate. We used to geLt laughed at-
we do not now-when we stood up and said-and I remember
the Finance Minister was laughed at for saying it-that the
consumer did not pay the duty. There was a howl of
derision from the other side. Did you ever hear such a
statement? The able and statesmanlike member for Queen's,
P. E. I. (Mr. Davies) was loudest in the shout of derision.
Wel, ho raises potatoes on hie island. The duty in Boston
is 15 cents per bushel-it was 20 cents. Who paid the
duty-the man who raised the potatoes in Prince Edward
Island or the consumer in Boston ? He knows-he almost
admitted it to-night, for ho asked for reciprocity to help thé
raisers of potatoos, and so forth-that the consumer did
not pay the duty, but that the raiser paid it. When they
got to Boston the price was 75 cents a bushel; a man from
Malden, or some other place outside of Boston, would go in-
to the market and get his 75 cents from the American con-
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sumer; the other man from outside of the United States
took his 55 cents, 20 cents less, and went away. Did the
consumer pay it where there was a surplus? He knows ho
did not, and therefore the statement is correct, that the con-
sumer does not pay the duty in all cases. Who bas to pay
the duty on the coal ? Is it the Toronto or the Kingston
man ? No. The Pennsylvania ring put their coal up to
meet the market, and, if the duty was not there, the
price would be just as high, and the duty is net felt;
I have stated the facto, which are incontrovertible.
Now, that is international trade. He doos not seem.
to understand it; they do not seem to understand it.
These fools, as they call them, as the hon. member for
South Huron called them, on bis entrance into Parliament, in
1879, so chagrined and mortified was ho that the people had
sent into the cold shades of Opposition, after five years of
power, and after deficit after deficit, and after a declaration
by him that he wished ho had an income tax, that he could
not meet the expenses with the revenue he had, after having
stood up, and, ln his bitterness, writbing; in mortification
at the people, after his declaring he wonld be twenty years in
power, because they brought back the old guard and the
old premier to take once more the helm of the ship of state
which had been going on the rocks for five years-call the
people fools-yoi would think they were all fools, to hear
the member for Quaeen's and his friends talk, and yet, the
moment a vacancy occurs, out goes the writ from the Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery down to the place or up to the
place where the vacancy occurred, and comes back, as sure
as the sun rises to-morrow, to use the metaphor of
the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), a Liberal-
Conservative almost every time. And still this debased,
this foolish, this ignorant people, keep on electing a
Liberal Conservative to support a National Policy Govern-
ment. It is useless to talk to these gentlemen. The only
place to get them is before the electorate, and to talk to
them there, and to see the faces of the old farmers,
and to see the faces of the merchants, and to see the
faces of the ship-builders, and to see the faces of
the artisans, and to hear the plaudits they give to the
Liberal-Conservative, and the votes they give afterwards.
That is the only place to answer them. It seems to me time
wasted in answering thom bore. Now, I want to draw
attention for a moment to another statement of the hon.
gentleman. The ship-building interest, he says, look at that;
and he quoted the number of tons there are now ·lesu than
we had when they were in power. Ho knew that the shi
building interest has been in a depressed state al'l the world
over for years, everywhere-in the carrying trade-the iron
ships superseding the wooden vessels for a time-I do
not believe they will for ail time, and our vessels could only
make freight where the owners could afford to insure them
themselves. 'They could not afford to pay Il per cent.
insurance, and send them to sea and make money ; and that
is the reason the ship-building interest Las not been as large.
Did he ever hear of a man named Pope in Prince Edward
Island, one who occupied a distinguished place in the coun-
cils of his country ? Did he hear of his fortune being diE-
sipated to the winds, and two or three ships bing
allowed te rot on the stocks, while the hon. memberl
for East York and his friends held office ? ie
knows that the ship-building interest was depressed,
enough while they were in power, and what did they do to
help it? I was a member of the Local Legislature of Nova
Scotia at the time, and the hon. member for Digby (Kr.
Vail) will remember what a howl of execration went ip
from 'riend and foe against this Government who had placed
upon ship's materials a duty that the ship-building interest
could not bear; .and, Sir, through the strenuous efforts of
the Opposition of that day the duties were reduced and the
ship-building interestwas relieved and saved. Sir, this Gov.
ernment bas put the ship-building interest in a much botter

Mr. WoonwOarT.

position than it was under the late Government. I have the
fact even from Grit sources. I went into a ship-yard not long
ago, and I met a man opposed to me politically in my own
county. I asked him what about shipbuilding ? And he said :
I must confess that your Government has dealt fairer with
us than our own friends did. They have given us a bounty
and a drawback, which has helped us more than the entire
reduction of duties made by our Government while they
were in power. So much for the ship-building interest. Yet
the hon. member pounded his desk and was as voluble ln his
remarks as if he was making a great point in regard to ship-
building. Weil, thon he spoke of the exodus-four times as
many people, he said, had gone away from this country
while we were in power as when they were iu power.
Well, Sir, once-and-a-while we get a little light from
them through crevices-not through a window; a little
light is lot in by hon. members opposite. The hon. member
for West Huron (Mr. Cameron), not very long ago had
a little Bill in this House to provide for the representa-
tion of the North-West. I was delighted to hear him say
that in Assiniboia there are 65,000 people, away up thera
towards the Rockies, and in Alberta there are 40,000-there
ho had 105,000 at once in those two provisional districts. But
while they were in power there was nothing there but the
wolverine, the badger and the bear. There was an Indian
or two, it is truc; we were sending them out blankets, pipes,
a little tobacco and tea, once-and-a.-vhile. But thore was
no white man there. And yet we had a statement from
the hon. gentleman that we never would have had from
him, only he wanted to get his Bill through the House.
iRe wanted us to vote for the Bill, and thon we had a little
light thrown on the subject from a Grit source, and we bad
105,000 people in two territories where there was nct a
soul before while they were in power. Y et the hon.
gentleman who just spoke says, four times more of
our people have gone out of Canada under the present
Government than under the Mackenzie Government.
He* says the regulations of te North-West have
been that harassing that yon have driven them out. He
uttered that with the same voice in which ho uttered all the
rest. Does he not read ? Does ho not know that the people
of St. Vincent and the farmers around Pembina
have been sending their grain to Emersor, Manitoba,
to get botter prices ? And yet this hon. gentleman comes
bore, apparently without a knowledge of these facts, and
declares to this House and the country that the harassing
regulations of the Government in the North-West have
driven the people out of it and into the United States.
Well, Sir, we had a little more light upon the North-West
from the member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie). That
trip that be took to the Rocky Mountains last summer did
this country incalculable good. The old gentleman saw
the North-West for himself. We were ail glad that lie
went up. The leader of the party did not go up. He con-
tented himself in making speeches at Bowmanville and other
places about this wilderness that the Canadian Pacifie road
was running through. But the old leader went out himself,
and although it is very hard to turn a Scotchman, of his years,
from any beaten path he has long trodden, yet ho had the
manliness, and the patriotism, and the courage to say, lu
the face of the large audience in the Opera House at Winni-
peg, that, like the Queen of Sheba, the half was not told
him of the natural wealth of that country and its advantages.
He gave a rebuke to the hon. member for Marquette (Mr.
Watson), who was applauded last winter when he spoke of
the rigor of the climate, how cold it was, and the poor
fellows going forty miles for wood. The hon. member for
Leeds and Grenville (Mr. Ferguson) asked him:
Where did they go 40 miles for wood ? He said to Regina.
And yet he knew at the time that coal was down to 87 V1er
ton at Regina, worth at least two cords of wood, and he was
applauded to the echo because he did not state the fact.
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We had also Sir Richard Temple in the Opera Roase,
Winnipeg, speaking of the advantages of the North-West,
and saying it had a splendid climate, and that the people
of England, Seotland and Ireland would flock there, because
that is just the kind of climate they would like. We had
our own Marquis of Lorne bere, who loved the climatewith
bis sturdy constitution and robust frame, and was sorry to
leave our shores. Yet, Sir, in spite of all this testimony, in
spite of the hon. momber for East York making that state-
ment-which the Opposition are sorry for now, no
doubt-we have these men getting up ia the House
and through their press decrying this country, in
order to throw odium upon the Government. What
more, Sir ? I was told, out in Brandon, by a man
named Smith-and ho told me I might use bis name;
I do not know whether he is John Smith or not, but I will
particularise him a little farther anid say lie is the emigra-
tion agent at that place. He told me that he went to the
United States last summer to see if ho could not get some
omigrants that were going out west to migrate to the
Canadian North-Weat, and he went to the meeting, and the
form of proceedings was sorothing like this: The chairman
would be given a newspaper marked in pencil. Mr.Chairman
(an American) what paper is that ? The Globe newspaper,
Toronto, was the answer. Would you be kind enough to read
the portions. marked in pencil ? And ho did read. Well, Sir,
ho could not get any emigrants after that; lie could not
get one. This was told me by our emigration agent
and he said I might use it whorever I liked. He
said that the Globe was put into the hands of United
States emigration agents, with the articles marked, and
they circulated them in England to stop emigration to
Canada. The United States people carefully preserved
these papers and read them at their meetings; and this
agent said ho could not get a man to gÔ into the North-
West. Thon, Sir, the hon. gentleman says this tariff bas
been damaging to the interests of the people in the Maritime
Provinces. Now, it is a little singular, if this were true,
that every time a constituency is opened in those
Provinces, as I have already said, the people return
a Liberal Conservative. Well, they have got one year that
they think is pretty hard-1884 has been a pretty hard
year-not for Canada only, but all over the world there bas
been a depression of trade in 1884. I was curious to
know how the country stood during the five years
the Government was in power, and how we stood it during
the five years the other Government were in power, and how
the United States stood it, and so I took the failures.
I know there were failures. But you can only argue this
question relatively. It is not claimed that there is an absolute
perfection on the part of any Government, or absolute wretch-
edness on the part of any other, but it is relatively that we
have to judge them. Now, Sir, in the United States from 1875
to 1879, inclusive, the number of failures amounted to 42,840
and the liabilities $915,378,000. Fron 1880 to 1884, inclusive,
the liabilities of bankrupts in the United States amounted to
$647,672,000. In Canada, fron 1875 to 1879, there were 9,103
failures, with liabilities of 8132,436,192 ; or they failed 81 in
Canada while they failed 86 in the United States; or, more
correctly, it was $1 in Canada to only $6.93 in the United
States. While this Government has been in power, from 1879
to 1884, inclusive, Canada las had 5,029 failures, with liabili-
ties amonnting to $57,146,568. The United States, during
that time, had failures amounting te 8647,672,000,
showing that when depression came over the face of the
globe in 1884, the United States people had
failed $11.35, while we had failed $1. What has hld this
country as a bower-anchor would hold a vessel from going
on the shore ? It has been the protective policy which the
Government inaugurated and which it bas so successfaHly
earried out. I ask hon. gentlemen opposhte te answer that
question. They may say the electors are ignorant as to the,

effect of a National Policy, and they will toach them. But
how is it that when this wave of depression swept over the
face of the globe, Canada fails only to the extent, propor-
tionately, of $1, as compared with over $11 in the United
States; and when hon. gentlemen opposite were in power
our failures here stood as $1 to $6.93 in the United States ?
There is some cause for this discrepancy. I say it is the
National Policy which has held our ship of state from going
on the breakers. Let me say a word more in regard to the
United States. The iev. De Witt Talmage, speaking at
at Brooklyn, New York, December last, said:

' To-day there are 1,000,000 people out of work in this country-O
per cent. of the laboring classes with nothing to do but sufrer, and au-
other 20 per cent. to-day on reduced wages.'

If our neighbors have 1,000,000 workmen with nothing
whatever to do, and 20 per cent. more toiling on reduced
wages, we are entitled, with one-tenth of their population,
to have 100,000 persons idle. Have we got them ? Is there
any country on the face of the globe that enjoys more pros-
perity than Canada, relatively speaking, does to.day ? There
is not ono. And yet those hon. gentlemen tell us that this
is a country which our people are leaving to go to the
United Stateswhere there are 1,000,00 people totally unem-
ployed. If they go there, they go thore to starve.
I have followed some of our people who have gone to the
United States; I have seen them in their homes in
New York and Boston, and have asked them how they were
getting along. If theycould pay their butcher's and baker's
bills on Saturday nigbt they considered they were doing
well, and that they were clad very poorly I know as a fact.
laving started out for the States with prospects of success,

having been told that they would get good wages there, and
not thinking how far the wages would go, they are ashamed
to come back to Canada,where they would earn more wages
and work less time. But the hon. member for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton) the other night attem pted, with the
usual fairness which characterises him, to show that Presi-
dent Cleveland had been elocted as supportirg a revenue
taritff. I read from Debates:

'Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Hear, hear.
"Mr. CHARLTON. Yes, it is worth hearing. It is suggestive. It

pointe to a moral that we would do well to heed.
" Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The language Mr. Oleveland used was

just suoh language as would be used on our aide of the louse as to this
policy.

" Mr. CHARLTON. The language he used, the language his pirty
uses, the language his supportera use, is that the tariff of the United
States is an unjust and an oppressive tarif, and that duties should be
levied for revenue purposes only."

Ihappened to b. in the United States during two woks
while the campaign was in progress. I was stopping at
the Hoffman House, which was the headquarters of the
Democratic party. I conversed with some of their leading
mon, and they assured me they were not going to adopt
the plank of a revenue tariff; they were ruuning the
election on difforent issues, with which personal issues
were largely mixed. Mr. Blaine, seeing the tide setting
in in favor of protection, issued bis manifesto; but it was
too late to give him the victory, and many of his supporters
had deserted him on account of bis previons actions. Let
me read from the New York llerald, which supported Mr.
Cleveland, might and main, in order that we may see what
his platform was. This was bis platform:

" In making reductiou in taxes, it is not proposed to injure any domes-
tic induatres, but rather to promote their healthy growth. From the
foundation of this Government, taxes collected at the Oustom house
have been the chief source of Federal revenue. Such they must con-
tinue to be. Moreover, many Industries have come to rely on legisia-
tion for a successful continuance, so that any change of law muest be at
every step regardfui of the labor and capital thas involved. The pro-
cess of refornm muet be subject in the execution to thie plain dictate of
justice. Al taxation shall be lirated to the requirements of economical
government.
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The same hon. gentleman (Mr. Charlton) stated with equal
acuracy that the Government laid 8225,000,000 of debt
upon the neck of Canada, knowing at the time, right weil,
that $106,000,000 was given to the Provinces by relieving
them of their debts, the amount involving no expenditure
whatever. The same hon. gentleman who cheered that
statement cheered the statement which I have read. Cleve-
land, in his platform, says:

"Ail taxation shall be limited to the requirements of economical
goverament."

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. WOODWORTH. That is the reason we are elected.

That is the reason why we support this Government, and if
they didno act we would not support them. I am glad to
hear those expressions; we would have hon. gentlemen
opposite over on this side of the House,but there is not room
for them. Mr. Cleveland's platform is also as follows: -

" The necehsarv reduction in taxation can and must be effected without
depriving American labor of the ability to compote successfnlly with
foreign labor, and withont impoeing lower rates of daty than will b.
ample to cover any increaued cost of production."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear.
Mr. WOODWORIITH. Why are there no expressions of

hear, hear, from hon. gentlemen opposite? It continues :
" Which may exist in consequence of the higher rate of wages prevail-

ing in this country."
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. And his speeches are in the

same way.
Mr. WOO DWORT[I. The New York Berald, after giving

Mr. Cleveland's platform, says :
" It is one of Mr. Blaine's favorite tricks to cover up the real questions

of the canvass. The trick bas been thoroughly exposed by Republican
protectionists of Pennsylvania, who mean to vote against Mr. Blaine,
and who say in their address to fellow Republicans:

" ' With respect to the tariff, we in no way recognise that protection is
at stake in the present canvass, in the sense in which the Republican
managers would have us boliere. Many of the members of this associa-
tion are prononnced protectionists, whose intereste are largely depen-
dent, as they bolieve, on the continued prosperity of the manufactures
fostered by the tariff, and they can recognise no danger to these
interests from the success of the candidate or a party which, in the laut
Session of Congress, only showed in its efforts at tariff revision its own
hopeless division on the subject, and was forced, at Ohicago, to adopt an
expression of pohîcy so nearly akin to that of its rival.'"

And so on. Then I tell the hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) when lie makes statements
like these - statements which are unequivocal and
positive in their character, and the rule is that
a member of Parliament is supposed to state that
which is strictly correct,-when ho made that statement
he made a statement which is inconsistent with the fact,
and he should have known it, as lie reads the American
papers, I believe, almost as mach as the (anadian papers,
Ishall not go into the ridiculous figures lie gave here, with
regard to the progress of manufactories by percentage.
He wants them to increase 100 per cent. continuously. If,
for instance, a factory is started, and there are fifty bands,
thé first year, and the next year there are 100, he thinks
that the next year again there should be 200, and so on,
and in a few years there would be all hands and no factory
-all hands and no place to put them. If we had been a i
parcel of school boys instead of mon, who have lived for 1
many years with eyes and ears open, he would have been
laughed at if he had asked us to solve the problem, in
arithmetic, which lie gave us. Now I do not want to weary
the Houe, but we have to treat these hou. gentlemen like
Alexander treated his foes, as pictured by Dryden, where:

IlTbrice he routed ail his foes,
And thrice he sew the siain.,

We have to kill them over and over again, like the Irish- o
man's snake, which le killed once after breakfast and then
about dinner time, and again just before sun down. They h

Mir. WQoPWOaTr.

tell the same story this year, that they told last, and we will
have it again next Session. No matter what the elections
may declare or what the electorate may say, if we are in
our places next year as I hope we will be every one of us,
we will have the same old speeches, varied a little, perhaps,
by the events of the year, but the sanie skeleton running
through thei all. I remember a story about a physician
who was called to see a boy who was in a comatose condi-
tion. An epidemie of mesles had been in the neighborhood,
and the boy was in that comatose state, sleeping gently,
when the doctor came up and felt his pulse and said to his
mother: " Your boy is dead." The boy woke up and said:

I am not dead, but the mother re lied IYou are dead•
does not the doctor know botter than you ? " The boy
Canada ie not dead; le is only a little sleepy; the measles
have been in the neighborhood, but ho is not dead; lie is
only slightly touched, and no Act of Parliament can prevent
the epidemie from going through the world. I have given
figures to show that while the measles were had over the
inited States, we did not have themr one-fourth as bad here;

I think the child Canada is able to say: I am net dead, but
that I feel the pulse of life through my whole body yet.
[ have answered the hon. gentleman in regard to recipro:ity.
He knew that there was an Act on the Statute Book allow-
ing us to reciprocate with the United States,when they have
shown their willingnems to do so; but he little knows the
people of hie own country. He little knows the people of
Canada, if he thinks we should go untruthfully to the
Americans on our bended knoes, proclaima that we are in
rage and poverty, and tell them that we cannot live with-
out then. We have taken the manly course; we have
earned their respect, and we will have them knocking at
our doors, and when they do we will let them in on fair
ternis. That was what Sir Charles Tupper said over and over
again; that was thé whole tenor of his speech : we met them
before, and w. will meet them again, but it would be folly
for us to go to ther until they are ready to meet us fully.
Now, I think I have answered the hon. member again fully.
it was not necessary that I should rise and answer him, only
that I suppose that some of my constituents and some of the
people outside of this louse would want to know why he was
not answered, and perhaps forget that l had been answere 1
over and over again. And when they come to read the
speeches of the gentlemen I have referred to-the speech
of the hon. Minister of Marine; the splendid speech
of the hou. member who spoke this afternoon ; the Budget
Speech, so exhaustive and fair, so accurate-a speech upon
which we can nail our colors overy time; when they come
to read the speech of the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr.
White) they will not have to read mine. I do not
believe there is a man on this side of the House, sup-
porting the Liberal-Conservative Government of this
country, who, after being beaten at the polls, as they have
been beaten, after being beaten at debate, as they have
been beaten, would rise every Session and repeat the same
speeches over and over again. I believe these Ion. gentle-
men are si generis; they belong to a race of their own ;
thera is nothing like them that I ever heard of. Where is
lIe debating club in which, when one side was beaten, the
same speeches would be made by themr year after year on
the sanie subject and renewed again with the greateit volu-
bility, as if they were new speeches. But we have these
ion, gentlemen doing this to the end of the chapter. Why
could net they, for once in their lives, never mind about
power-never mind about triumphing over their oppononts
emporarily, but take hold ofsubjectsinteresting to the people
of this country. They should know how the pulse of the
country beats -in what direction public opinion is; and why
iave not they enough political sagacity to watch the mistakes

. the Government, when they 'make mistakes,
bnt on the great questions upon which the people
tave pronounced-the Canadian Pacifie Railway aind
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the National Policy-why do not they help to
build up the country - help to build the road and b ring
immigrants here, and show that they are with the country
of the country, and for the country. If they did this they
would get power some day almoet before they knew it.
The Government may make mistakes. We, on this aide, are
not sent here-as was stated by an hon. gentleman oppo-
site, and for which statement he was properly called to,
order-to register the decrees of the Government. We are
sent here by independent constituencies, after carefal can-
vass, after feeling the publie pulse, and having its views
on distinct questions, we come and debate those ques
tions, and live those questions and fight those questions,
and we assist the Government in carrying them ont. But
if we find that the Government are making mistakes on the
great lines in which we were sent here to support them we
have the right to remonstrate and we will do it. But up to
this time what Liberal-Conservative can say, after having
run bis election for the - people, and with the
people, eau say that the Government are not
following ont, and its supporters are not follow-
ing ont, the hnes upon which we •were sent here. The
North-West is the very right arm of this Dominion.
Every hon. member opposite is interested in upholding that
country and populating it; and instead f having their
speeches going over to Europe to show how bad a country
this is, if they would only do as the hon. member for East
York (Mr. Mackenzie) has done, after having seen it; or if
they have not seen it, if they would take his experience and
circulate the truth about the country, we would have
enough immigrants going into Manitoba and the North-
West te pay in ten years for the Canadian Pacifie Railway
twice over-if the people of the old world knew to-day what
they will know in time-if they knew that that country in
the North-West was as fertile a country as there is on the
face of the globe, and that the climate was not too rigorous,
as it is not. I passed two winters there, and I know it is
not too rigorous, and it is especially healthy for persons with
weak langs. That country is one of the most healthy in
the world; you can paso a whole winter there without a
wet foot, and in the s pring the snow goes off quickly, and
ploughing is earlier than in most portions of the older
Provinces. If people only knew that country as it exists
with its great advantages, where they could obtain land on
favorable terms, we should have thousands of settlers where
we now have not hundreds. Ilay it to the Opposition of this
country and to thoir press that the North-West is not filling
up more rapidly with settlers and happy homes. If they
joined us ptstriotically, as the Americans do among thomselves
in order to build up that country, we should have millions
of revenue from it where to-day we have thousands. I ask
hon. members opposite if they should not cry halt, to use
the words of the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies)-if
they should not cry halt in using their press in the way they
do for the purpose of getting power. I do not know but it
would be a good thing to give them power if they would
carry out the policy of this Government, and would stop
complaining. But we have no reason to believe that they
would carry out that policy ; I believe they would not. 1
think we should get back to the old days of depression, of no
hope, of flies on the wheel, of a depressed people and a
depleted Treasury, and a country fast going to rmi and into
the hands of the United States. I thank the House for
listening to me; I did not know I was going to speak until
six o'clock to-night. I had about made up my mind
not to speak. It was not necessary for me to make these
remarks, for the hon. gentleman has been answered again
and again. I suppose there will be other speeches made; and
if so, there is not a man on this side of the House who cannot
answer the beet arguments of their most eloquent speaker
with the facts and figures as they exist. And when the
time comes when we shall have to go back to the people for

71

an endorsement of our conduct, if we have nothing more to
answer thon than we have now, hon. gentlimen opposite
need not lay the flattering unction to their souls that they
will be anywhere but in opposition, with even decimated
numbers.

Mr. KING. I desire to say a few words on this subject
before the debate closes, and I trust that I may be able to
do so without resorting to abuse of those who differ from
me in opinion. I see before me hon members from my own
Province, representing important constituencies, and I have
no doubt, if the remarks I make or the figures I use during
the course of this debate, are not in their opinion correct,
that they will do me the honor to criticise them fairly. I
know, Sir, that I am perhaps subjecting myself, by the
course I intend to take, te the treatmrent which hon. mem-
bers in this House generally recoive at the hands of hon.
gentlemen opposite. When they attempt to tell the truth
with regard te tlieir own Province, or ay portion of this
Dominion, they are told that they are unpatriotic and are
decrying the country. I have very littie regaPd for the
opinion of hon. gentlemen opposite who meet me in this
way. I was surprised at the statements made by the hon.
member for King's, N. B. (Mr. Foster), who 1 see is not
noe in his place, in the course of the speech he delivered
this afternoon. I took down some of the words he uttered
at the close of that speech:

" People in New Brunswick raise more and get more, for their pro,
ducts are worh more than ever they have been at any previous time in
the history of the Province."

I do not propose to say one word in reply to that statement.
I am willing that it should go to the hon. gentleman's con-
stituents and mine, and to the peo ple of New Brunswick
generally, and that they should be the judges whether it is
truc or not. Six years ago I was honored with a seat in this
Parliament. I held views thon similar to those I hold now,
with reference to the trade policy of this Government. I
took occasion, at the first meeting of Parliament, when that
question was under discussion, to give expression to my
views. Six years have elapsed since, a good deal has trans.
pired, and to-night I feel that I am in a botter position to
pass judgment upon that policy than I was at that time. I
might call the attention of the House, if it were necessary,
to the statements which were put forth at that time by the
gentlemen who now administer the affairs of thie country,
who were thon in opposition and were claiming the support
of the people from one end of Canada to the other. I
know, Sir, that in my own Province strong inducements
were held out and loud promises were made. The people of
-that Province were told that they were to become a great
manufacturing people; that they were to manufacture not
only for the Maritime Provinces, but for the whole of Can-
ada, including the North-West-that the Province was to
be, as it were, the Birmingham and the Manchester of this
Dominion. I confeos, Mr. Speaker, that the people of New
Brunswick, notwithstanding that they sent a majority of
gentlemen to this Parliament to oppose thet policy, did,
when it became the law of the land, go to work mauf lly
to try if it were possible to avail themselves of the benefits
which it was promised they were likely to derive from
it. It is true, Sir, that almost immediately the people
set to work to erect cotton manufactories, sugar re-
fineries and 'other industries of a like eharacter, in St. John
and in other places throughout that Province. Considerable
progress was made during the first three years. An
election was sprung upon the people of this country,
and there is no doubt in my mind that the feeling
in the Province of New Brunswick at that time
favored somewhat the National Policy. I am free to
admit, Sir, that the faith of even ofo some Of my sup-
porters was shaken by what they saw going on around them.
There was a boom. There is no doubt but the amount of
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money that was put into circulation at that time by the ne of the freight, and the commercial classes threatened with finan-
erection of these factories assisted very materially in cial min, ai the resuit of the duliness that affects every branch of
helping many of our people; but it is equally true that business."
about the same time an improvement took place in the This was the condition of affaira in St. John city and
lumber industry, which is the staple industry in that county at the time to which I allude, when 9,418 persona
Province. Those two things occurring together promoted were carrying on manufacturing succeesfully. fefore
largely the prosperity of New Brunswick, and I dare say going further, I will road another extract. On the pre-
of the other Provinces by the sea. It is true that at that sentation ofthat address to the Lieutenant-Governor of New
clection a majority of gentlemen w ere elected in New Brunswick, ho, in lis reply, states as follows
Brunswick who favored the policy we are now discussing,
but a change bas taken place since thon, and it is to that n 1860 our manufactures only reached, in value, $1,130,000, but

change I wish to allude more particularly to-night. It isa statement of our
chane Iwishto llue moe prtîclary t-nigt. t ~position in 1870, while our agricultural products had only advanced 25

true that a number of factories exist at present in New per cent., ourfisheries 60 per cent., and lumber 80 par cent., this brandi of
Brunswick; but I think he would be a bDd man who iudustry has increased 160 per cent., and 1 learn, that in tie five years,from 1870 to, 1875, it wau nearly doubled. Lt is marvellous te me, our
would claim that, at present, the large majority of them are progrees has been so rapid as it lis been, that the value of this branch
in any way beneficial to the people of New Brunswick. of industry has increased to $8,000,000."
This policy bas had a six years' trial. The Government Tlat was Dot a bad showing for the Finance Minister in
have taken what appears to me to be a proper step in
dealing with this matter. A couple of gentlemen, Messrs. 1-75. I ih J could pn to] co dition o a
Blackeby and Willis, wero appointed to examine into
the progress and working of the manufacturing industries regret I cannot. I shah now examine the copy of the valu-

of tis omiion and1 hve he epor wheh as aidable document which is placed in our hands. I have gone
of this Dominion, and I have the report which was laid
upon the Table. I purpose calling the attention of the Huse caeul over h st ond ae e b er th e
to some statements contained in it. I propose to present the heading ofdeach sort o industry, thenumbnrtthat wa
condition of affaire of New Brunswick, more especially that p nd te num er to e in th Sane
of St. John city and suburbs, to-day, with the condition of inutry. Thrlett n r the cito t ohn,
affairs that existed there prior to the introduction of the Na- prtofPCrton, the p ast o
tional Policy. I hold that, in all fairness, a year other than 1875. 1884.
1878 should have been selected to institute a comparison. Boot and shoe makers, and operatives
Everybody knows that six months prior to 1878 two-thirds in shoe factory ................. 1,071 383
of the city of St. John was laid in ashes, and it must be Boat builders . ...... 28 22
admitted that, in the case of such a large and devastating Bus, aroetr anfasn, .-
lire as took place thon, a large number of the rnanufacturing cluding shipbuilders and stonecuttera 1,320 743
industries of St. John must have suffered in common Bakere and biscuit makers............160 loi
with others. That was, therefore, not the proper time to Brass founders.....................50 MBlacksmiths ............................ 100 45
choose. I think the comparison was altogether more 3lockmakers ....................... 80 21
favorable than the Government have a right to de Brewers .......................... 2) 8
mand. In 1875 the manufacturers of St. John held what Bookbinders .............................. STailors and clothiers...... ............ 80) 775
is known as the manufacturers' exhibition. A few weeks (onfectioners...... 40 43
prior to that the secretary of the association was Carnage and aleigh makers.........120 69
employed in preparing statisties of the manufac- dage
turing done in the city and county of St. John. Carer. ......... ............... 1
I have not the pamphlet before me, but I have the Coffee and apice........ ............ 13 8
statistics, as taken from a speech in Ransard, and I Cotton operatives..................215 360
now propose te show the condition in which the manufac- Enrea....-...... 15 9
turing industries were, in 1875, as compared with the year File makers. ............. 5 6
1884. I may say also that in making that report the secre- Fibing tackle.............. ... 2 7
tar of that association, understanding better than the gen- Foundrymen .................. 426 318ty Ilarnesamakers......................... 63 33
tleman who is employed to prepare the statistics now before Hatters and furriers................70 39
us, what was properly called a manufacturing industry, did Iron kuce manufacturera..............60 il
not include other than manufacturing industries in his Last manufacturers..................5 5Milliners and dresamakers ............. 750 180
report. That report shows that in the year of 1875 there Marbie worker. 70 17
were, in the city and county of St. John-I leave out Nail and tack manufacturers 272 119
Musquash and St. Martin, outlying parishes-I find that in Organ and piano manufacturera.. 24 9Painters.-.;......................... 100 93
1875, 9,418 hands were engaged in manufacturing indus- Paint manufacturera.................13 4
tries in St. John and suburbis. These include 2,225 men Printers...................150 150
engaged in working in the saw mills. Deducting that Pottentea... .............. 15 38

number we still find 7,193 men employed. It may be said Paten meda-.n..................... 1
that at thut time the country was prosperous;. that there Riggera...................70 37
was no depression in ship-building, or in lumbering; Soapmakers. ..................... 25 21
that money circulated very freely. Well, I have a Shipsmiths ........................ 35 23Saw factories .......... ............. 24 23
recollection of the circumstances myself, but I do not ask Sasi, door and blind manufacturera 210 68
the louse to take my word. I submit an extract from an Sailmakers.......... .. ......... 60 7
address which was presented on the occasion of the opening Springso ae and ..g.-...... . 20 5
of that manufacturing exposition to the then Lieutenant- Tinsmitia and stove manufacturera... 71 85
Governor of the Province, our present Finance Minister, Tranka. .... 20 19

which ends s folows:-Tannera and curriera ... si............ 75 39
which reads as follows:-re...................27 il

"The present is, for many reasons, a fitting time for this demonstra- Watcimahena... 42 47
tion on the part of the manufacturera and mechanics of N w Brunswick,
and this display of the wide scope and great magnitude of the industries 7,193 4,422
they have uilt up and are successfully conducting. Add men working in uaw mill. 2,225 1,693

" When saw mills are idle, in consequence of the stagnation in the
foreiga markets, ahips hardly paying expenses, on account of the low- Total....9,418 6)115

res o i ha tn
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With regard to the cotton operatives, I do not hesitate to
say that, if things had been stated as they actually were,
at the time the report was made, the account would not have
been as favorable as it is ; for one of the factories, I am satis-
flied, was shut down when that report was made, though it
is true that it started up shortly after and is running now.
Furniture manufacture was one of the trades which was to
be specially benefitted by the National Policy, and perhaps
there were no more ardent supporters of that policy than
those who were engaged in that business. I know myself
that one of them went out of his way to assist in defeating
me in my county and came nearly 50 miles from St. John
to attend a demonstration of the Liberal Conservative party,
and to-day his factory is closed. He is still in the furniture
business, but he is selling furniture made in the Province
of Ontario, and has discovered that others know how to make
a slaughter market of St. John as well as the manufacturers
across the line. I may say that I will not vouch for the
number of 750 milliners and dressmakers in 1875. I do not be-
lieve there ever were so many in St. John. I only give the
figures as I have got them. I would call the attention of
hon. gentlemen to the fact that this was not the year
after the St. John fire, when so many persons
were employed in the sash and door factories,
but three years before the St. John fire. I am
surprised that there is not an increase in the number
of trunk manufacturers, because, if anything bas been
helped by the National Policy, it is that industry, for the
exodus from that Province has to my knowledge created a
great demand for trunks. In order to complete the list I
add to the 4,422 shown in Mr. Willis' report, 1,693 persons
employed in the saw mille, making 6,115. Still we have
1,846 bands to account for. It is true that this report
furnishes us with the means of information which we
require to find out where they are. One would naturally
suppose that a considerable number of them would be found
in industries created or fostered by the National Policy.
We find in the blind factories, the rubber-stamp factory,
soap powders, fish curers-I am not aware that fish curing
is a new industry in St. J ohn-cigar factories, hair workers,
the nut and bolt factory-this is put down here as a new
iidustry, though to my own knowledge it was there for
years before the National Policy, though it i, truc
that it is prospering to-day more than it was before
the introduction of that policy-the vinegar factory-
though it does not mention that since the introduction of
the National Policy a larger vinegar factory bas gone out
-the woollen factory-I do not know where it is,
but it is mentioned in the report -and then we have
the increase in the cotton manufactures, making a
total of about 300 bands, leaving 1,500 still lacking.
We find 128 granite workers. I do not think anybody will
contend that the granite workers of St. John owe anything
to the National Policy. I believe their principal market is
found in the United States. I know that a considerable
quantity of granite is sold in Canada, but the largest portion
manufactured in St. John finds a market in the United
States. Therefore, I take it that the National Policy has
nothing to do with that industry, or, at all events, in the
quantity of granite exported to a foreign country. Then we
have twenty-five wharf builders. This is an industry I do
not think, in all fairness, can be characterised as a manufac-
turing industry. Then we have thirty-three brickmakers.
Well, I cannot deny that making bricks might be called
manufacturing; but I do say, in 1874, they were not called
manufacturers in the list prepared at that time. Then we have
ninety-nine lime burners. Nobody ever thought of classing
lime burners with manufacturers. That gives 329. But there
is something more ridiculous still. I believe Mr. Willis has
acted honestly in the matter. IHe is taking everything, large
or small, and so he has included the bai bers. He includes
the butchers, he includes the dentists, he includes the

fiorists, and the laundrymen, and the photographers, and
the buck-saw filers, and the sausage makers, and the tax-
didermists, and the tobacconists, and the umbrellarepairers,
and the chemists, and such like. But there is' still a
deficiency. Mr. Willis is equal to the occasion, and he adds
322 fishermen and some thirty odd ice dealers and ice cutters.
I have looked carefally over the report, and I have noticed
that in several cases Mr. Willis bas pointed out to the manu-
facturers of cotton and the refiners of sugar the dangers of
over-production, and I am only surprised that he did not
point out to the ice cutters of St. John the danger of over-
production also. We have a splendid country to manufac-
ture ice in, and I think the warning applies as well to peoplo
in the ice business as to people in the cotton business. But, if
the gentleman who had charge of this report had still
roquired a few new industries, we have got hatf a dozen skat-
ing rinks in St. John, roller rinks and ice rinks. He might
have gone into the skating industries. I do not know any
new industries botter patronised or better paying, and I am
quite sure he would have found a great many people in
those skating rinks, and ho might, with just as much
propriety, put them down as manufacturers as ho did the
fishermen of St. John. Of course, he knew it was a ridicu-
loue thing to do, but the reason he includes the fishermen is,
because they are engsgod in fishing only a portion of the year
and when they are not engaged in fishing, they are
engaged in some other mechanical operation. Well, I think
that would apply equally well to those patronising the
skating rink; therefore, I think he ought to have given us
the inumber of people in the skating rinks as well as the
number of barbers, butchers, ice cutters, etc. But, Mr.
Speaker, we are not yet done with this wonderfal produc.
tion. Let us see how much the workingmen of St. John
have been benefittod by the operation of this tariff. In
1878, atcording to Mr. Willis' own showing, there were
8,555 hands, including all these I have given you as
employed in the manufacturing industries of St. John; they
received in weekly wages $63,749. To-day, after six years,
trial of the National Policy, how much of an increase do
you think there has beau ? Why, Sir, seven hands, or one
each year. But worse than all; although there is an
increase of seven handsthere is a decrease of 81,769 in weekly
wages. Now, Sir, the workingmen of St. John were told
that they were to get a fair day's pay for a fair day's work,
They were getting it then if they are getting it now.
because they were getting much more then, according to Mr.
Willis himself, than they are getting now. But if we take
the yearly aggregate of wages, we find they are receiving
$99,967 less than they received six years ago. Now, Sir, we
leave St. John, to deal with the Province as a whole. Does it
make a better showing ? I am not sure that it does. On the
face of the report it would appear to. Examined criti-
cally, it does not. I think I will be able to show, before I
get through, that the report, even in that respect, is mislead-
ing. In 1878, according to Mr. Willis, we had 11,975 hands,
receiving $4,680,841. To-day, according to Mr. Willis, we
have 14,036 hands, receiving 85,299,754; or an increase of
2,061 bands, including all the barbers, ice men, butchers,
dentiste, florists and such like; and we have an increase in
wages of $619,113. Well, Sir, this would be a botter show-
ing if it were true; but I am going to show by this self-
same report that it cannot be true. If the hon. gentlemen
who have the report in their possession will turn to page
134, they will find that the National Policy has been pro-
ductive of some benefit to one particular place in New
Brunswick; they will find in the table under the heading,
" New Industries Started Since 1878," the town of Wood-
stock credited with fourteen new industries, giving employ-
ment to 113 hands, ard a yearly aggregate of weekly wages
amounting to $510,010. Wil the hon. gentleman take the
trouble to calculate how much these men are receiving per
head in the town of Woodstock ? I have gone into the
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figures-I may not be right; if I am wrong, I way built by the Government, costing, accordingto returns
hope someone will point it out ; but it would submitted to this House, $40,000,000, making Moncton the
appear that the new hands employed in the new most central and best distributing point in New Brunswick,
industries in the town of Woodstock are receiving, on an it is not much cause for wonder if new industries have
average, according to this statement, $4,513.36 per man. It thrived, for they would have thrived there without the
cannot be said that the National Policy bas done no good in National Policy. But it is true that in the county of York
New Brunswick. But it may be said this is a typographical a very large cottop mill has been erected, and I
error, that it is the fault of the printer or the proof-reader. believe it is nearly ready to commence operations. I do
I think, Sir, I am in a position to deny that. I do not not believe it will become a subject for criticism in this
think it-is the business of the type.setter or the proof-reader House because a stock list was not opened for subscrip-
to correct additions. I find the additions in this table are tions, the establishment is built by one man. It will not
made correctly. If further proof were wanted, you have b surprising if the factory is a success. The well known
only to turn to another place in the same report and you energy and perseverance which the owner has displayed
find the same figures. Therefore, I think I may fairly claim throughout his career is sufficient to ensure the success of
that it is not a typographical error, but that it is-I will not that factory. It is well known that those characteristics
say a wilful misrepresentation, I will not say a deliberate have served him in times past and enabled him to make a
falsification, but I will say it is an unpardonable blunder, success in certain lines of business when other people had
on the part of the gentleman employed, to force a report of utterly failed. I hope ho may have good success in this the
this kind on the Government. This report shows that we same as he has enjoyed beretofore in the other lines of
have some $600,000 more paid in yearly wages to business in which he has been engaged. I might say it is
the number of hands employed than we had in 1818. a little remarkable that hon, gentlemen opposite hold Mr.
It seems to me that this Government report should not be Gibson in much higher estimation now than they di:
allowed to go to the country. It is certainly misleading, formerly, when he submitted a tender for building the dana-
and I hope it i statements will be looked into, and if they dian Pacific Rallway and offered half a million dollars
are found to be incorrect, as I submit I have shown them lo deposit. He did not get the contract, but lie bas since built
be, I trust that at least no more copies will be issued. No this cotton factory. I venture to say to-night that no harder
one has any right to expect such wages as those to which I task could be given to any person than to send him
have referred, and I know of only one new industry in which from Ottawa to St. John for the purpose of
they would be likely to be paid, and that is in a Government interesting capitalists in manufacturing enterprises.
factory for manufacturing statistics such as the present It is certain suéh a mission would fail. The people of
report In six years the natural increase of our population, New Brunswick have had a bitter experience. We have
if the census be correct, would have called for nearly, if not had Parks' cotton factory enlarged, agricultural implement
qulte as large, a number of bands employed in manufactories works, worsted goods, patent leather, lock and brass works,to meet the wants of our people. It would not be unreason- knitting factory, St. Croix cotton factory, and a number of
able to have expected 2,000. We have had some other important industries, which were not fairly started
good times, and if the census returns be correct, we would until they were compelled to succumb. If it were right to
have made a considerable increase without any stimulus characterise any industries in New Brunswick as waning
beiug applied. But we have something to bonsole us. The industries, it would be those industries started under the
Finance linister informed us the other day that the co. National Policy, and not the lumber business. We are told
missioners, not naming Mr. Willis particularly, had not ir the report that shipbuilding has been abandoned in St.
time to visit ali the places in which new manufactures had John. Yet it is remarkable that, according to the report
been started under the National Policy, and therefore he of the commisioner, $500 more weekly wages are paid now
took the liberty of adding 50 per cent. to the number. I am in that business than in 1878. I do not understand how
pretty well acquainted with New Brunswick-I do not that agrees with the statement that the industry is depressed
know much of the county of Gloucester and other northern and is declining. I do not say that it is flourishing; I givo
counties, but I know something of the river counties, and I the figures as I find them in this report. But, Sir, it is said
failed to see, on looking over this report where that gentle- that the hard times have been caused by the depression in
man could have gone to find anything to add. The report the lumbering and sbipbuilding which formerly flourished
says : in St. John and the Province. It is true that at the

"There are in Woodstock, and conducting business, besides the fore- present time the lumber business is depressed in New
going, some 10 milliners and dressmakera, 2 newspaper offices, 3 under- Brunswick, sud I believe elsewhere. Lt would be folly
takers, 4 painters, 5 watchmakers, I edge-tool maker, 2 gold and silve - for me or for any person knowing anything about the
plate i, 1 or 2 bakers, 6 blacksmiths and shoers, several (probably half matter to deny it. But it is not true that in the lasta dozen) carpeters or bui ders and 3 or 4 mabone, whoe weekly a five years, as compared with the five previous years,roll would, ai leaat, run up 10 $Ï650. In the county of Carleton there yera coprdwihtefeprvus ers
are, outside of Woodstock, doing business-54 blacksmiths who do g-n- the lumber industry bas been a waning industry in
eral wora, and muet of tbem horseshoeing, 45 boot and shoemakers, 1 New Brunswick. From 1874 to 1879 New Brunswickbrick maker, 62 builders, 3 maun, 16 carriage or sleigh baitders, 16 exported of the products of the forest 822,319,214 worth;ri anud cardinoe mille, 9 harueusmakers, 16 tanners aud curnioru.

hese several occupations would very probably afford employment to from 187 - to 1884, 825,4 06,04e, or an increase in the exporti
some 360 men and say 60 boys. The wages of the men would sum up of the products of the forest, in those five years, as comparedweekly, at a moderate estimate, $2,500; and the boys migbt, at a low with the previous five years, of $3,086 828. And cominestimate, be expected to earn $120 per week. The totil weeklyearnings .u 1a
of Lae several industrial occupations enumorated would reach 2,620." down todeals, I find that the mcrease has been ou that article

alone, 81,204,468. It has been stated here that the prices
I am satisfied the commissioner never visited all those per- obtained in those five years were not so good as in previous
sons, but most of them were taken from the census returns. years. I deny that; and I say that taking five years,I am not sure, however, but that they may have been from June, 1879, to June, 1884, and the Irice will
there at the time the census was taken, yet were they there j compare favorably with the five years previous. Take
in 18 4. I should not be surprised if there was one place 1 the prices of saw-logs, the raw material, and I have
in New Brunswick that had made some substantial progres no hesitation in saying that I can place saw.logs in
under the National Policy, or during the period which the St. John at an advance of 40 per cent. on the prices
National Policy las been in existence. I refer to Monuton. in 1878, for the reason that freights are lower than
But I might safely say that with the enterprise displayed they were, se that our manufacturers are able to pay better
by that town, with the capital at its command, with a rail- prices than they were heretofore. Still, I do no say that

Mr. KRIo.
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the luner business is not depressed at the presont time,
but the remedy applied is not an efficient one. Sir, we are
having a depression in New Brunswick; we are having
harder times than we had a year or two ago, and that tact
is not entirely due to the depression in the lumber busi-
ness, or the decline in shipbuilding. I shall endeavor to
show, as briefly as possible, what, in my opinion, has contri-
bated to bring about the depression. In the five years, from
1874 to 1879 -and I take those years because they were alla-
ded to by the Finance Minister-the imports of New Bruns-
wick amounted to $36,706,037 ; in the five years, from 1879 to
1884, the importa had dwindled to $30,571,204, or a decline
of $6,134,793; and yet, Sir, the hon. member for Kings (Mr.
Foster) told us that the volume of our trade is rapidly in-
creasing. He took the year 1878 and ho compared it with
1874. He shows that there has been a great increase, but
he took great pains not to compare, or, at all events, he
carefully avoiled comparing, the year 1874 with 1884,
which he should have done if he really wanted to state the
matter fairly. But the comparison which i understood him
to make was an unfair comparison, and one which was
unwortby of him. Well, Sir, in the first period of five years
we paid of duties, including Excise, $7,207,757; but I deduct
from that $100,000 paid on goods imported to supply the
place ot good lost in the St. John fire. I think it has
always been conceded that those duties actually amounted
to that sum; I think that has been stated here on good
authority on the other side of the louse. Deducting that
amount, the balance is $6,807,757, the net amount paid
in the five years. The duties paid in the last five years,
iucluding Excise, amounted to $7,877,173, or an increase,
including Excise, of $1,069,416, and that, Sir,with a decreased
importation to the extent of some six or seven million dol-
lars. That is one cause of the hard times-the increased
taxation imposed on us during the last five years by this
tariff. But thore are other causes. There is the ca)ital
locked up, and the amount of that capital I put as follows-
that is on the capital of factories either lost or unproduc-
tive. There is the St. Croix factory, which I estimate at
8200,000, and which my hon. friend from Charlotte
will correct if I am wrong ; the St. John Cotton Com-
pany, $200,000; Parks & Company, $150000; Moncton
lock works I estimate at $60,000; and other smaller
industries closed down, $90,000. This gives us a
sum of #700,000 of New Brunswick capital, because
I do not include in this the amount of American
capital invested in the St. Croix factory. This is
exclusively capital belonging to or invested by the people
of New Brunswick, and a great deal of it by mon who can
ill-afford te spare it, and I am satisfied that in many cases
if the stock of these enterprises were put on the market it
would not realise 10 cents on the dollar. I propose now
to consider the increased cost of goods we have been com-
pelled te purchase in Ontario and Quebec. I use the word
" compelled," because I believe it is the proper word to use,
and I get my figures on this phase of the subject from a
paper.which was read before the St. John Board of Trade
by a prominent supporter of hon. gentleman opposite, Mr.
C. I. Fairweather, who states in that paper, which has got
a good deal of publicity, having been referred to in the
Address, as well as by the member for Pictou and other
hon. Members in this House-that the Provinces of Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick purchase from Ontario and
Quebec and Manitoba about $12,000,000 annually Our pro.
portion of that, according to population, would be about
$5,000,000. I think I may fairly put down $25,000,000 for the
five years, but I will put it at $20,000,000. It may be said
that we are not paying any more for goods we purchase
in Ontario and Quebec than we would have had te pay under
the tariff which prevailed before theNational Policy. That may
be true to-day, but I am satisfied that for the first one or two,
or three years after the introduction of this policy, we paid

largely in advance of the costs of goods as they could have
been laid down under a revenue tariff, as it existed under
the previous Government. I think I put it at a low figure
when I estimate the increased cost in round numbers, on
goods purchased, exclusive of flour, at 8200,000 a year, or
in five years $1,000,000. Then we have Mr. Fairweather's
estimate for fleur purchased in the Upper Provinces,
amounting to something like 400,000 barrels a year, and we
have the best authority for saying that the cost of that
flour has increased te us under the oporation of the tariff,
by the amount of 10 cents pur barrel. I wilI give you my
authority. la Ifansard, of 1881, at page 1024, the Minister
of Finance is reported as saying:

" I know it is a vexed question, and hon. members on both sides of the
House argue it from different standpoints; but it is clear that the effect
of the tariff has been to increase the price of flour,wheat and other cereale;
and, from the met careful enquiry that eau be made, I have arrived at
this estimate, that flour is increased to the consumer in Oanada 10 cents
per barrel."

Now, I add $200,000 duty on the flour for the same period,
and I get $3,000,000 taken from us in five years under the
operation of this tariff. This, I fancy, will account, in a
large measure, for the depression that exista in New BrunE-
wick to-day, quite as much, perhaps, as the depression in
the shipping or the lumbering industries. I propose to refer
briefly again to this paper of Mr. Fairweather s. We are
told by hon. gentlemen opposite that we have something to
offset this loss of foreign trade in the rapid growth of
interprovincial trade. Well, lot us examine into this for
a moment. Mr. Fairweather has taken considerable
pains te place this matter before the St. John Board of
Trade. It is quite evident that either that gentleman ias erred
in his calculation, or a committee of this House, who were
appointed about two years ago, expressly to enquire into
this matter, were sadly astray; for I find, on referring te
the report of the select committee in the Sessional Papurs
of that year, that we are put down as actually purchasing,
including Newfoundland and Prince Edward Island,
$32,000,000. From that I deduct $1,000,000 for Prince
Edward Island and Newfoundland, which would leave us
$18,000,000, or just 50 pur cent. more than the amount
given by Mr. Fairweather. Weil, what are those exporta,
taking his figures? Fleur, $2,750,000 ; oatmeal, $320,000 ;
oats, $75,000 ; bran, barley and peas, $30,000; canned
meats, $25,000; preserved fruits, $10,000; cheese, $40,000;
butter, $30,000; malt, 860,000; mill feed $35,000; making
a total of agricultural products exported from Ontario
and Quebec te the Provinces of New Brunswick and
Nova Scotia of $3,375,000, coming into direct competi-
tion with the products of our own farmers in their own
markets. I would not object to that if there was any
reciprocity of trade. But let us turn te the other side of the
question, and what do we find ? What are our farmers able
to find a market for in Ontario ? $10,000 worth of wool
is the only export of agriculteral produce to Ontario f-om
the Maritime Provinces. Divide that among the 100,000
farmers in Nova Scotia and NewBrunswick, and it just gives
them 10 cents apiece. Of the remaining 88,625,000 sold us as
Ehown by Mr. Fairweather, over 85 pur cent. is goods manu-
factured from materials produced in the country, and thera-
fore it gives Ontario and Quebec an addition to their market
to that extent. Now, let us for a moment examine the
other side of the qccount, and do we find that New Bruns-
wick and Nova Scotia are as favorably situated. In Mr.
Fairweather's statement we find $1,695,722 worth of sugar
as the export from Nova Scotia and New Brunswick te the
Upper Provinces. Well, Sir. I have taken the trouble te get
posted somewhat on this subject by a gentleman who is con-
sidered in this House a pretty good authority on the sugar

question; sud he tells me that that would represent about
81,000,000 of actual cash expenditure on the part of the
refineries for the raw sugar, and that about $400,000 would

1885.



COMIMONS DEBATES. MARCH 16,
be required to pay the duty, leaving a balance of $295,000
as the amount which would go into the pockets of the people
of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick for handling and refinng
that quantity of sugar. Then we have $750,000 worth of
cotton; but that, though it is a manufacture, is not wholly a
product of the Lower Provinces. Deduct, for the raw
matorial, $100,000, and you have a balance of $350,000 as
the amount derived from the manufacture of that quantity
of cotton. Then we have coal, a Nova Scotia product, valied
at 8766,000; iron from Nova Sceotia, $474,221; and a sum
total of all other articles, 8587,339 ; making, in the way I
have stated, $2,422,560, which, divided byour 800,000 popu-
lation, gives us a market in theUpper Provinces for our own
products, to the extent of $3 a head, against a market in the
Maritime Provinnces for theUpper Provinces to the extent of
of $15 a head. I think it may be fairly said that if there is
an interprovincial trade, it is almost or entirely one-sided. In
saying this, I may, perhaps, be putting an argument in
the months of some hon. gentlemen from the Province
of Ontario, in favor of continuing to impose upon us this
policy. If I do, I cannot help it. But I now propose to
show what this interprovincial trade is worth to New
Brunswick. I am surprised that Mr. Fairweather, a repre-
sentative of the Board of Trade of St. John, did not deal
with the matter from that standpoint, but was so willing to
group Nova Scotia and New Brunswick together. He
must have had a purpose in doing so; for the feeling that
exists between St. John and Halifax is not such as to in-
duce him to deal with the question in that way. Take
sugar, $295,000; cotton, $300,000; cars and car wheels,
$38,000; canned goods, $35,000; wool, $10,000; skates,
tacks, nails,etc., $30,000; fish, $150,000; and leather,884,000;
making a total of 8942,000, furnished partly ty Nova
Scotia and partly by New Brunswick. New Brunswick's
proportion of this, according to population, would
be $400,000. Add to that $53,899 for red granite,
$6,000 for grindstones, and $10,000 for finnan had-
dies, wholly New Brunswick products, or $82,899 for these
three items, which gives $482,899 as our proportion,
or less than half a million dollars sold by New Brunswick
to Ontario and Quebec, while our proportion of the
$ 12,000,000 amounts to over $5,000,000. Now, I think I
have proved conclusively that the lumber industry during
the past five years, whatever it may be in the future, has
not been a waning one; and if it were, the tariff has not
supplied other industries to take its place. I think I have
demonstrated, also, that manufacturing made greater and
more permanent advances under a revenue tariff than under
the National Policy. I think I have satisfied a good many
gentlemen that the report of the factory commission is
valuless and misleading. I have pointed out how taxation
has been increased without giving us corresponding benefits,
I have pointed out that depression does exist ànd that it is
due, in a large measure, to the causes I have stated, and not
to the causes assigned in the report. Before taking my seat,
I would ask the Government to make a sacrifice, in order to
secure for the people ot New Brunswick what they demand.
Theywish to have a reciprocity treaty with the United States
and the countries further south, if possible. As the hon.
member for Queens (Mr. Davies) said, we do not ask the
Govertiment to go down on their knees to our American
neighbors; we simply ask that the Government should
approach, in a business-like manner, a -practical business
people, with whom we are trading continuously. If the
Americans rosent our approach, we will have no further
roason to complain of the Government; but until some fur-
ther attempt be made, you may rest assured, Sir, that the
people of the Maritime Provinces will insist upon something
being done. It is not too much to remind the Government
there is an east as well as a west in this Dominion; it is
not too much to remind them that in Nova Scotia
and New Brunswick we have undeveloped resources quite

Mr. KING.

as great as those in the North-West, and the day may not
be long distant when the Government will discover
that they have a botter heritage in the east than they have
in the west. The day may not be far off when the spell
cast over the people of this country, with regard to the
North-West, will b broken; and I hope, when it is, justice
may be meted out to the older Provinces in the est.

Mr. BURNS moved the adjournment of the debate.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourumOnt of
the Rouse.

Motion agreed to, and the louse adjourned at 12.15 a.m.,
Saturday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 16th March, 1885.

The SPzAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. SPROULE. Before the Orders of the Day are called
I wish to refer to an article which appeared in Friday's
Free Press, under the heading, "Dividing the Spoils." It
states that a number of Conservative members of Parliament
were interested in timber limits in the North-West, and,
amongst others, mentions the name of P. S. Sproule, M. P.,
which, I presume, is intended for mine. Some time ago a
list appeared in the Globe, called the " Black List," in which,
amongst a number of names, I saw mine figuring. I only
rise to say that I nover have had, either directly or indi.
rectly, any interest in timber lands, mining lands, agricul-
tural lands, or any other lands in Manitoba or the North-
West, with the exception of some few village lots which I
bought at private sale and at auction. I have had to do as
many other members of this House, I presume, have doue.
When parties have written to me asking me to put in ap-
plications for timber limits for them, I have, out of courtesy,
done it. And that is how my name appeared in that list.
I may say that seven out of the ton or twelve I have ap-
plied for are Reformers, who happened to live, previously,
in my riding, or who were acquainted with me in some way
or other. I have only applied in their behalf when they
have written to me, and further than that I have had no in-
terest at all.

ENQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to ask the Premier if ho can
give me any information as to the time I am likely to
receive that list of stockholders of the Grand Trunk Rail.
way, which was ordered last Session ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have explained to the
hon. gentleman the unfortunate error by which the return
for last year was not transmitted to the Grand Trunk Com-
pany. I understandhowever, that it, as well as the return
moved for by my hon. friend this year, have been trans-
mitted to the board of the Grand Trunk Railway Company
in England for the purpose of their obeying the command
of my hon. friend and this louse.

Mr. MITCHELL. Would my hon. friend state, if ho can,
at what time it is probable that these returns will come
before the Session closes ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have not the most
distant idea. I am told they will involve the copying of
several volumes.
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CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS

Bill (No. 51) for granting certain powers to the Inter-
national Coal Company (Limited).-(Mr. Desjardins.)

Bill (No. 59) to incorporate the Brantford, Waterloo and
Lake Erie Railway Company.-(Mr. Paterson, Brant.)

DAVIS DIVORCE BILL.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) Koved the second reading of

Bill (No. 84) for the relief of Amanda Esther Davis-
(From the Senate.)

Motion agreed to, on a division, and Bill read the second
time.

SECOND READINGS.
Bill (No. 91) to incorporate the Winnipeg and Prince

Albert Railway Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)
IIOMESTEADS-CANADIAN PACIFIG RAILWAY.
Mr. BLAKE asked, How many homesteads have been

entered within the Canadian Pacific Railway belt up to 31st
December lant, between,-1. The first and second principal
meridians;* 2. The second and third; 3. The third and
fourth; 4. The fourth and fifth.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The first and second
principal meridians, 7,919; the second and third, 3,917; the
third, fourth, nil; fourth and fifth, 23; total 11,889.

INCREASIED SUBSIBY TO NOVA SCOTIA.
Mr. KIRK asked, Has the Government yet decided on

the claims of the Government of Nova Seotia for increased
subsidy ? If so has the Nova Scotia Government been
notified of the decision ? What was the decision ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The matter has been re-
ferred to a sub-committee of the Privy Council, who, I
hope, will reprt in a day or two, and the whole question,
I hope, may settled by the end of the week.

ALLAN LINE-ASSISTED PASSAGES.
Mr. BLAKE (for Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT) asked, .Total

amount paid by Government to the Allan Line from 1st
July, 1878, to lst July, 1883, for assisted passages and for
all other purposes, except sums paid on account of mail ser-
vice.

Mr. POP. I have not the information, but if the hon.
gentleman will put a notice on the paper and move for a
return I will bring it down. I would like him to move for
a return since 1873.

STEAM COMMUNICATION WITH FRANCE.
Mr. AMYOT asked, Whother the Government have made

with any steamship company a contract awarding to such
company the annual subsidy of 850,000 voted by Parliament
for a line of steamers between France and Canada ?
If such contract exists, has Mr. J. X. Perrault, of Montreal,
at present in France, been delegated by the Government to
negotiate with the Government of France with a view to
obtain for such Company a subsidy equivalent to the Cana-
dian subsidy, or some other . pecuniary advantage ?
Is Mr. Perrault accredited to the Canadian Government as
the representative of the Company to which the contract
la been awarded; and has he, in that capacity or otherwise,
been entrusted with any mission whatever to the French
Government or to the High Commissioner in London ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. lst. The Government bas
passed an Order in Council authorising the execution of a
contract with the Halifax Steamship Company. 2nd. The
Goverument bas net delegated Mr. J. X. Perrault, of
Montreal, to the effect mentioned in the question or for any
other purpose. 3rd. The company has not accredited Mr.
Perrault to this Government, and therefore that gentleman
could not be intrusted with any mission in that respect,

. MONTREAL TURNPIKE TRUST.

Mr. AMYOT asked, At whose request, and In virtue of
what authority, order or statute, was the sum of $7,200 paid
and entered to the debit of the Province of Quebec, as on
the " 30th June, 1884, for one year's interest on Montreal
Turnpike Trust Debentures," as it appears on page 4 of part
IV., of the Public Accounts of Canada for the year 1884?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. By the 3rd section of
the award the arbitrators appointed to adjust the debta
and assets of Ontario and Quebec, the Montreal Turn-
pike Trust was declared to be the proporty of Quebec.
By the 4th section of the award the arbitrators adjudgod
that as the sum of $188,000 (ropresenting the Trust)
was secured by debentrres issued upon the credit of the
Trust and guaranteed by the late Province of Canada,
and the Trust had hitherto met the payments upon such
debentures, and the payment thereof had therefore not been
assumed by the Dominion of Canada, nor had the said sum
of $188,000 been charged by the Dominion in the debt of
the late Province of Canada and the said arbitrators had
assigned the Trust as an asset of the Province of Quebec,
that Province should thereafter indemnify, protect and leave
harmless the Dominion and the Province of Ontario against
any charge upon, or payment by the Dominion in respect
of the said debentures or the said guarantee or in respect
in any way of the said Trust. Of this $188,000 of deben-
tures 8120,000 are in the hands of the public and interost
thereon at 6 per cent. 87,200 have for soma years past
been paid half-yearly by the Dominion, the Province of
Quebec having for some time made periodical remittancos
to cover the amounts so paid. The wholo matter is now
being investigated and I trust will soon be closed.

CHINESE COMMISSION.

Mr. BLA.KE asked, At what date, for what term, and at
what rent were premises rented for the use of the Commis-
sion on the Chinese question ? la the Secretary still under
pay? If not, when did his pay cease?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Rooms were rented in the Sonate
until the beginning of the Session, when a room was rented
outside for a few weeks. I have not the price of the rental
at hand. The secretary was under pay until the Commission
closed its labors on the 28th February.

THE BOUNDARY QUESTION.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Has the Government yet decided on
any proposals to be made to Parliament with reference to
the boundary question ? Whon will such proposals be
made?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I thought it right te
communicate first with the Government of Manitoba on the
subject, and I have juast received their answer. I find from
it that they would desire Imperial legislation, so far as they
are concerned. Therefore this matter will be dealt with
without any delay.

SHORT LINE RAILWAY.

Mr. CASEY asked, When will the plans and reports of
the engineers respecting the Short Line be laid on the Table
of the House?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Soon.

STEAM COMMUNICATION WITHI FRANCE.

Mr. AMYOT asked, Have the Government of Canada
taken stops te inform the French Government that they
have already treated with a Transatiantie Steamship Com-
pany botweon France and Canada? Are the Government
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prepared to state what stops the said company have taken
towards thdir undertaking, and how many steamships they
will have at their disposal in the spring ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The Government has asked
the High Commissioner to inform the French authorities
that the subsidy of $50,000 voted by Canada has been
granted to the Halifax Steamship Company, represented in
Europe by Mr. Wood. One of the members of the company
is obliged to commence a fortnightty service next spring.
The Government understand that the company are making
satisfactory arrangements for placing their steamers on at
that time.

PRECAUTIONS AGAINST ASIASTIC CHOLERA.

Mr. AMYOT asked, Whether the Government has taken
or intends to take any and what preventive measures against
the attacks of Asiatic cholera, and other epidemic diseases ?
Has a special system for the inspection of vessels, coming
up the River St. Lawrence been established for this pur-
pose? Will the rags imported for the manufacture of paper
be specially inspected ?

Mr. POPE. A proclamation containing regulations
was issued on the 28th June, 1884, and was sent to quar-
antine officers and Customs officers. The Customs officers
at the several ports where there are no quarantine officers
are the quarantine officers for those places. A proclama-
tion dealing with vessels coming up the St. Lawrence was
issued on the 9th August, 1884, and sent to quarantine offi-
cors and Customs officers. Every vessol coming into the St.
Lawrence to Quebec, excepting steamers, which are examin-
ed at Rimouki, is examined at Grosse Isle. The proclama-
tion of the 9th August deals with rags from infected ports.
They are entirely prohibited now.

NEW BRUNSWICK JUDGES.

Mr. DAVIES asked, Has the attention of the Govern-
ment been called to the fact that the appointment of
judges for the year's circuit in New Brunswick has not
been made in Hilary terrm past as usual ? Has the vacancy
on the bench of the Supreme Court of that Province been
filled up? If not, when will the appointment be made ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The attention of the Gov-
ernment was not called till the other day. The appoint-
ment will be made within a few days.

CANADIAN CONTINGENT FOR THE SOUDAN.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether any offer has been made by
the Government of Canada, or whether any offer has been
made by any individuals through the Government of Canada,
to equip and send a military contingent to the doudan at
the cost of Canada or ofindividual Canadians ? Whether any
ofer of military assistance at the cost of the British Govern-
ment has been made by the Government or by individuals ?
Whether any reply lias been received to any such offers?
And whether the correspondence will be laid on the Table?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No offer has been made
by the Government of Canada to equip and send a military
contingent to the Soudan at the cost of Canada or of indi-
vidual Canadians. It is understood that some offers have
been made by individuals. Some were sent directly
to England, I believe; some were sent to the Governor
General as an Imperial officer; and some came to the
Department of Militia-these were sent to the Governor
General for his information. I am not aware that any offer
of military assistance at the cost of the British Government
has been made by the Government or by individuals,

Mr. AMYOT,

INDIAN SCHOOLS IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. KIRK rose to ask:
(i.) How many Industrial schools for the instruction of Indiau youth

have been established in the Province of Manitoba and the North-West
Territories respectively, under the au hority and by permission of the
Government of Canada, and where are they located ?

(2.) At what places have lands been surveyed and set apart for Indian
schools in 1881, and what quantity at each place ?

(3.) Through whose representations and recommendations art these
schools established from time to time ? Is any request from the Indians
themselves required for the establishment of a school ?

(4 ) What subjecta of instruction are provided for these schools in
regard to industrial pursuits, moral and religious? Are both sexes
included in the general school provisions?

(5.) Are-any of the Indian schools placed under the care or supervision
of any religious body or denomination ? If so, what are the conditions
upon which control is granted, and what is the extent of the denomina-
tional control, and is it to the extent granted, a temporary or permanent
control ? If there are denominational schools, what is the number
belonging to each denomination, where are they located, and what
quantity of land is owned or controlled by each, and what is the number
Jo pupils ?

(6.) When the moral and religious instruction of an Indian school is
placed under the supervision or control of any denomination, does it
give to the denomination the control of the land and buildings of such
school?

(7.)At whose cost are the Indian school buildings erected and furnished
and under whose directions are the text books selected or compiled ? By
whom are they paid for ?

(8.) What standing of attainment is required of teachers in these
schools ? How and from whom do ther receive certificates of qualifica-
tion ? Ts there a system of governmental inspection of these Indian
schools ?

(9.) Are the teachers and trustees or managers of these schools
required to make any periodical returus to the Government of the attend-
ance, general condition, progress and expenditure of each ?

(10.) Have any of the religious denominations obtained lands for
church or school purposes from the Government or from any Indian
reservation by treaty or otherwise ?

(11.) Have any of the religious bodies on their own responsibility
established schools among the Indians, and if they have did they receive
any assistance directly or indirectly by land grants or otherwise for the
support of such schools, from the Government ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the hon. gentle-
man must give notice of that and move in the ordinary
way. It is not a question.

DISTRIBUTION OF THE STATUTES.

Mr. TROW asked, Is it the intention of the Government
to send the statutes of Canada to Coroner. ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, it is not the inten-
tion.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY BELT.

Mr. BLAKE asked, How many acres of their land grant
have been finally accepted and taken over by the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company within the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way belt : 1, between the first and second principal meri-
dians; 2, between the second and third; 3, between the
third and fourth; 4, between the fourth and fifth; 5, in
Sonthern Manitoba outside the railway belt?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am very sorry I cannot
give an answer at present, but I hope td be able to furnisih
the hon. gentleman with' that return in a few days.

ANrIGONISII AND SHERBROOKE-MAIL SER-

VICE.
Mr. McISAAC asked, Is the contract for carrying the

mails between Antigonish and Sherbrooke given ? If so,
to whom, and for what amount? Were tenders asked, if
not, why not?

Mr. CARLING. The contract has been renewed with
Mr. McGrath, the former contractor-; for $1,092, that being
the price at which Mr. McGrath performei the work prior
to 1885.
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CANADIAN PACIFIC ]RAILWAY - CONNECTION
WITII THE ONTARIO SYSTEM.

Mr. MULOCK asked, What is the lowest price per mile
by way of bonus from the Dominion Government at which
any person or corporation offered to construct a railway
connecting the Canadian Pacifie Railway with the Ontario
railway system at or near Gravenhurst?

Mr. POPE. I would ask the hon. gentleman to move
that in the usual way by an address.

ST. JOHN BRIDGE AND RAILWAY EXTENSION CO.

Mr. WELDON asked, What amount has been advanced
by the Government to the St. John Bridge and Railway
Extension Company, on account of work doue by them to
February lst, 1885 ? What is the estimated value of the
work done by the company to that date ?

Mr. POPE. The chief engineer's estimate of 8th Janu-
ary, 1885, was $338,567; the first payment made thereon,
on February lst, 1885, was 8270,800.

IREFUND OF RAILWAY BONUSES TO ONTARIO.

Mr. COOK moved for:

Copy of the memorial presented to the Government by the County
Council of the County of Simcoe, Ontario, praying for a refand of bonuses
ranted by the different municipalities of that county to railways that

have been declared by this Parliament to be works for the general
advantage of Canada, together with copies of all correspondence and
other papers relating thereto.

He said: After Confederation the railway era of the Pro-
vince of Ontario began. The Government of the day
passed an Act by whieh railways were to be granted a cer-
tain amount of money, I think $1,500,000, for their con-
struction in the Province of Ontario. That stimulated
municipalities, who had the power under a general Act to
grant bonuses to roads that were being constructed in their
midst. The people, smarting under the monopolies of the
different railways then in existence, endeavored to relieve
themselves by the construction of rival roads which were
promoted by individuals and bonused by the Provincial
Government and the municipalities. The county of Simcoe
formed no exception to this rule. The Northern Railway,
it is well known, was constructed years ago from Colling-
wood, on the Georgian Bay, to the city of Toronto. That
railway had no competition, and therefore it charged what.
ever rates it saw fit. The people of the county of Simcoe,
desiring to break the monopoly, decided to assist a number
of gentlemen to construct a road from the village of Allau-
dale, near the town of Barrie, to the city of Hamilton, con-
necting there with the Great Western Railway and the water
communication of Lake Ontario. On that occasion
the county of Simce, or the municipalities in the south
riding of it, contributed very largely to the line, their
object being to do away with the monopoly of the Northern
Railway. The county solicitor was called upon by the dif-
ferent municipalities to draw up an agreement between
them and the gentlemen who were to construct the road,
but it appears that the document was so loosely drawn that
a coach and four could have been driven through it. The
Hamilton and North-Western, of which I am now speak-
ing, received from the municipalities altogether in
the way of bonuses $719,000, and it also received Gov-
ernment aid to the extent of $428,852.22. It is not noces-
sary for me to mention the amounts each municipality con-
tributed to the fund, but I have gone through the figures
and can give them in detail if necessary. Well, Sir, as I
said before, owing to the looseness with which the agree-
ment had been drawn, soon as this road was con-
structed, it amalgamated with the Northern Railway, and
the consequenoe was that, instead of weakening the monop.

73

oly, it was intensified and rendered more burdensome.
The result is that last summer the company charged eight
cents a bushel for carrying wheat from the village of Allan-
dale, or the town of Barrie, to the city of Toronto, a dis-
tance of sixty miles, while they carried wheat for two
cents a bushel from the town of Collingwood over the whole
road, some thirty-five miles farther than from the town of
Barrie. You will, therefore, see ut a glance how unfairly the
people of that county are being treated by this great monop-
oly. Well, Sir, then the Midland Railway was constructed,
it was constructed largely by loans from the Government
and from the municipalities through which it runs. The
municipalities gave the Midland Railway $142,500, and the
Government gave them $155,798.14,enabling the company to
build their line. Towards the portion running through the
county of Simcoe the municipalities of that county contri-
buted $46,370.85. But that did not do away with the diffi.
culties the people of that section of the country were laboring
under. Then, Sir, we had the Northern Extension, costing a
large amount of money. This road ran through the county of
Simcoe tapping the district of Muskoka, where the people
of this section got the advantage of it. I must not overlook
the North Simcoo Railway, to which the municipalities
rendered assistance to the amount of 875,000, and the Gov-
emnment gave $46,874.52. Now, Sir, we find in the whole
Province of Ontario, that the amount of money granted in
bonuses by the Provincial Government amounted to
$6,520,240.80, while the municipalities gave $6,385,980.
Municipalities of the Province and the Provincial Govern-
ment have contributed a total amount of 812,806,220.80.
You will see therefore, Mr. Speaker, that a large sum of
money has been expended by Ontario on the construction
of railways from which no doubt benefit has been de-
rived. But those roads have been taken from the Province
by the Dominion Act of 1883, by whicb they were deoclared
to be for the general advantage of Canada. Neither the
Provincial Government nor the municipalities have any
control over these railways-although they put their money
into them-because of the action of the Dominion Govern-
ment which bas taken thom without leave or license. I
may say that the memorial presented to the Government was
from the County Council of the county of Simcoe, amemorial
passed unanimously by that body, which is one of the largest
of the kind in Ontario, about two-thirds of the members
of which are Conservatives. It cannot, therefore, be said
that this is a party question or a party movement. I am
sure, moreover, that there are as zealous Tories in that
Municipal Council as can be found on the other side of the
House. I beg the First Minister's pardon, for I remember
that at the last convention held in Toronto by hie friends
the name of the party was changed ; they are no longer
called Tories or Conservatives, because the Firat Minister
said they were Conservative-Liberals. I remember
during my campaign in 1872 holding a meeting in a
part cf tho country where the people were largely Highland
Scotch. My opponent, Mr. McCarthy, did not happen to
be there, but he sent a Highland Scotchman from
Collingwood, Mr. Dudgeon, at present mayor of that town.
Knowing that the place in question was one of my strong-
holds he commenced very mildly, and after he had spoken
about twenty minutes, one of the electors asked him : On
which side are yo ? what are your politics ? yon have been
speaking twenty minutes and have not indicated what your
politics are ? Well, said the speaker, I belong to the party
which was once called the Tory party ; we then changed our
name to the Conservative party, but we are now called the
party of union and progress. While making that state-
ment an elector rose and said : Thieves like to change their
names. On looking at Webster I find that Tory ie said to
be an Irish word meaning robbers and savages. The party
has changed the name, but the members of it appear not to
have abandoned their predatory instinots. I notice that
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in a speech made by the hon. Premier to a deputation that
waited on him some time ago ho stated:

The words of the Act of 1883, declaring certain roads for the general
advantage of Canada are of no consequence. They are put into every
railway Bill gralited ýÎ the Dominion Parliament in cases where a rail-
way or railways affeeted are considered witbin one Province, in order to
show that the iederal Parliament had a right tu deal with the subject.
The words 'for the general advantage of Canada" are merely a
phrase.'"
That phrase, to my mind, means that the railways taken
from the Government and the municipalities are now in the
hands of the Dominion Government, and there are pre-
cedents by which they can refund the cost of their construc-
tion not only to the Provincial Government but also to the
municipalities. We have a precedent in the refund given
to the town of Pembroke. In 1882 a bonus had been given
by that town to the extent of $75,000, and at the time the
election campaign was going on, the present menaber (Mr.
White) received a telegram from the leader of the
Government saying that the Dominion Government
would reoup the town the amount of that bonus,
which, together with the interest added, say $10,000,
would make the sum of $85,000. We have, therefore, a pre-
codent in Ontario itself. If we go to the Province of Que-
bec we fûnd another preeedent in the case of the North Shore
Railway. I am confident that if an attempt were made to
deprive the Province of Quebec of their railways, as has
been done in the case of Ontario, there is not a Blue in this
House who would not rise with indignation. I call on the
Conservatives or the Liberal-Conservatives or the Conserva-
tive-Liberals, if they preler the last name, to insist on the
Government handing back to the municipalities and the Pro-
vincial Government that which rightly belongs to themn.
There is not, I repeat, a Conservative member from Quebec
who would allow the Government to do anything of this
kind. We bave had instances in which the Quebec Conser-
vatives have shown how they make the Government accede
to their wishes. Not long since yon heard a speech from
the bon. member for Laval (Mr. Ouimet) in which ho stated
that last Session they drove the Government to do certain
things in connection with the Canadian Pacifie
Railway vote. On that occasion, I understand-I was
not present, but I read the report-the Secretary
of State also made statements to the effect that they,
the Quebeo Conservatives, in their .Maison Bleue last Session
in No. 8 had driven the Government into doing that which
they wanted them to do. I call on Conservative members
from Ontario-and I believe there are some honest ones
among them-to stand up for the rights of their Province,
and not allow the Dominion Government to take that which
rightly belongs to the Provincial Government. I consider
this act of the Federal Government a gross breach of faith
to the municipalities and Provinces, and not conducive to
the well being of the autonomy of the Provinces forming
this Confedoration. They should not now hesitate to
pay the small sum of $12,806,000-it is nothing to hon.
gentlemen opposite to pay-when even on a single corpora-
tion coming to them and asking for $30,000,000, they
immediately put their hands into the Treasury and hand in
the money. They should not, therefore, I repeat, hesitate to
pay the small sum of $12,805,000 to the Provincial Govern-
ment and those manicipalities who form part of the Pro-
vmce of Ontario.

Mr. McCALLJM. My hon. friend from Simcoe (Mr.
000k) in discussing this question said that it was not a
political one, but I know very well that when this question
of railway aid came up in another place, in the Province of
Ontario, it as a very strong political question; and as a
iintmber cóning from the Province of Ontario I do not like

the Ülieat which bas been thrown across the floor of this
House that if we do hot help the Province of Ontario in:

mhiitoer , shall not corne baok to this House. As one
Mr, 000K,

who bas the honor of representing a constituency in Ontario,
I desire to do my duty by my county and by my Province,
but at the same time I wish to do my duty by the whole
Dominion, There are over -00 municipalities in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, and out of this number there are 162
which have granted aid to railways, and these hon. gen-
tlemen come here and they wish to tax the balance of the
people of Ontario to enrich them-to enrich the municipali-
ties who gave the aid to the railways and thereby improved
their property. As a representative from the Province of
Ontario I strongly object to that. It is stated that we should
re-imburse the Province because certain grants have been
made on account of railways in the Province of Quebec.
The bon. gentleman forgets to look at the advantage
which the Province of Ontario has gained by the
construction of the Pacifie Railway through large
portions of that Province-the Canada Central, the line
from Gravenhurst to Callander. Will they say that these
roads have not been of great benefit to the Province of
Ontario? They say they do not want to make this a
political question, but it certainly looks very much as if
they did; but at any rate I repeat that when I held a seat
in another place in the Province of Ontario it was made a
political question, and a very extravagant political ques-
tion. I know that in that Legislature every man who sup-
ported the Gnvernment of that day, if ho had a railway to
build, could obtain the help of that Government, and the
Province of Ontario was so much embarrassed that if they
had not the money in the treasury they mortgaged the
Province to the extent of hundreds of thousands of dollars
a year for twenty years, making two millons of dollars
for that purpose, and to-day the Province of Ontario is
borrowing money, or it did last year, because of these grants
to railways. I will not be allowed to refer to a previons
debate, but I may have something more to say when this
question comes up again. I may have something to say
about the city of St. Thomas, which wishes to fasten on
this House the amount which was given by the people of
that city and the county of Elgin in aid of the Canada
Southern Railway to provide them with railway accommo.
dation. I would ask them if they are any worse off now
than they were before ? They say that that road was made
part of the Pacific Railway, but I would point out that that
very fact makes the road of far more service than it was
before, and they would be willing to pay double the bonus
they have paid rather than the road should mot be part of
the Canadian Pacific ]Railway system.

Mr. MILLS. There are some features of this qestion
which the hon. gentleman bas left out of consideration
altogether. The various railway corporations created by
the Local Legislature were under the control of that Logis-
lature and the municipalities created by that Local Logis-
lature had their interests protected bythe Local Le gilature.
Now the hon. gentleman was one of the persons w o voted
to declare these various roads for the general advantage of
Canada. They were taken from under the control of the
Local Legislature and placed under the control of the
Parliament of Canada. The interests which the Local
Legislature had at their creation has been taken away, and
it bas no longer the power to protect provincial interemts as
it had before. Here we have representatives from the
Province of Quebec, the Maritime Provinces, Manitoba and
British Columbia, who are wholly beyond the control of the
people and the Legislature of the Province of Ontario.
The hon. gentleman has changed the right of property. He
bas taken what was a valuable interest that the Province
of Ontario had.

Mr. MeCALLUM. Not at all.
Mr. MILLS. I say ho has. say the Local Legislaturo

has no longer the power to control these corporations which
they created; they have no longer the special power of
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protecting the interests of their Province. The hon. gentle-
man voted to take away those roads from the control of the
Local Logislature and place them under the control of the
Parliament of Canada, and he is bound to compensate the
Province for the interest ho has destroyed. Why, Sir, it is
not many Sessions since the First Minister charged-

Mr. MoCALLUM. The hon. gentleman speaks of pro-
perty being destroyed. I would ask him where is the
destruction ?

Mr. MILLS. The Local Legislature thought they had a
publie interest in these roads, or thiee grants would not
have b3en made. They have aided the institutions they
created, whieh were under their control, which were gov-
erned by provincial policy, and the hon, gentleman has
taken those roads away from their control and plaed them
under the control of another body. What is the difference
between doing this and the cession of territory ? If the
hon. gentleman, if ho had such a power, were to take a
portion of the Province of Ontario and hand it over to the
United States, would not the Province demand some com-
pensation ? Yet ho has eded or taken violent possession
of provincial property all property is the creation of
law, the creature of some legislative body or other-he has
taken this property away which owes its existence to the
Legislature of Ontario, and placed it under the control of
the Government of the Dominion. The Legislature is no
longer capable of protecting those interests for whieh it
paid; it has bec deprived of them without compensation.

Mr. MaOALLUM. Why the hon. gentleman does the
very thing he accuses this Government of doing. By the
Act of 1874, passed by the Mackenzie Administration, when
the hon. gentleman for East York was Prime Minister, it
was declared that the Canada Southern Railway, one of the
very roads which has been brought up in this House, was
for the general advantage of Canada, and now the hon.
member for Elgin the other day claimed that this was done
by the act of this Government.

Mr. MACKENZIE. My hon. friend will remember that
the Canada Southern was placed in that position on account
of its crossing the two boundaries ; that was the sole
reason. The hon. gentleman will look in vain for any
statute passed during my administration of the kind which
has recently been passed in this House.

Mr. 0'BRIEN. As this question will come up again it
is hardly worth while to diseuse it at any length at this
moment. I would simply remark in reply to the hon. mom-
ber for East Simcoe (Mr. Cook) -that the great injury really
done to the county of Simeoe by the amalgamation of the
Hamilton and North-Western REailway with the Northern
Railway, in the road which is now ealled the Northern and
North-Western, was a result which, if the Legislature of
Ontario had chosen to interfere, they might have prevented,
if any legislative power oould have prevented it. It is
absurd to charge that upon tho Dominion Government, for
the thing was done before this legislation at all, and it might
have been prevented by the Provincial Legislature, and not
by any possibility by the Dominion Government.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Could not they have done it?

Mr. O'BRIEN. I say that it was under the control of the
Legislature of Ontario, which might undoubtedy have passed
an 4et as effectually as this Parliament, or any other Govern-
ment, with reference to railways which were wholly under
its control. If anybody had the right to interfere to prevent
the injury it would be the Legislature of the Province of
Ontario, and not the Dominion Governmont. The hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) will have to argue for a
very long time before ho will convince the people of Ontario
that they have been really, in any degree or any respect,
injured by the legislation which took place in this House to

which he refers. I know that the county of Simcoe has
been very largely benefted by the fact that the Northern
Railway has become virtually a portion of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway; because it is now part of a great
through lino by which the whole country will be au lied
with botter railway service in every respect. Rere-
fore, I think that the more theoretical value which ls
attached to this matter by hon. gentlemen who are raiuing
this sectional ory is one which the people at large will not
pay the slightest attention to. The County Counoils, who
have been stirred up for sectional and political purposes, by
hon. gentlemen opposite and by their friends in Ontario,
when they come to reflect seriously on the question, will see
that they have been brought down here on a fool's errand,
to ask things which no Governmnent woild grant them, and
which I think they have no equitable right to ask. I amy
that, because the county of Simoe is deeply interested in this
question; but the hon. member shoula romember that the
principal interest which the county of Simoe kas in this
matter arose long years ago-even before Confederation. To
bring up matters of this kind, and to seoek to make the whole
Dominion answerable, is to ask that which the country will
never assent to. However, as this matter is to come up
again, it L not neeessary to diseuse it now, more thau to say
that bon. gentlemen opposite seom to have no standing
except on sectional issues, and so long as they cannot rise
above sectional issues-

An hon. ME MBER. Sectional issues ?
Mr. O'BRIEN. Yes, it is a sectional issue, bocause it is

an endeavor to raise a prejudice in the Province of Ontario
against the Province of Quebee-so long as they continue
to pursue a sectional policy, so long will they romain as they
are-a holpless, hopeless minority.

Mr. COOK, Ie the hon. gentleman aware that the mem.
orial was passed by the unanimous vote ofthe County Qouncil
of the county of Simcoe ?

Mr. O'BRIEN. What difference does that make?
Mr. COOK. And will he say that all thse- mon were

fools who came here, or that they came on a fool's errand?
Mr. O'BRIEN. I did not say they were fools. I say

that they were sent hore on a fool's errand.
Mr. MULOCK. I rise to correct a remark that fell from

the hon. member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien). Se stated
that the amalgamation of the Hamilton and NorthWestern
and the Northern Railways could have been prevented by
the Legistature of Ontario, and that therefore one might
properly argue that the Logislature of Ontario is respos-
ible for any evil consequencas that flow from that smalga.
mation. The amalgamation in question was consaummated
under the provisions of the Consolidated Railway Act of
the Dominion of Canada.

Mr. FLEXING. The county which I have the honor to
represent is largely interested in the subjeot of this memo.
rial. The council of that county have also adopted a
memorial and forwarded it to the proper autherities some.
what similar in terms to the one forwarded from the
county of Simcoe. The county of Peel bonused the Credit
Valley Railway to the amount of $70,000, the town of
Brampton to the amount of $20,000, and the village of
Streetsville to the amount of $29,000; that smali côunty
and these municipalities together giving $110,000 to that
railway. The township of Albion gave $39,000 add the
township of Caledon 845,000 to the Toronto, Grey and
Bruce Railway. Portions of Albion, Caledon and dfingea-
cousy gave $30,000 to the Hamilton and North.1!estern
Railway. The total sum granted by way of bonus b that
county was $223,000. Now, ali these railways have by the
Act of this Parliament been declared to be for the geheral
interest of Canada, and have passed ont of the control of
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the Local Legielature. Hon. gentlemen opposite say that
the railways are there-that they have not destroyed the
property or taken away any of the rights of the people;
but they have- taken from the people the rights of the
Statute under which these railway bonuses were granted.
The Legislature of -Ontario in its Railway Aid Act pro-
vided :

" The Lieut.-Governor in Council may require any railway company
so aided to enter into an agreement or agreements with any other rail-
way compu.ny or coxnpsaies containing such ternis aud details as the
Lieut.-Governor in Qounl may approve of, in order to secure running
powe-s or rights of user to such company or companies over the line or
portion of lie of railway of the company aided under this Act, or
under former Acts, in the discretion of the Lieut.-Governor in Council,
for the haulage thereover of the cars and traffic of such other company
or companieg upon such terms as, in default of agreement between the
respective companies, may be settled by the Lieut.-Governor incouncul."
The powers of the Local Government under that section have
been taken away, and these powers are now assumed by the
Governor-in-Council of Canada. The Governor in-Council of
Canada is not amenable to the people of Ontario; he does
not answer directly to the people of Ontario. This Govern-
ment answers to the people of Canada, and the municipalities
that have aided the railways have by their memorials and
their deputations urged upon the Government the necessity
of placing these municipalities in the position they were in
before-either giving back the control of the railways, or
giving back the money that the municipalities have ad vanced
for the purpose of securing the construction of these rail.
ways. The Government of Ontario, under the conditions
which I have read, granted aid to these railways. It not
only granted them direct aid, but as the hon. member for
Monck (Mr. McCallum) says, it mortgaged the country for
20 years at the rate of $100,000 a year to aid theserailways,
and the aid is being-paid by the Province of Ontario to the
very railways whieh are now taken out of its control. What
right has this Government to take away the control of these
railways from the Provincial Government which
is still -paying tbem its aid ? The lion member
for Monek seems to think that the people of Ontario have no
rights at all in this matter. He and the lion. gentlemen
who agree with him, seem to think that the giving over to
the people of Canada of the control of these railways and of
this money which has been advanced by the Province and
the municipalities te them, is in the intereat of the people
of Ontario. The people of Ontario fail to see it; the
coutnty conneils of Ontario fail to see it; and although the
hon, member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) says that the.
county couneils were stimulated by the advice of persons
hostile to this Government to make their claim te re-im-
bursement, it is not possible to conceive that any intelligent
man, knowing the intelligence of the members of the eounty
conseils of the Province of Ontario, will say for a moment
that these men came down here not knowing what
they were doing. And the hon. leader of the
Government recognised their intelligence, for he told the
delegation that they could not expect the aid they sought.
He told the delegation also, I believe, from the report of the
interview in the Mfail newspaper, that rather than put the
municipalities in a false position he would advise the liouse
to repeal the Act of 1883, and give baok to the control of
the Provincial Governments these railways and refuse to
charter any local railways in future. I do not think lie has
put that lat resolve into force, because I observe several
Local railway Bills have been passed by this House. Had
the hon. gentleman repealed the Act of 1883 and given back
to the Provinces the control of their railways and refused to
aid local railways, he would have adopted the principle that
was the correct principle from the first. He should never
have interfered with the local railways at all. The moment
this paternal Government assumed control over the affairs
of the municipalities and the provinces, that moment it de-
parted from its true position and sapped the foundations of

Mr. FLEMa.

Confederation. The true basis of Confederation, as I under-
stand it, is that the Provinces are to have complote control
over purely local affairs, and so long as the Provincial Gov-
ernments are allowed to exercise full control within their
own sphere the foundations of Confederation will remain
secure. The hon. member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) says
that this motion is an endeavor to set the Province of Ontario
against the Province of Quebec. It is nothing of the kind. The
hon. gentlemen from Quebec who are supporters of the
Government have my entire sympathy and admiration,
because they stand up true to the interests of their Pro-
vince, and neither in this House or ont of it have I ever
endeavored to cast any stigma on the efforts of members
from the Province of Quebec to obtain what they think to
be their just rights under Confederation. I am not surprised
to see some hon. mombers from Ontario becoming restive
under a motion of this kind. I am not surprised to hear
some hon. gentlemen from Ontario, supporters of the Gov-
ern ment, say that they have no interest in the matter at
ail, nor am 1 surprised that an hon. member should say as
the hon. member for Monck (Mr. McCallum) has just said,
that although he would stand up for the rights of his county
and the rights of the Provinces, yetthe rights of the Domin-
ion are to be taken care of. The rights of the Dominion
are to be served by a conservation of the rights of the Pro-
vinces, and so long as the rights of the Provinces are obser-
ved the interests of the Dominion will be satisfied. Con.
federation came into effect in 1867 upon a purely financial
basis. There were fixed financial arrangemnents among
the different Provinces of the Dominion, and this
Parliament has no riglht, without the consent of
the different Provinces, to alter that contract.
This is nothing more than a side wind ; it is nothing more
than by a side wind attempting to make an alteration in the
financial terms of Confederation itself. But we are told the
Province of Ontario has no right to ask that these moaeys
be returned ; and we are told the Province of Quebec has
this right, because the railway in respect of whieh aid was
granted last Session is one of Dominion interest, that it
has become a part of the great Canadian Pacific Railway,
part of the all-rail route from occan to ocean. To show the
position of affairs I would state that the Canadian Pacific
Railway control the North Shore Railway as far as Montreal,
but beyond Montreal the Canadian Pacifie Railway have no
lines running over the North Shore at all. The railway
froin Montreal to Quebec, to which 86,000 a mile was granted
is not a portion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway at aIl.
Now the Credit Valley Railway is a portion of the Oanadian
Pacifie Railway; the Credit Valley Railway and the Toronto,
Grey and Bruce Railway will always be a portion of the
main line ; for notwithstanding the construction of the
Canadian Pacific Railway on the north shore of Lake
Superior, a large part of the traffic of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway will pass by means of water communication
from Port Arthur to Owen Sound or over the Credit Valley
Railway. There is no doubt that during a large period of the
year this railway will continue to be the main lino of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway for all its traffi, notwithstanding
the construction of the lino is said to be for the benefit of
Ontario. Hon. gentleman say $30,000,000 have been
spent in Ontario for the benefit of Ontario in the construc-
tion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. But the Canadian
Pacifie Railway is an undertaking for purely national pur-
poses; it is not for local pnrposes or for local benefit. The
Canadian Pacifie Railway is a purely national undertaking,
and as a national undertaking the Government of Canada
undertook t a build it from Callander to the Pacifie Ocean.
As an advantage to the Province of Quebec, for the purpose
Of connecting the Province of Quebec with the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, the railway was constructed from -Ren-
frew to Callander. That was for the purpose of connect-
ing the Quebec system of railways with the Çanadiau
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Pacifie Railway in the interests of the people of the Pro
vince of Quebec. As an offset to that, it was agreed by the
Minister of Railways that the people of Ontario had th
right to have communication by means of Government aid
with the Canadian Pacifie Railway between Callander and
Gravenhurst, and the bonus given by this .Parliament foi
the construction of a railway from Gravenhurst to Callander
is an offset for the aid given to the Province of Quebec for
the construction of the railway east of Callander ; and it i
no answer to the demands of the Ontario Government and
the Ontario municipalities to say that this undertaking ran
through a large portion of their territory. If it is an answer
we are entitled to consideration for the construction of the
Intercolonial Railway which was largely built with the
money of the people of Ontario and which runs largely
through the Province of Quebec and the Eastern Provinces.
The hon. member for Monck (Mr. McCallum) says the
Government of Ontario had to borrow money last year for
the purpose of giving the aid to railways voted by that
Legislature. Il the hon. gentleman be true to the interests
of his Province he will sec that the Ontario Government is
reimbursed toa certain extent for its outlay. What is the
condition of the Province of Quebec? They had sold their
railway, their finances were in a condition- that demanded
some assistance from the Government, it was necessary in
order to the carrying out of the Government of Quebec that
in some way further aid should be granted to them, and in
that view this Parliament did grant further aid. Now, if
that is the position in Ontario, too, the hon. member for
Monck will be rocreant to his daty, as a true patriot, as one
thoroughly interested in Ontario, if he does not urge upon
the Government to relieve that Province from the necessity
of b>rrowing money to bonus these railways. But the
right hon. gentleman the leader of the Government, I
understand, told a delegation from the counties of Ontario
that these railways were taken over simply for the purpose
of protecting life and property; that the words " in the
general interest of Canada" were merely a phrase, and it
was simply for the purpose of protecting life and
property at crossings that this Government assumed
the control. Why, if that were the purposo,
then the Act taking over the control is ultra vires,
becausé it is not in the province of this Parliament to take
any work over simply for the purpose of protecting life and
property. The declaration that a work is for the general
interest of Canada must be a substantial declaration and not
a phrase, otherwise the hon. gentleman has been assuming
control of these railways without the right, without having
the pretence of a right, without even the pretence of declar.
ing that.they are for the general advantage of Canada. If
these words, as they are used in that Act, are only a phrase,
thon that phrase has been adopted for the very purpose of
depriving the Province of Ontario of the control of the rail-
ways she has so largely aided. The Province of Ontario
has never knocked at the door of this Parliament for aid.
The Province of Ontario has never asked that the terms of
Confederation either in letter or in spirit should be altered.
The people of that province have been able out of the funds
that belong to themselves to develop the Province to a very
large extent, they have been enabled to spend large sums
of money for the purpose of opening up the new country,
granting aid to railways, establishing local works of interest
to the Province, and they have never asked that in any
way the financial terms of the Confederation should be
altered. They have resisted the alteration of those
terms. The municipalities of the Province ofi
Ontario have not asked aid from this Parliament.
the municipalities of the Province of Ontario, by their
delegations and by their memorials which are now beforel
Parliament, simply ask that, if the funds of the Dominion,
if the moneys to which they contribute the largest propor-
tion, are to be expended in local works and local railways,

and if municipalities and provinces are to be reimbursed for
the construction of local railways, that general principle
being adopted, they too shall be recognised and a portion of
the money contributed by them shall be refunded to them,

Sbecause they have constructed their own local works. If
r this Government bad taken the position in 18l that they

are taking now of interfering with local works, the pro-
vinces would not have granted their money to these local
works, but would have reserved it for other purposes. But the
Province of Ontario having so largely expended its money in
this way, the municipalities of that Province having so nobly
voted money for these local railways, they now find that
after having developed their country, after having spread
over their Province a network of railways such as no other
portion of the world can boat of, they are to ho taxed in
order that other local railways in the Dominion may be
aided. That is why the municipalitiies are before the Gov-
ernment to-day, and, if no other result flows from the depu-
tation, I hope the result indicated by the First Minister
will come about-that the Act of 1883 will be repealed, and
the control of these railways given back to the Provincial
Government, which is amenable and answerable to the
Province whose money has so largely gono into the con-
struction of them.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The particular motion upon
which this debate has arisen illustrates to my mind how
utterly without warrant have been the general statements
made from the Opposition benches and promoted by hon.
gentlemen of the Opposition in the country in relation to
this question. The complaint made by the hon. member
who introduced this mbtion was that, in the county of Sim-
coe,.great injustice had been dore because that county and
the municipalities in that county had give bonuses to the
Hamilton and North-Western Railway, and that thatrailway,
thus constructed and thus aided in order that it might bc.
come an opposition line to the Northern Railway, had been
absorbed by the Northern Railway Company immediately
after its construction, and se the people lost the advantage
which they had expected to gain. There is no doubt that
the hon. gentleman has correctly stated the case. Thore
is no doubt that the Hamilton and North-Western Railway
Company was aided by the municipalities on the distinct
understanding that it was to be an opposition road to the
Northern Railway; that, when the gentlemen went out in
the interest of that railway from Hamilton, principally, if I
do not mistake, friends of the hon. gentlemen opposite, such
mon as Mr. John Stuart and Mr John Proctor,
of Hamilton, they made the most distinct promises that
this was to be an opposition railway, and upon that ground
they got the assistance of thoso municipalities. There were
what purported to bc bonds between the municipalities and
the Hamiltqn and North-Western Railway Company which
it was supposed would ensuro the opposition of that railway
company to the Nurthern for all time; but the extraordinary
thing is that it was found, before the railway was practically
opened-locomotives were running over it, but it was before
it was practically opon for traffic-aai. arrangement was
made by which the late Mr. Cumberland, thon the manager
of the Northern Railway, became the manager of the North-
Western as well, and the two railways practically became
one. That was long before there was any question of declar-
ing in this Parliament that the Hamilton and North-Western
Railway was a road for the general benefit of Canada; but
the curious point is that this was done under a clause in the
Act incorporating the company pasaed by the Provincial
Legislature which gave to the company the power to do the
very thing which they subsequently did. If anyone, there-
fore, was responsible for the powerwhich existed forthe amal-
gamation of these two companies and under which tlhese two
companies became amalgamated, it was the Provincial Logis-
lature of Ontario which failed to protect in any way what-
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ever the municipalities which had granted large and liberal
bonuses for the construction of this railway. Ail the injury
that resulted te the municipalities in consequence of that
amalgamation had resalted te ther long before there was
any question whatever of the Act passed by this Parliament
about which se much is now made. That is net the only
case in which this occurred, I notiMe, for instance, that, in
the petitions presented te the First Minister by that depu.
tation which was here the other day-a very large and influ-
ential deputation, a thoroughly representative deputation of
the different parts oftheProvince o Oatario-one of tha coun-
ties that asked for assistance on the ground that their road
had ceased te b.a purely local road in consoquence of the Act
of this Parliament, was the county of Bruce. It happens that
I personally know as much about the railway history of the
county of Bruce as perhaps any other gentleman in the coun-
try. I had a great deal te do with getting the bonnses for
the Weiling&ton,Grey and Bru se Railway Company, for which
a demand 7or return of bonuses was made, and the remark-
able thing is this, that se far from that being a local road,
the special ground upon which the company made their
appeal to the people of the county was, that it was net a
local road but that it was going te b. leased by the Great
Western Railway of Canada and. would bocome one of the
great thoroughfares of the country, and that in direct oppo-
sition te our opponen ts from the city of Toronto who were in
favor of the Toronto, Grey and Bruce Railway Company, and
who insisted that their railway, being a narrow gauge rail-
way, must be, in tiie very nature of things, a local railway,
and therefore of greater advantage to the locality. We beat
them, Sir. Nowhere in the country where the two rail ways
came into competition at ail, did thp Toronto, Grey and
Bruce succeed in getting bonuses; but on the contrary the
Wellington, Grey and Bruce obtained its bonuses mainly
upon the ground that it was not te be a purely local railway,
but that, falling into the hands of the Great Western Co-
pany, it would be a public railway and practically for the
advantage of Canada, inasmuch as it would formn part of one
of the great thoronghfares of the country. Now because an
Act has been passed here declaring ail railways which are
through lines to be for the advantage of Canada, they ask
that the bonuses may be returned to them. Why, Sir, the
very ground upon which they gave the bonuses in the first
instance was the ground which I have stated. Thon, kr.
Speaker, take the whole Midland system, the Toronto and
Nipissing Railway, the Toronto and Port Perry Railway, the
Victoriaailway, those railways which have since fallen
into the Grand Trank Railway ; after having been in the
first Instance started as local railways, built as local railways,
built undér the idea that they 'were te furnish a competition
with existing lines ofrailways, we find that they were ail
amalgamated or absorbed by the Grand Trank Railway,
under the powers oftwo Acts of Parliament, one passed by
the Local Legislature, which ignored altogether the interests
of the municipalities in connection with the matter, and
practically handed over the whole of them to the Grand
Trunk Railway, and the other by an Act passed in 1878,which
gave te the Grand Trunk Rail way great powers of absorption
andl siagamation cf any other railway thet might wish to be
united with it. Now, Sir, that was what was don. in con-
nection wlth that system of local railways. No one that I
ever head of contended that the municipalities were goinf
te be n'aj*red s far as railway facilities were concerne
althoujh they were, I believe, serionsly injured in connec-
tien Mithe Midlihdystem, seriou4y injured by the Local
Legislature at Toronto under Mr. Mowat's control, which
handed orer thât system cf railways te the Dominion. Now,
Sir, a great deal has been said by the hon. gentleman who
has just -taken his seat, in relation to the Pro-
vince of Qaebec having obtained a large remission of
moneys which they had paid for the building of these rail-
ways - and the compliment has been paid to the members

. Warz (Cardwell).

i from that Province upon the ground that whenever they
want anything for their Province they unite and sueoeed in
getting it. Indeed, Mr. Speaker, one of the gentlemen of
the deputation who addressed the First Minister the other
day in the Railway Committee room, made a statement
thora showing the lack of correct information that prevails
in the country in regard to this matter, saying that the
municipalities in the Province of Quebec had- obtained a
return of the moneys which they had voted as aid te their
railways. As a matter of fact they got nothing of the kind.
The city of ffontreal voted $ 1,000,000, the oity of Quebec
voted $ 1,000,000, and the cityof Three Rivers voted $200,000
to railways which were local railways at the time they
gave the money. One was the North Shore Railway and
the other the Northern Colonisation Railway, both char.
tered by the Province of Quebec as provincial railways.
Afterwards, when it was feit that these roadi were te be
part of a great through system, the companies came of their
own motion to this louse and got amendments te their
charters, and in order to get these amendments th3y had
the railways declared to be for the benefit of Canada,
and from that time they came within the jurisfiction
of the laws passed by the Parliament of Oanada. Did
the people of Montreal, or of Quebec, or of Three Rivers,
or of the county of Ottawa, or of St. Jerome and St.
Therèse, or of any other municipality that voted bonuses
-did any of them ever come to the Government say-
ing : Yon have taken our railway away, you have
declared it to b3 for the advantage of Canada, although it
was a local railway when it was assisted by us, and now we
want our money back ? Net at all, Sir. The city of Montreal
g ave $700,000 of the million; they were relieved from paying
*300,000, not becanse of any action of this Parliament, but
because the lino from Montreal to Quebec was built by a
northern route instead of a river route. The city of Quebec,
by arrangement with the company, also were relieved of
part of their bonus, paying only $700,000 or $800,000 ; the
city cf Three Rivers paid $100,000 instead $200,000 ; but
after these munici pahities had paid their money ne one ever
dreamed that because these railways hAd b en
declared te be for the benefit of Canada they were there-
fore entitled to get their money back; although
when they voted and gave their money these railways were
local railways, chartered by the Legislature of th3 Pro.
vince of Quebec. Even the Province of Quebse has net got
back the money which it spent upon these roads. The
great railway from Quebec te Ottawa cost the Provincial
Government somewhere about 814,000,000 or $15,000,000.
What they got back was this : When the whole policy
with relation to the Ganadian Pacific Railway Company
was changed; when that policy which originally contem-
plated that the Canadian Pacific Railway should start from
Callander and go westward as a groat public work;
other railways desiring to secure the advantage of trafflc
being required to meet the Canadian Pacidc Railway at
Callander, by extending the railway to that point by their
own resources, aided by such provincial and municipal
assistance as they could get-when that policy was changed,
and when the Government of whleh the hon. member for
East York was leader, granted $12,000 a mile for the line
from Renfrew te Callander, he upsetthe whole arrangement
made at that time. Thon, Sir when this Goverctment, two
years ago, gave $12,000 a mile for the railway friom Graven-
hurt te Callander, in order te bring the traffie of the Paciefic
Railway down te Toronto, they altered the conditions alto-
gether. Se that what was asked for in the Province of
Quebec, and what alone was given te the Province of Quebec,
was this. They said: We have, in good faith, under a policy
which contemplated that there should be no assistance from
the public Treasury to any railways reaching the Pacific
Railway at Callander, expended our money in the construe-
tion of this railway, and we are entitled to the same treat-
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ment to the extent at least of $12,000 a mile that the other
parts of the sountry have ottained; and they got $ 12,000 a
mile-not what they bad spent on the railway; because, as
it stands to-day, 1they have actually given more money to
these local railways which have become part of the.
Canadian Pacifie Railway than the Province of Ontario
bhas'given to their local railways. That fact is concealed
when this question is discussed in the country. The
people are told that the Province of Quebec, because the
mnembers from the Province of Quebec have united upon the
subject and made a formal demand upon the Government
in relation to it, have got back from this Govérnment the
money they have spent on theso railways. Sir, they got
nothing of the kind; they got back sim'ply an equivalent
for the amounts granted to railways which finally bocame
part of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and whieh were con-
structed outside the original charter of thaL railway, to
enable the linos to go down to Renfrew on the one ide and
dewn to Gravenhurst on the other. fThen the hon. gentle-
man says that great injury has resulted, that a right has
been taken away from the municipalities by the Act which
declared these railways to be for the advantage of Canada.
In what way las any property been taken ? What did
these inunicipalities give their money for? To get a rail-
way. Now let me illustrate by the Toronto, Grey and
Bruce, which the hon. member for Peel (Mr. Fleming) has
just referred to. That railway, as he knows, was a local
railway; when it was constructed it was a narrow gauge
railway; and as he knows, when it was a narrow gauge
railway, auch as the municipalities had contributed to, it
was so wretched a road that, instead of being an advantage
to the country through which it passed, it was almst-if
one may say that of any railway at all-a disadvantage,
with but little rolling stock, a bad roadway, and the whole
system practically in a condition which indicated ruin and
decay. I remember myself when a deputation came from
Owen Sound to the oity of Montreal for the purpose
of getting the Grand Trunk Railway, if possible, to
take possession of the Toronto, Grey and Bruce, so
as to put it in a condition that would make it
of value to the country through which it passsed.
Will that hon. gentleman pretend to tell me that as regards
the Toronto, Grey and Bruce the country served by that
railway is not infinitely botter off undor the railway as i t
exista at present, with a magnificent service upon that
rond, with the number of trains passing over it, with the
accommodation afforded to the people along the lino, than
it was when the road was a narrow gauge local railway,
to which, in the first instance, in their anxiety to get a
railway at al, the people had consented to contribute.
They have to-day a railway which they never dreamed of
getting when that money was given. It may be, and I am
told it is, with respect to the town of Orangeville, that the
effect of this law, in the opinion of some lawyer-at least
that is the representation made by the municipal council of
that town-is to destroy some agreement in regard to
station accommodation between the Credit Valley and the
Toronto, Grey and Bruce in that town. All I can say is
this: If any such interpretation can possibly be placed on
that Act it is desirable there should be an amending Act,
for the purpose of declaring that nothing in this Act should
interfere in any way with'arrangements entered into between
municipalities and railway companies. But I cannot see
how any such result can follow ; and we kDpw, in
the case of the Hamilton and North-Western-because
we have it from the lips of the hou. gentleman wbo brought
up this motion-that the tgreements which they made of
a similar kind, those particalar .bonds which they entered
into, were found te be so loosely drawn when the time came,.
that, to use the hon. gentieman's own expressive words,
you might drive a coach-and-four through them, and se
practically they were of no value whatever. To say that

injury is done is to say that which-I oannot say hon. gen-
tlemen do not believe it, because they state they do, and by
courtesy we assume they believe it; but I am quite certain
that people outaide, who seriously consider this matter, can-
not for a singlo moment believe. What bas been done by
this Act ? Simply this: that one condition with respect te
contracts should obtain on the railway. For ingtance, a
man puts goods on a railwayat Orangoville, on the Toronto,
Grey and Bruce or the Credit Valley, to be sent to Mon-
treal; the Act provides that the whole line shall b. under
the same jurisdiction, under the same laws and open to the
same arrangements. In cases where a railwîy croues
another railway-and it is only in such cases that thiese rail-
ways have been declared to bo for the advantage of Canada,
inasmruch as the provincial la* cannot possibly control the
Dominion lines, inesmuch as by the constitution it is provided
that the Dominion may, under certain conditions, if the Gov-
ornmont think fit, control provincial lines, we therefore
placed them under the same jurisdiction in regard to matters
connected with crossings, high or low level crossings, no that
they may be placed under one jurisdiction and dealt with
by one competent authority. That is all there is in the
Act-neither more nor less than simply a provision that
those railways which, in their practical operation, are parts
of great through linos, whether they are united by terms of
amalgamation or otherwise, shall be under one common
law, and that a man living near any part of them shall know
that the law which regulates the railway at different parts
of it is precisoly the same. We have made two or three
amendments to the Consolidated Railway Act-one a rather
remarkable one, that in relation to lino foncing. The amend-
ment was brought up by the bon. member for North Ren-
frow (Mr. White) becauso under an old judgment of the
court it was found that where a railway passed through a
farm and did damage to some cattle, there being no fonces,
the court held that the farmer should have given notice to
the railway company in order to get the bonofit of a right of
action against the company. We passed an amendment te
declare that the railway company is bound to keep up the
fonces, and that no such notioe is required ta be givea by a
farmer. We have simply applied that law to provincial as
well as Dominion lines, That is one of the effects of the adop-
tion of this Act. In the Consolidated Railway Act, which we
are improving from year to year, in the direction of afford-
ing better protection to life and property and for the advan-
tage of the people served by such railwayg, improvements
which have been accepted by Ministers at the suggestion of
independent members, with a view to rendering the Act as
perfect as possible, we have simply deoclared that those par-
ticular provisions shall apply to local railways, or what
hitherto have been local railways, as well as to Dminion
railways.

Mr. FLEMING. The Ontario Act conrtains soùeh pro-
visions.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The Ontario Act may or may
not contain such provisions-and we have no control
over provincial legislation-and we had therefore no
uniformn law controling those railways. I venture
to say there is not a farmer living upon the line of
one of those railways which has beon declared to be
for the advantage ot Canada, on one of those lateral
roads taken possession of by a great through truk line, and
worked by it, and in that way affording far greater accomo-
dation and advantage te those localities than they were
having under an independent and necessarily more
impoverished local railway company, who will not realise,
when the matter is fairly discnssed, that the Act
declaring those railways te be for the advantage of Canada
has not destroyed any property in them, as not in the
slightest degree interfered with what the municipalities
wanted when they gave bonuses te the railway; tut that
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the Government have secured for them a very much better
railway, a much more thorough and efRciently equipped
railway, and a botter worked and operated railway than they
could possibly have had so long as the lines were merely
local works. The particular case which has given rise to
this debate, and which occurred before there was any
clause placed in our Consolidated Railway Act declaring
those local railways to be for the advantage of Canada,
proves to us how utterly, I was going to say dishonest, but
how utterly unworthy is the whole agitation attempted
to be raised in Ontario with a view, if possible, of giving
hon. gentlemen opposite, when they are bankrupt in every-
thing else, some local cry to enable them to get hold of
the sympathies of the people, which they have so utterly
lost.

Mr. CASEY. We have evidently made a mistake as
regards some of our ideas with respect to coming Cabinet
changes. We have had the idea that the hon. gentleman
who hasjust taken his seat was the " man on deck," if I may
use a somewhat slang phrase, for the position of Minister of
Finance when the present occupant of that position shall be
promoted to a higher sphere. But now it seems that the
hon. member for Cardwell must be the coming Minister of
Railways. The hon. gentleman who is Acting Minister of
Railways bas been sitting there evidently wearied with the
discussion, with his head on his hand, as if the whole matter
did not concern him but belonged to some other Depart-
meDt, or as if it was a little squabble between Ontario
members-at all event, as if it was a matter of no interest
to the hon. gentleman, while the hon. member for Cardwell
(Mr. White), has made the official defence of the Govern-
ment, althongh hon. members had, of course, expected to
have heard from the Acting Minister of Railways on the
question under discussion.

Mr. POPE. You will, if you give me a chance.
Mr. CASEY. I have been sitting hore in my seat for two

hours waiting for the hon. gentleman to speak. Half a
dozen other members have spoken, but the Acting Minister
of Railways seemed to be asleep, and I therefore felt com-
pelled to do something to awaken him. I, therefore, call on
him to awake, arise, speak on this subject, and not leave
the whole matter to be explained by the pros-
pective Minister of Railways. The prospective Minis.
ter of Railways-there are three or four Ministers
for that departnent-goes off on the old tack,
that the only ground on which we asked to have these
bonuses recouped was the grasping action of the Dominion
in taking control of the local roads. Well, Sir, it must be
repeated, because we have got a little away from it to-day,
that although that is a ground for asking such a
recompense, it is not the only, it is not the first ground
for asking such aid. The special ground for asking this
repayment is, that the Government have instituted a gen.
oral policy of railway aid through the Dominion, not only
to through linos but to local lines; and it will be admitted
by all to be a just and fair principle that when they take
taxes from one part of the country to build roads in other
parts of the country, some consideration should be given to the
people of those localities who have put their hands in their
pockets and built their own local roads. The act of injustice
to which I lave referred, the taking of those roads under the
control of the Dominion Governmont, an act which it has
been hinted is ultra vires and may be found to be so, like
many of the Acts of this Government, aggravates the injus-
tice and intensifies the claim ; but if that Act had
not been passed, still less, if it were now repealed,
would it dstroy the claim held by the municipali-
ties which have assisted these roads. Now, Sir, the lon.
member for Oardwell (Mr. White) las rocited to us a shout
history of a railway campaign in which ho took part on
behalf of the Wellington, Grey and Bruce, I believe that road
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was bonused by parts of some townships forming part of
his present constituency. I believe that parts of Chinga-
cousy and Caledon and Albion together gave $30,000 to the
Wellington, Grey and Bruce, at the instance of the hon.
gentleman and the others who went from the city of Hamil.
ton to carry on the campaign for that road, and to-day he
tells his constituents, those who were urged by himself and
by others to grant a bonus to that road, that they have no
right to be reimbursed.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The hon. gentleman is mis-
taken. No township in my county gave a bonus to the
Wellington, Grey and Bruce.

Mr. CASEY. I. said parts of three townships grouped
together did.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). No; they did not.

Mr. CASEY. I was informed so, but if not it was to the
Toronto, Grey and Bruce. The township of Calodon gave
$45,000; Albion, $38,000; and Chingacousy, $30,000; and
I think those townships are in the hon. gentleman's consti-
tuency. Together, they gave $133,000 to the Toronto,
Grey and Bruce Railway, and the hon. gentleman comes
here and he tells the people of those townships that "lhe was
going to say it was dishonest " to assert that they had any
claim, but he says he cannot say that because he is in the
House. But that is his thought; and it will go to his con-
stituents and to the people along the lino of the Wellington,
Grey and Bruce, who were induced to bonus that road by
his representation, that it is his opinion that it is " almost dis-
honest " to ask that they shall be recouped for these moneys.
He says the municipalities who bonused roads in Quebec do
not complain, because the control of those roads was taken
by the Dominion Government. Why should they com-
plain? Nearly every one of those roads which was thus
assumed was assisted by this Government; Grants
were given to the Gatineau Valley Railway, to the
Lake St. John Railway, and half a dozen others, which I
need not mention now. They received grants when they
were taken under the control of the Dominion Government.
Why should these municipalities grumble when they were
getting money in consideration of the Government taking
over the roads ? It is we in western Ontario who have
paid out our own money for building roads, and who have
had the control of them taken from a Government which
was directly responsible to us, and put in the hands of a
Government which is responsible to all parts of the Dominion
as well as to Ontario; it is we who have reason to grumble.
I can assure the hon. gentleman that the complaint
will not only be found in his own constituency, and
along the line of road for which ho assisted in getting
bonuses, but that it wiil be widespread throughout the
Province of Ontario. We have seldom seon-I think· few
members have often seen-a larger, more respec-
table or more earnest delegation than the one
which met the First Minister and the first Acting Minister
of Railways in the Railway Committee room the other
day on this question; and the very composition of that
delegation and the names of the gentlemen who were its
spokesmen is sufficient to show that it was not a political
demonstration. Who was the first to speak on that
memorial? It was Mayor Smith, of Kingston; is he a
Grit? The next was Mr. Cowan, of Galt; is he an Opposi-
tionist? Ho is the man who has ben exhibited through the
country as the special trophy of the National Policy-the
captive of its bow and spear-the man who was taken away
from the Grits on account of the National Policy. Then we
had Mr. Joseph Gibson, of Ingersoll, who certainly is not an
Oppositionist, who has been a Conservative candidate on
several occasions. I do not think anybody will pretend that
this visit to Ottawa was a political act on the part of those
gentlemen. They came no doubt againist thoir will,
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feeling that probably this was a matter which would
embarrass the Government more or less, that they
would not be welcome to the Government, perhaps, but
because they they felt it to be their duty as reeves
and deputy reeves and delegates, they came down and
risked embarrassment to the Government, and risked
everything to fulfil their duty to their municipalities
and the people. They did their duty nobly and manfully,
and what reception did they meet with ? i do not know
that they might have expected a great deal of taffy from
the Minister of Railways, but I believe they did expect a
courteous reception, a full hearing and a pleasant reply
from the First Minister. But I am afraid they were disap-
pointed in that respect. If the hon. gentleman is correctly
reported in his own newspapers-I was not present
myself when he made his reply-he told them very
bluntly that the thing could not be taken into con-
sideration, that there was no precedent for it, that no
municipality in Quebec had been recouped for bonuses
given to railway companies, and that, on the whole, the
thing was to be pooh-poohed and treated with contempt.
That was the impression to be derived from his remarks.
In fact, one of the members of that delegation, a
leading Conservative, was heard to say, in a public place,
and without any pretence of speaking privatoly, that ho had
been on a large number of delegations and had been
refused many a time, but that heretofore they had
always " been slid out on a greased plank," but that
on this occasion the plank was in such a condition that
he did not enjoy that kind of toboganning at ail. Sir,
the right hon. gentleman and his colleagues will find that
this is a cry which cannot be pooh-poohed. They may
treat leading Conservatives who come to them with this
sort of discourtesy, and give them short answers, but there
are at the back of those gentlemen those who cannot ho
treated in that way. At the back of them are the farmers
of Ontario, who, together, form a body which even the pre-
sent Government, with their tremendous majority, cannot
afford to pooh-pooh, to treat with contempt, or to " slide out
on a rough plank." In that case I think it would be the
Government themselves who will be slid out in that way,
rather than the farmers. The hon. member for Monck (Mr.
McCallu.m) has told us that we in St. Thomas, in particular,
are a very grasping and greedy lot of people; that
we in the county of Elgin, wanted the other
parts of Canada to subscribe Io make us rich. That
does sound to me rich, coming from an hon. member
who represents the neighborhood watered or drained, I do
not know which I should say, by the Welland Canal. To
what extent has the rest of the country subscribed for the
benefit conferred on the constituency of Monck and the rest
of the district through which the Welland Canal passes?
Many millions have been expended on it. We are not
asking to be recouped for the expenditure; but it does
seem to us rich that that hon, gentleman representing that
district should raise such an objection to this claim.
Perbaps ho will say that is a work for the general benefit
of Canada. Well, that is the ground on which aid was
given to it, and for that reason we do not ask to be recouped
for it, although it does confer benefit on the district through
which it runs. But will any one contend that the Napanee
and Tamworth Railway, the Quebec and Lake St. John
Railway, and Gatineau Valley Railway, are works for the
general advantage of Canada in the same way as the
Welland Canal? The hon. member for Muskoka (Mr.
0'Brien) also affected to pooh-pooh this whole affair. He'
thought that delegation had been sent down here on a fool's
errand. He explaiued that ho did not say they were fools,
but were made to look foolish by the errand on which they
were sent. I do not think, Sir, that that was the right
language to use with regard to a body of men delegated-
by their county councils to come on this mission. I believe
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the hon. gentleman, knowing him as I do, had not the
slightest intention to speak discourteously of these mon;
but ho had the intention to speak discourteously of the
errand on which they were sent, and to make the whole
affair look as ridiculous as possible. Probably he will find
that these gentlemen do not think the matter a' ridiculous
or foolish one; and any irritation they niay feel in con-
nection with it may possibly be on account of the reception
they had from the authorities here when they camùe down.
He said his own constituents were satisfied. WeH, his own
constituents are, to some extent, interested in the Graven-
hurst and Callander Railway. They may have reason to
be contented; but there are other municipalities in Canada
which have given bonuses to railways, which have no
Gravenhurst and Callander Railway passing through them,
and which have as much right to the railway aid which is
being scattered about as the constituents of the hon. member
for Maskoka. I think it is hardly fair for those gentlemen
whose counties happen to have received aid under this
general railway policy to oppose the demand of other
municipalities who have not recoived any such aid.
I think, too, that there are in this Hlouse some Conserva-
tive members, representing constituencies through which
bonused railways run, who have not yet been heard from,
and who ought to be heard from before this debate closes. I
believe the constituents of the hon. members for North and
South Essex (Mr. Patterson and Mr. Wigle) have some
interest in this matter, and will require some account from
their representatives when they return home. I believe
the constituents of the hon. member for Kent (Mr. Smyth)
will requiro some account from him, in regard to his action
on this matter, when ho goes home. I have special ground
for my expectation in the latter case, because I see by the
proceedings of the council of the county of Kent that it
was proposed to petition the Government on this matter;
but the majority, who wore good Conservatives, I suppose,
declared that they had perfeh confidence in their member,
that ho would do what ho could, and that they would leave
the matter in his hands, without troub.ling him with a
memorial or asking him officially to act. He will, no
doubt, therefore, show them that ho has done his
utmost to obtain justice for the county of Kent
in that respect. The other gentlemen, who will,
no doubt, be heard in the debate. I need not particu-
larise; but I think every member whose constituants have
bonused railways will feel it his duty to stand up and give
a deliverance on this question. Of course, we hardly
expected the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) to take
the Ontario view of the matter, with regard to recouping
either the Government or the municipalities. But I think
he ought not to have raised the sectional cry, that this was
an attempt to arouse Province against Province. We have
never done anything of the kind, and justice has been done
to us in this respect by the French Canadian newspapers.
It will be remembered that when this question was up last
Session our contention was, if yon give Quebec what she
claims to be just you should do for Ontario as yo have
done for Quebec. We did not say, you are swindling
Ontario for the benefit of Quebec. We said, if this be the
established policy of the country, you must do justice atl
around. The deputation were told the other day by the two
Ministers who met them that ne municipalities in Ontario
had ever been recouped for bonuses. Now, we have a pre-
codent, and I am thankful to the hon. member for Peel (Mr.
Fleming) for having called it to mind. One Ontario muni-
cipality at least was recouped, and at a time when the
recouping was likely to have the best effect, namely, on the
ove of an election. Perhaps before the next election we
shall hear of more of such recouping. Perbape it will b.
necessary, in order to secure the reelection of some hon.
members to this House, and I throw out this hint to them,
that to have bonuses recouped to them, as the bonus Was
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granted to the municipality of Pembroke. If I wanted to,
make political capital I would not make this suggestion, but
I hope they will carry it out, and so have justice done to
Ontario.

Mr. WALLACE (York). I have listened attentively to
the remarks of the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey),
and to those of the preceding speakers on both sides of the
House, and I have failed to hear of one injury which has
been inflicted on any municipality or any railway by the
Dominion Government declaring these unes to be for the
general advantage of Canada; but I can see many benefits
which have resulted from the policy of the Government in
so doing. I will give one instance. In the West Ridin of
York, which adjoins the city of Toronto, there are four
lines of railway crossing two important streets. For a long
time they created great difficulty, and it was felt that a
sub-way or overhead bridge should be constructed at that
point. Well, we called on the Ministry for several years in
the endeavor to have this matter remedied. But two of the
lines, the Credit Valley and the Toronto, Grey and Bruce,
were under the control of the Local Legislature, while the
two others, the Grand Trunk and the Northern,were under the
control of the Dominion Parliament. It was felt that one
sub-way should be made to answer for the whole four lines.
Until the Dominion Government assumed all these lines,
and declared them to be for the general advantage of Canada,
we were helpless, and the lives of people were endangered
at that point; but as soon as that policy was adopted we
had no difficulty. The Dominion Government at once made
an order, by which the companies controlling those four
lines built a sub-way, which has been found an enormous
benefit to the citizens of Toronto and all who travel at that
point. The hon. member for Peel (Mr. Fleming) has told
us what a great injury has been done to the town of Bramp-
ton, which gave $20,000 to the Credit Valley Railway, the
control of which was taken away from the Local Govern-
ment and hauded over to the Dominion Government.
In my opinion, Orangeville never made a better investment
than when they gave $20,000 towards the construction of
the Credit Valley Railway. They gave that $20,000 bonus
in order to have a competing line; they have that com-
peting line and a more advantageous market to-day than
lias any other town in that part of the country, outside of
Toronto. Their 820,000 is being returned to them many
times over, and that is principally due to the fact, not that
they have the Credit Valley only, but that it became part
of the Canadian Pacific Railway, by which means they
have connections eastward and westward, and have thus
facilities for shipping grain eastward to Montreal or west-
ward to Chicago. We have been told what the Province of
Quebec received bonuses, last year, and that therefore the
Province of Ontario should receive bonuses also. If we
received our money back, if the municipalities in Ontario
were returned the bonuses they gave, what argument could
be used in that case which would not apply to all the other
Provinces? Why would not every municipality in every
Province of the Dominion be entitled to receive back any
bonus it may have granted to railways ? Why even stop
there ? Why not return all the bonuses given by the different
Local Parliaments of theDominion ? Because, if the argument
is- correct, that you must hand back the moneys voted by
the municipalities, you must also return the moneys voted
by the Legislatures. What is the amount we would have
to pay back, and would it be a fair tax upon the people ? I
say it would be a most unjust tax upon the people. We
were told the other day, and have again been told to-day,
by hon. gentlemen opposite, that any member of this side
who would dare to vote against this motion would not dare
to go back to his constituents. I will dare to give my vote
against it, I will have great pleasure in giving my vote
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against it; and I will have still more pleasure in going back
to my constituents and justifying to them my vote. But I
have not found out that hon. gentlemen opposite have bad
the courage to move a resolution. All that they do is to ask
for the papers, correspondence and memorials, but they
have not yet formulated a resolution. They are trying to
make a little capital in some localities, but they will fid
their course to be a boomerang that will hurt moet, on the
rebound, the men who hurled it.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I wish to correct a statement or two
made by the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White), with
regard to the history of the Toronto, Grey and Bruce Rail.
way. He said that at the time this Act was passed the
Toronto, Grey and Bruce was a narrow-gauge railway, and
when the Canadian Pacific Railway was leased and became,
virtually, owners of that line, it was converted into a wide
gauge road.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I made no such statement. I
said that when the bonuses were voted by the municipalities
it was a narrow gauge railway, but that it was changed
before the Canadian Pacific Railway got it.

Mr. McMULLEN. Then it was a broad gauge road in
full operation at the time the Canadian Pacific Railway
became the owners of it. With regard to the unfortunate
position in which the town of Orangeville stands, and that
portion of the county which the hon. gentleman has the
honor to represent, L wish to call the attention of the House
to a few facts. The town of Orangeville contributed money
towards the construction of the Credit Valley Railway for
the purpose of securing competing roads. The Credi t
Valley Railway Company built their line in accordance
with the terms of the agreement, one of which was that
they were under no circumstances to amalgamate or enter
into running powers with any other line without the consent
of the corporation and of the Ontario Government. The
Ontario Government was to be called on before any agree-
ment that might be contemplated could be concluded ;
consequently, the Credit Valley Railway Company had not
the power to enter into any running arrangements with
the Ontario and Quebec Railway Company or the
Canadian Pacifie Railway without the consent of
the Ontario Government. But by the Act of this
louse the Government doclared the Credit Valley line

to be one for the general interest of Canada. The company
took advantage of the change in its position and entered
into a permanent agreement with the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way, thus bringing both lines under the one control;
and the result was, the people of Orangeville were deprived
of the competition they anticipated when they gave a bonus
towards the construction of the Credit Valley road. I was
rather struck with the remarks of the hon. member for
York (Mr. Wallace). He said that he did not know of any
instance of injustice along the line of that road, but let any
man who has any doubt with regard to the feeling of that
particular section, in and around the town of Orangeville,
make enquiries, and he will find that a very strong feeling
of opposition exists against the continuation of matters as
they now stand. It matters not what action the Govern-
ment or the House may take with regard to putting these
roads in the position they occupied before the Govern-
ment amsumed control, they cannot possibly be placed
in the position in which the people would obtain
all the advantages that they would be now enjoying,
had the Government not interfered; because to-day the
contract between the two companies is signed and sealed,
the two roads are, beyond doubt, one, and I cannot sec by
what action the Government or this House can undo that
arrangement. The people of that section have an undoubted
claim for compensation. Of course it is said not a mile of
road has been taken from them. The hon. member for
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Cardwell (Bfr. White) says they have been deprived of none
of the privileges they anticipated enjoying through the
construction of this road; ho says they gave their money
for the purpose of securing railway accommodation,
and they have got the railway accommodation they
desired. That may be very well in a sense, but
I contend that there is another side to the story. Sup-
pose the hon. member f6r Cardwell arranged to build a
commodious dwelling house for himseli, and after it was
erected another gentleman were to stop in and say: I will
occupy it along with you; it is plenty large enough
for you and me; I will not take away a stone of the
building or deprive you of any accommodation you
would otherwise -enjoy; I am willing you should
have all the advantages you anticipated from the
erection of the House, but I am going to enjoy
possession with you. I rather fancy the hon. gentleman
would say: If you wish to enjoy the advantages you must
contribute towards the cost." I say that this Government,
by thoir acts, have virtually declared the Toronto, Grey and
Bruce to be a road for the general advantages of Canada,
and the townships which bonused the road are perfectly
entitled to be recouped their monoy; I hold that the muni-
cipalities along the route of that line have a special claim
for compensation, because the line is virtually a link of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway. You leave Toronto, go to Owen
Sound, take the steamer to Port Arthur and proceed on
your journey over the Canadian Pacific Railway. It would
be, therefore, impossible for the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
without this line, to carry on the extensive trade now
carried on by them in supplies and in many other ways.
The county of Dufferin granted towards the construction of
the Toronto, Grey and Bruce somothing like $211,0U0.
But, we find that, after giving this money and getting these
road for themselves, in the first place one railway and after-
wards another, the Act of the Government places them in
such a position that they are completely robbed of the
advantages they anticipated from compoting roads. To-day
these people are paying from the town of Orangeville in
excess of the amount paid from thirty niles west of that.
I ask if they have not the right to complain of that state of
things ? I say they have, and that they have a right to
some compensation from the Government and the people of
this country. J hope this will not be made a party ques-
tion. I do not desire to see it made a party question. I was
surprised to hoar it stated by an hon. gentleman opposite
that it had been got up by members on this side of the House
for party purposes. Nine-tenths of the men who came
and represented that constituency were Conservatives.
In one township, where they have an entire Con-
servative council, they moved in the matter themselves.
They have strong views, and I am satisfied they feel sincere
and think they have a right to be heard and to have some
recoupment of the money they have advanced. It is very
well to talk about their not being deprived of the advan-
tages they anticipated. I know that the statement that
they have not the railway accommodation taken from them
appears to have considerable force, but when you pry into the
matter there is not so mnch in it. You may say that before
Confederation these buildings stood here in the Province
of Ontario% The Confederacy has not taken away any-
thing from the Province, and the p9ople in the Maritime
Provinces might say: We shall not allow you anything for
these buildings; you are going to enjoy them, and we are
going to enjoy them along with you. Was that the answer
the Maritime Provinces gave? No; they contributed their
share towards the expense connected with these buildings,
and they have a perfect right to all the benefits, comforts
and privileges connected with them.

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

After Recess.
Mr. Mc MULLE T. The hon. member for Cardwell (M[r.

White) stated that ho did not think those townships would
undo what had been done if they had the opportunity. If
ho enquired carefully into the feelings of the people in the
immediate vicinity of Orangeville, or of that section wbich
ho has the honor to represent, ho would form a different
opinion, and would come to the conclusion that they are
honestly sincere in the approach they have made to the
Government and are making to this flouse in the matter of
these bonuses. I do not know that every other section of
the Dominion can present as strong a case as the county of
Dufferin can present. I do not know of any other place,
even in the Province of Ontario, that has dropped into the
same unfortunate position that that section has dropped
into, in consequence of the Government declaring these
roads to be for the general advantage of Canada. If those
two roads had remained independent, and they had got the
benefits of competition that they thon enjoyed, I do not
know that they would have very much to complain of,
f urther than this, that they undoubtedly feel that, since the
roads have been used so extensively in the interest of
the entire Dominion, since they are now being
used by the Canada Pacifie as one of its main connecting
linos from east to west, some reasonable justice should be
done to them by the Dominion contributing to the service
they are undoubtedly reaping by the construction of these
roads somo years ago. If they had not been built somo
other road would have had to be built, and these people
foel very seriously the responsibilities they have under-
taken in regard to this matter. There has been something
said with regard to the petitions which have been pre-
sented. I might be permitted to read one clause of the
petition presented to the House by the hon. member for
Centre Wellington (Mr. Orton)-and I am sorry ho is not
in his place-to show the feeling of these people in regard
to this matter. I do not think that any gentleman whio had
the privilege of talking to those mon who appeared here
would come to the conclusion that it was a political move-
ment on the part of those delegates or on the part of anyone
residing in the county. I am satisfied that they feel
honestly and anxiouly sincere in this matter and have no
desire to harrass or annoy or bother the Government. They
feel they have a claim and they are anxious that it should
be considered. This is the paragraph of the petition:

I Your petitioner would call your attention to the changed circui-
stances of the above mentioned rairoads, as also of the country, sinoe
the above grants were made. The roads were chartered and aided as
local roads, to serve local purposes, and so long as they continued
amenable to the provincial legislation, and maintained violate ali
agreements entered into with municipalities, your petitioner did not
complain. But, under the changed circumstances, your petitioner feels
it a great hardship, that townships, towns and villages whieh comprise
its county should be compelled to contribute so largely to railways, of
equal benefit to other municipalities which have in nowise contributed to
their construction. Your petitioner would most respectfully submit that
the municipalities that now form the county of Dafferin can, with every
justice, ask vour honorable body to assume their debenture issued ln
respect of the railways mentioned, and place the burden usn the
Dominion, in whose interests your legislation has declared that the
severai lines of road exist."'

I think that fully sets out the claim those people make to a
refund of the money they have invested in those roads.
There was something said with regard to the money that
was granted to the Province of Quebec, and we were told
that it was to recoup that Province for the money they had
spent on linos that became a portion of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway. I think that any person who heard that
question diseussed in this House came to the conclusion
that one of the strongest arguments in favor of the refund
of that money was the fact that the financial position of
that Province was such that it was necessary that sOmo
relief should be extended to it. The Province of Quebee
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pressed their claim from that standpoint. Now, I contend
that the people of the section of the county I have the
honor to represent are suffering severely from the bardons
they have been compelled to undortake in order to get rail-
way accomodation. When they went into that section of
the country they built gravel roads which they had to pay
for out of their own municipal treasury, and these roads
rendered them important service for a number of years.
When the project of the construction of a broad gauge road
was - first presented to thom, they felt that if it was as
fully equipped and built as the Grand Trunk Railway or
Great Western is built, they were not able to give a
sufficient sum of money to build a road of that kind.
In their struggling efforts they accepted, from the city of
Toronto, a narrow gauge lino, and they granted bonuses
towards its construction. After that road had been in
operation for some time, they found it did not give that con-
nection with the wide gauge roada which was necessary,
and in order to holp themeelves out of the difficulty they
went to work, and in some cases contributed second
bonues, in order to enable the Toronto, Grey and Bruce
Company, to widon their gauge and make an efficient lino.
After doing all that they felt, in this particular section of
the country I represent, that the rates that were charged
were somewhat excessive, and that they must have compe-
tion. In order to accomplish that they submitted further
bonuses and granted further aid to the Credit Valley Rail-
way, and the town I have the honor to represent got a
branch of the Grand Trunk Railway. We got these roads
for the purposes of securing the advantages of competition.
Now the coanty of Dufferin is once more, unfortunately,
plced, as I said before, in the position where they were
before they granted a dollar towards the construction of a
second road. It is very well for the Governmont to say
that this House might give back to the Ontario Legislature
the power that we took from them by the action of this
House, by giving to them the right to deal with these
roads. I must say I do not think it is a becoming
action on the part of this House to take control of a
road one year and the next year pitchfork it back again
to the Ontario Legislature. I do not think it is
right, after the Government have assumed the responsibility
of the control of these linos, rather than meet the question
fairIy by compromising with the localities and making a
refund, for them to say: We will give back the roads,
seeing that we have got into a difficulty by the action we
have taken. If we are not entitled to a refund of all the
money we have invested, I think at least the Government
should enter into some arrangement whereby a reasonable
snm should be refunded. I think they should compromise
the case, and if they are not disposed to pay back the full
amount let them pay back a certain percentage of the
money the municipalities have contributed towards the con-
struction of those roads. When the Government doclared
that these roads were for the general advantage of Canada
they surely meant that they were really so. Well, if they
are rWely for the general advantage of Canada ought not
Canada to pay for the general advantage ? I think this
position coannot be denied. The member for York made,
soma remark with regard to all the other Provinces asking
a refund for the linos of railway they had built. Now I do
not think that is a fair argument, under the present,
circumstances. The fact is that none of the other
Provinces have been placed in the position in which
Ontario has been placed. There is no other Province
in which the Government have virtually declared
alldheir lines to be for the general advantage of Canada
bat-tie Province of Ontario, so far as I know. If the other
Pwainces have lines that are deolared to be for the general
adnterge of Canada, so far as I am concerned I do not
object to justice being done to them, and to their being
refunded the money that they spent on roads that are
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declared to be for the general advantage of Canada. I
believe, Sir, if the First Minister would make it his duty to
go through thqt section of the country, and if he saw the
hardships and the struggles of these people to get along in
life, I believe ho would have some sympathy with them. I
I believo, if ho had been disposed to take into coRsideration
the question that these people have pressed upon him, he
would consider it his duty to propose a scheme whereby
some reasonable relief should be granted to them. Now, I
was prosent at the time that the railway deputation met
the -First Minister and the Minister of Railways; I was
amongst that deputation. I must say that I do not think
any discourtesy was shown to them by the First Minister.
I heard some remark of that kind, but I cannot agroe with
it. I must say that the First Minister properly explained
to the deputation that the House was in Session and their
time was very limited, and if his remarks were short ho
explained why they were short. I do tot think that ho
intended to offer any insult; I am quite sure ho did not.
But I believe if more time had been given in which to talk
this whole question over, if the thing had been fully gone
into and ho had come to realise fully the extent of the feel-
ing that these people have on this question, I believe ho
would consider, and that the Hlouse would consider, that no
section of country in this Dominion can present a stronger
claim, a claim backed by so many strong and reasonable
arguments, as the section of country from which I come.
Now, we all admit that the Intercolonial Railway was built
at the expense of this entire Dominion. It has, undoubtedly,
been of great advantage to these Provinces through
which it runs. But they did not contribute anything in the
way of municipal aid; they were not asked, as Provinces,
to contribute specially to the construction cf that road. It
would hardly be fair to say to them that we should charge
them with the entire cost involved in that lino, because it
was built through that part of the country, when it is really
used for Dominion purposes. On the same ground I contend
that the roads to which I have referred are in the interest of
the entire Dominion. Suppose the Government should decide
to have the Short Lino Railway carried through the State
of Maine, would it be right and proper for them to go to
the State of Maine and ask it to contribute towards the
construction of the road. That State would not consider
such an application. It is obviously for the accommoda-
tion of the whole Dominion, and for the Canadian Pacific
Railway, that these linos have been declared to be for the
general advantage of Canada. It has been argued that
Parliament should not aid the municipalities, because the
Dominion is spending a very large amount of money, in
aiding the Canadian Pacific Railway to build a line along
the north shore of Lake Superior. Of course, the build-
ing of that road may possibly be of some advantage to the
immediate section through which it runs, but it will not b3
of any direct advantage to the people for whom I am
speaking. It is on the other side of a groat inland sea, and
not 10 per cent. of the people will ever have the pleasure
of seeing it. The Callander branch may possibly be of
some advantage to Toronto, and we are all glad to see
Toronto grow and prosper; and it may be also some
advantage to other portions of the Province. This does not
apply to the lino on the north shore of Lake Superior, which
was built largely in the interest of the through trade, more in
the interest of Quebec than of Ontario. It will give the cities
of Montreal and Quebec special trade advantages that will
not be enjoyed by other cities. In fact, Montreal will be
virtually the commercial terminus of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway. We in Ontario are not going te derive suoh great
advantages from the road. If the money spent is charged
te Ontario, simply 'because the road is carried through
the Province, you might as wel charge the coSt of the
Short Lino, if it should run through Maine, to that
State. I repeat that the Canadian Pacifie Railway will
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be of no particular advantage te some parts of Ontario.
If anything, it will tend to reduce the price of produce, and
will rather militate against the interests of people in the
southern portion of the Province than advance them. I do
net think it is becoming on the part of this House te say
that it will give the people back what has been taken from
them. This cannot be done; the people cannot be placed
in the position in which they were. Arrangements have
been entered into between the Canadian Pacific Railway,
the Toronto, Grey and Bruce, and the Credit Valley,
and they cannot be revoked, and the companies
plaoed in the same position which they formerly
oceupied. You may as well say that a man who made a
mistake in oonveying away his property to another indi-
vidual who, in turn, made it subject te certain encumber-
ances; and when the man found out bis mistake, the second
said lie would couvey the property back te him. But ho
conveyed it back with the encumberance created whilst it
was in bis possession. This is the way in which you could
re-convey the railways; they would be subject te certain
agreements which would net otherwise have been ratified.
That is the difficulty which these sections of country for
which I speak have te face. I cannot see how they can be
got over. Perhaps the Government may devise some
method; but the proper thing to he done is to refund te
the municipalities a portion of the bonuses they granted.
If the Government say they cannot give all, let them give
half. Perhaps, at the present time, the Finance Minister
does net feel himself in a position te permit any extra
drain on the Dominion Treasury. I do not know, but I
believe the Governmont should acknowledge their indebted-
ness, and injustice they should admit, frankly and fullythat
the municipalities were entitled te this refund; that the road
in question waa of great advantage te Canada, through the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, and especially by the large
amount of freight sent over it te secure the construction of
the national road. Last year the volume of trade was so
great that the people along the lino were not able to secure
all the accommodation they required. The road is filled
with through trade from Toronto to Port Arthur by the
lina of steamers. It has been said that twenty-one trains a
day, day and night, were run, earrying supplies in connec-
tien with the Canadian Pacifie Railway. If this is not a
link of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and a Dominion line,
I do net understand what conditions would make a railway
a portion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. I am very
sorry that any hon. member opposite should bave per-
mitted himself te make the insinuation that this discussion
was raised for political purposes. I have no desire what-
ever to make a political issue of it, and I tell the First
Minister that if he wants the constituents I represent to
send a man bore of a different political stripe from myself,
the best way ho can accomplish that object is to deal fairly
and honestly with the municipalities in this matter, and I
have very grave doubts as te whether ho will be troubled
with my presence in the next Parliament. In such an
event I am satisfied the people will say that the hon. gentle-
man, notwithstanding the representations made, is prepared
to deal justly with Ontario and the section of country in which
I reside, and that the people will grant the hon. gentleman
their confidence. If ho wants to accomplish any such object
it can be best aohieved by refunding this money to the
municipalities, I am very sorry the hon. member for
Centre Wellington (Mr. Orton), is not in lis place, for I
am sure he would have deemed it bis duty te have said
something in support of this proposition, and to have
frankly acknowledged that something should be done. I
do not put forward the claims of any other section except
that whieh I represent. We waited long for the construc-
tien of railways. Our taxes are now up te 3 cents on the'
dollar, and our people find it a great strain te meet the
liabilities of our corporation, If the First Minister would

take a trip over the Toronto, Grey and Bruce, ho would be
satisfied that that line is a link of the Canadian Pacifio
Railway, and that our argument had great force. With
respect to the remarks made by hon. gentlemen opposite, as
te precedents, it appears that Pembroke is a case in point.
I understand that when the First Minister and the Minister
of Railways received a deputation, one of them stated that
there was no precedent in Canada for any such action
as this on the part of the Government. It appears,
however, that Pembroke has been refunded money.
There is a precedent-there is a case in point; the case of
the town of Pembroke. Owing, I presume, te the fact that
they contributed money to the construction of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, or te a lino connecting with that road, or
that the Govern ment look upon it as a part of that line, they
granted a refund to the town. Now if the town of Pean.
broke was entitled to a refund I ask the Government fhirIy
te consider the claims of the section I represent. I believe
that if theygo into the whole question they will find that
that section has just the same claim that Pemabroke has; it
is a simple matter of justice, and something should be done.
I do not want to take up too much time, but I feel strongly
on this question ; I have expressed myself frankly, and I
hope and trust that the Government will either see it to be
their duty to refund the money or te appoint one arbitrator
on their behalf and let the municipalities appoint another.
The hon. the First Minister bas a large number of friends
there-more friends than I would personally like te see;
they are all admirers of his, and I would say, let him
appoint one arbitrator, let the townships or county appoint
another, and let them Lit in judgment on the claims, and
after having fully considered the whole matter, if that arbi-
tration comes back and says that the people are entitled to
nothing, I will be satisfied and I think they will be satisfied.
But I do not believe that any two honest mon appointed te
perform that duty, who will consider the whole matter, will
come back and say that these townships are not entitled te
some consideration.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I desire te say a few words
with reference te this matter before the debate closes. The
bon. gentleman who bas just sat down has decried the
introduction of politics into this question; but if there is
no political question at issue I should like te know why
these hon. gentlemen are raising this matter at the present
moment? The ground upon which they assert their claims
for a refund from the Dominion Government, of the bonuses
contributed by the Local Government of Ontario and the
different municipalities of that Province, is based upon the
legislation of 1883, by which the Dominion Parliament
assumed control over certain roads to which charters have
been granted by the Local Legislature. As I understand
their contention, that is the ground upon which they apply
to the Dominion Government for a refund of the bonuses
about which they are making so much clamor. Now, what
are the facts ? Did the Local Legisiature of Ontario confine
the bonuses they granted solely to roads which were char-
tered by the Local Legislature ? Did the municipalities, in
granting those bonuses, consider the question as te whether
the roads to which they granted bonuses were chartered
by the Local Legisiature or the Dominion Government ?
I hold in my hand the railway aid resolutions passed
in the Local Legislature of Ontario in 1872, and I find that
at that time there were several roads te which aid was
granted which were chartered by this Parliament. There
was the Kingston and Pembroke, te which a considerable
amount of aid was granted, and of which you yourself, Mr.
Speaker, know something, I dare say. That is an enterprise
the charter for which was obtained from this Parliament
in 1871. There was also the Canada Central Railway Con-
pany, chartered by the Dominion Parliament, and to whioh
a considerable amount of aid was granted by the Local

1885. 58!



COMMONS DEBATES. MAnIon 16,

Legislature in those 'esolutions which they submitted for
granting aid to railways. There was also the Grand Junc-
tion Railway, and the Montreal and City of Ottawa Junction
Company, which has since taken the name of the Canada
Atlantic. But at that time aid was granted to those roads
-roads which were chartered by the Dominion Parliament.
And so, Sir, I say the contention these gentlemen make,
that bocause this Parliament has assumed control over cer-
tain roads having connection with the great leading line
of railway through the whole Dominion, they are entitled
to receive back from this Parliament the bonuses granted
by the Local Legislature or by the municipalities,
is a contention which falls to the grourd; because
that distinction was not considered either by the
Local Legislature or the municipalities when they
granted these bonuses to the several roads so aided. Before

pas from this point, let me say that I have no sympathy
with those hon. members of this louse who are disposed to
repeal the legislation of 1883. Circumstances I think justi-
fied the Government in adopting that legislation-the cir-
cumstanoe of having a railway system in the Dominion of
Canada such that, there being a great net-work of roads
through the whole Dominion, having connection with each
other, having the same gauge, having communication with
each other, being a system over the whole of which the
cars of any one road may pass-in their very nature it is
desirable that each road should be under one control and
jurisdiction. Therofore, I repeat, I have no sympathy witb
the hon. members of this Hlouse who desire to see the legis-
lation of 1883, in regard to the Dominion control over these
roads, repealed. I do not think it would place these roads
in a botter position than they are in to day. Is there any
hon. gentleman prosent (who takes the ground which is
taken on the other side of the House) who will say that
these roads are less efficiently worked at the prosent moment
than they were when under the control of the Local Logis-
lature, before the legislation of 1883 had been passed ? Is
there any hon. gentleman prosent who will say that the
rates have been increased; or, if they have been so in-
creased, that it has been done in violation of the agreements
made between the municipalities graiting the aid and the
roads themselves. I take it, if any agreement were entered
into between the municipalities granting aîd and the rail-
ways of the Province of Ontario to whom such aid was
granted, this agreement would be incorporated in the
by-laws which were submitted to the ratepayers, and upon
which the bonuses or aid was granted; and I would like to
ask those hon. gentlemen opposite whether the legislation
of 1883 deprives them of their remedy against the roals
which have violated, or do violate, the contracts entered into
by the municipalities with those roads. Another ground
upon which those hon. gentlemen base thoir claims for a
refund of the aid granted to those railways, is the aid which
was granted to the Province of Quebec by the legislation of
last dession. The amount which was granted to the Pro-
vince of Quebec was made in return for expenditures made
on a portion of the great national line-the Canadlian
Pacifie Ralilway. I should like to ask my bon. friend. the
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), who knows a good
deal about the .disputed territory, whether he considers that
the fact of the Government of which ho was a member hav-
ing granted aid to tho extent of 81,440,000 to a railway
running through the Province of Ontario, to form a connec-
tien with the Canadian Pacifie Railway at its eastern termi-
nus, did not justify, te some extent, the claim which
was made by the Province of Quebec upon the
Dominion Parliament for a refund of a portion of the
money expended by them on the North Shore Railway ?
I should like to ask him also whether the fact that
the Dominion has largely contributed-I think hon.
gentlemen opposite will say contributed the whole
amount of money that was expended-to the construction
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of nearly a thousand miles of railway from Callander to Rat
Portage, in the Province of Ontario, does not to some extent
justify the ground taken by the Province of Quebec in mak-
ing application to the Dominion Government for a refund of
the moneys which wore expended on the North Shore Rail-
way. I have heard hon. gentlemen on the other side con-
tend that the expenditure of the large amount of money
which was expended on the Canadian Pacifie Railway pro-
per and on its connections in the Province of Ontario bas
resulted in no benefit to that Province. I should like to ask
my hon. friend, the member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), who
understands this question very well,whether that iagnifieent
territory which he has described as containing such a large
amount of wealth, extending from Port Arthur to Rat Port.
age, has not been benefitted by the construction of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway.

Mr. MILLb. Your leader says it all belongs to the
Dominion,

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Then the hon. member for
Bothwell does not agree with him.

Mr. MILLS. No; I do not.
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). It is within my ownknowledge

that in that part of the Province of Ontario about which no
dispute arose-the district lying between Callander and
Port Arthur-large areas of timber land have been opened
up and devoloped by the construction of the Gan-
adian Pacifie Railway, which, but for the construction of
that road, would have been a sealed book; and the Province
of Ontario is at this moment deriving, by way of timber
duos, a very large amount of revenue from that district, I
contend, Sir, that, inasmuch as these are indisputable facts,
which I believe the hon. member for Bothwel himself will
not dispute, the Province of Quebec was justified in apply.
ing to this Government last Session for a refand of a portion
of the money expended on the North Shore Railway. Now,
Sir, I have a word or two to say with reference to a personal
matter which bas been referred te by more than one hon.
gentleman on the other side of the House. It bas been
suggosted by several speakers that a precedent had been
created for the return of those bonuses, by the action of the
Government in refunding the bonus granted by the town of
Pembroke to the Canada Central Railway Company.

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I hope the hon. member who
says hear, hear, will, when I get through, give his opinion
on the action of the Government on this matter, which I
urged upon their consideration with all the power I oould
command. The hon. member who roferred to this matter
had not, I presume, read the return which was brought
down to Parliament upon a motion made by his leader, or
he would have learned that the application of the town of
Pembroke was not based upon a statement of the case
parallel with that presented by hon. gentlemen on the other
side of the House iQ reference to the particular localities
whose interests they are advocating. The hon. member for
Bothwell, who says "hear, hear," must know (having been a
member of the Government at the time) that his own leader
came down to Parliament, in 1875, with a proposition to aid
the Canada Central Railway Company to build a line from
the vicinity of Renfrew to a point in the vicinity of Lake
Nipissing. He must knovw that this Hose voted the sum
of 812,000 a mile for 120 miles of road, going west-
ward from Renfrew and following the valley of the
Bonnechere. He must know that some three years after-
wards the leader of the Government of which he was a mem-
ber. came down to Parliament with another proposition-
a proposition to make the portion of the road which ho pro-
posed to subsidise commence, not at Renfrew, but at Pem-
broke, a point some thirty miles westward, to which place
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the people of Pembroke had induced the Canada Central consideration the question as to whether these roads were
Railway Company to bring the road, by granting it a bonus chatered by the Local Legisilature or the Dominion Parlia-
in the interim. And what did the leader of the Govern- ment, they have no ground for the application that they now
ment state to the House as one of the reasons to induce make. Hon. gentlemen opposite are very solicitous for the
them to authorise his Government to make the change? It welfare of hon. members on this side. They have warned us
was that by adopting Pembroke as the starting point of the that if we do not support the applications which have been
subsidised portion of the road, instead of Renfrew, they made by certain of their municipalities to the Government
would bring the road to a point twenty miles farther west for aid, in regard to this matter, we shall, after another
than would be reached for the same subsidy that was pro- election, be relegated to private life. No doubt it would be
posed to be granted in 1875, and that they vould thus- very pleasing to hon. gentlemen opposite to see us occn-
according to Mr. Mackenzie's own words, contained in the pying positions on the other aide of the House; but lot me
Order in Council submitted to Parliament in 1878-save to tell ther that if they expect by a aide wind such as this
the country the construction of twenty miles of road. That, to obtain power, if they expect to get into ofice by
Sir, was the ground upon which I based the application of appealing to the prejudices of the people of Ontario, they
the town of Pembroke to the Government of this country. will find themselves very greatly mistaken. I, for one,
It was upon the ground that by the action of the people of have no fear to appeal to the constituency I have the honor
Pembroke we had saved to the country, according to the to represent upon the policy of the Government, and I
statement of the hon. gentleman's own leader, a venture to express the opinion that hon. gentlemen opposite
sum equal to the cost of twenty miles of railway, will find their solicitude for us entirely unealled for.
which, I think, 1 am not very much astray in
putting at 820,000 a mile, that we applied t the Govern- Mr. SPROULE. Representing a oonstituency that is
ment. And I hold that if there is any municipality in the served by some of these railways to which reference has
same position in which the town of Pembroke stood at that been made, I may be permitted to say something on this
time, it is justly entitled to receive aid at the hands of the question. If it were reasonable and possible that the muni-
Government. Sir, I have been told that an hon. member cipalities and the Provincial Government could get back the
on the other side of the House-I think the hon. member money given in aid of these railways, it would be very
for Simcoe (Mr. Cook)-took occasion, in the course of his desirable to have it returned. I am sure all my constituents
speech, to say that the action of the Government in that would be pleased to get their money back, but the roasons
matter was taken for a political purpose. He took occasion given for naking this demand seci t, me to be extremely
to say, if I am correctly informed-and if I am not I hope inconsistent. What are the reasons? The hon. member
ho will correct me, as I was not in the House when he was for Simcoe (Mr. Cook) said great injustice was done to the
speaking-that the leader of the Government had sent a people of Simcoe by the amalgamation of the Hamilton and
tolegram, either to me or to some person in my constituency, North-Western with the Northern Railway. I am aware
during the progress of the election in 1882, to the effect that a great amount of money was given by the munici-
that aid asked for would be granted. I have to say palities to have competition between those two roads, but I
that that statement is not correct. I had no communica- would like to know what the Act passed by this House last
tion from the leader of the Government on this subject at Session, declaring them to be roads in the general interest
ail. It is true a communication was made to me by the of Canada, had to do with any injustice committed through
Minister of .Railways, whom I had been pressing for some this amalgamatioi. That great injustice was consummated
time to obtain an answer of some kind to long before this Act was passed, and the municipalities were
the request that had been preferred to grant aid to this suffering under it without being able to obtain redress or
particular municipality; and, Sir, I might, if I chose -but I remedy. They appealed to the Parliamcnt at Toronto, to
do not want to repeat it here-retort upon the hon. gentle- which they thought they had the right to appeal, for redress,
man and tell him that hie own leader was not at all chary and the only answer they got was that nothing could be done.
in sending telegrams at a more critical juncture than that In the charter which wa obtained in the Local Parliament
to which the hon. gentleman refera. I think the statement there was a clause giving power to amalgamate, and when
was made-at all events it was hinted broadly-that but for the municipalities supposed that they had so drawn up their
the action of the Government in relation to that matter I agreement as to prevent the possibility of amalgamation,
should not have a seat in this House during this Parlia- they found the agreement was so lax in this respect that
ment. I have not the returns of the election of 1882 by they could not prevent it nor obtain redress ; and to say
me, but I think I am not astray in saying that the hon. that this House is in any way responsible for that is nothing
member for Simcoe will find, if he examines the returns, else than the sherest nonsense. Reference has been made to
that I was able to secure a larger majority outside of the the Toronto, Grey and Bruce, and the CreditYalley Railways,
town of Pembroke altogether, where that communication and made by whom ? By a gentleman who is now condemn-
could have no effect, than the hon. gentleman was able to ing the very principle ho strove for years to carry out
obtain in his whole constituency, although ho is, no doubt, himself. The hon. member for North Wellington -(Mr.
a very strong and very popular gentleman in his locality. McMullen),who was president of the Palmerston and Durham
I have referred to these matters because they have been road, now a part of the Grand Trunk Railway, did all ho
introduced by hon. gentlemen opposite. But to return to could to bring about the amalgamation of those two com-
the main question-I say it does not lie in the mouths of panies. When municipal aid was given to build that road,
these hon. gentlemen to say that because the Government, even before it was ready for the rails, deputations waited
by the legislation of 1883, have taken control of certain roads upon the Grand Trunk Railway Company, to induce it to
connected with the great leading lines through the Provinces take over the Palmerston and Durham lino and make
of Ontario, Quebec, New Brunswick and Nova Sceotia, thera- it a part of the great Dominion lino, believing that that
fore they have a just claim on behalf of these municipalities. would be in the interest of the people ; yet this hon.
The hon. gentleman who spoke last was mistaken in say- gentleman condemna the Government for declaring the
ingthatthe road which were affected by that legislation Toronto, Grey and Bruce lino to be in the genoral
were in Ontario alone. ie could not have read the Act of interest of Canada, and therofore a Dominion lino. If
1883 or ho would have found that ho was mistaken in that there is an hon. gentleman in this House whose acts
assertion, because the Act applies to other roads as well as appear to be entirely inconsistent with the interests of his
to those in Ontario. In view of the fact that neither the constituents, in regard to this question, it is the hon. member
municipalities nor the Local Legislature of Ontario took into for North Wellington. That hon. gentleman stands in A
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peculiar position. When the Palmerston and Durham road
was buit he wanted competition with the Toronto, Grey
and Bruce; ho appealed to the Grand Trunk Railway for
assistance. The Grand Trunk Railway came to his aid,
and the result was competition between the Palmerston and
Durham road and the Toronto, Grey and Bruce. What great
injustice has been doue by the amalgamation of the latter
with the Canadian Pacifie Railway? The great injustice
ho cumplains of is in the fact that there are as many as
soventeen trains a day over the Toronto Grey and Bruce
now, while previous to the amalgamation during one winter
it had not a train over for six weeks; and I remember one
of the hon. gentleman's constituents in Mount Forest
thon stating that they were out of al most everything in
the groceries lino for want of railway accommodation,
even ont of whiskey. I only give this as evidence
that the people of that county are much botter
served to-day that they ever were before. If you travel.
through that country and ask the people along the line of
the Toronto, Grey and Bruce whether they are botter off
to-day than they were previous to the time it became linked
with the Canadian Pacifie Railway, they will tell you they
are a hundred times better off, because they have an all-rail
through route to Montreal, when previously they had to
ship to Toronto and thon tranehip; and they eau also ship
their goods by Lake Superior to Manitoba and the North-
West at rates much lower than ever before, and without
the additional trouble they formerly experienced, of having
to ship their goods, first to Owen Sound, where they had to
remain a considerable time before they could be transhipped
by the boats. Now the goods are sent right through
without any trouble. The hon. gentleman made reforenco
to the condition of things around Orangoville, and he says
the result of this Act has been to destroy the competition
between the Credit Valley Railway-the branch which ex-
tended to Orangeville-and the Toronto, Grey and Bruce
Railway. He seoms to know very little of the matter or to
Mde. the information which will lay it fairly before the coun-

try. He should know that that was caused by Mr. Stephen
buying up the stock of the Credit Valley Railway and run-
ning the two roads under the same management, before this
Act was paseed; so there has been no change of circumstances
sine. the passing of this Act. If you take any part of the
country supplied by the Toronto, Grey and Bruce Railway,
with which I am acquainted, the people will admit that it
was a moet desirable change, for this reason, we have the
Grand Trunk to the west and the Northern and Hamilton
and North-Western to the east. We are betweon these two
roads, and as long as they remain as they are to-day, we
have a competition between three different lines; and as
long as that exists, the greatest bonefits must resuit to the
country. The argument of the hon. member for North
Wellington (Ur. McMullen) soemed to me to be extremely
shallow as a whole. He started out with the
contention that a great injustice was done to the
people by proclaiming these roads to be for the
interest of Canada, or, as ho was pleased to
Cali it, taking over those roads ; and afterwards, when it
was intimated that this Act might be repealed and the
roads given back, ho said that would be no benefit at ail.
If there is reascn in his first contention, why would it not
be a bonefit if the roads were given back ? What injustice
could be done? He says that would only be a half way
measure; that it would not satisfy them. It soems to me
that it is like the old story of the wolf and the lamb-it is
impossible to satisfy them. It is not for the purpose of
satisfaction that they bring this up, but in order to make poli-
ticai*apital. He says, in a very calm voico, that he hopes
this wi l be kept ont of the political arena, and he knows that
hie friends have no desire to introduce politics into the
enqetion at all. Either he must have a short memory, or
he muet read very few papers, or he would recognise the
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fact that the papers which support him and his party have
almost invariably, since this question was introduced by the
member for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin), been attacking
the Government in reference to it. Why do we find these
gentlemen-the hon. members for South Grey (Mr. Lander-
kin), North Grey (Mr. Allen), Lambton (Mr. Lisgar), two
of the members for Elgin (Mr. Uasey and Mr. Wilson), the
member for Peel (Mr. Fleming), the member for North
Wellington(Mr.McMullen)-getting up, one after the other,
and making an attack on the Government in reference to this
question ? Why do we find the papers which support them
also attacking the Government? Simply because they
believe it would be good political capital to use when the
next general clection comes around. The sineerity of the
hon. gentleman is evidenced by the fact that he is pleading
to get the Government to give back this money, contending
that a great injustice had been done by this Act, and yet the
same man, who is the president of the short branch of the
Grand Trunk Railway, from Palmerston to Durham, used
the most strenuous,efforts to get the Grand Trunk to take
over that line, the Grand Trunk being one of the great
Dominion lines. He believed that in that way he was
securing a great good to his constituents in that part of the
country, and I believe ho was. But if he is sincere to-night,
was ho working in the interest of th people then? If he
was sncere in believing that it was a great injustice to the
people that the Toronto, Grey and Bruce line should be
attached to the Canadian Pacific Railway, it seems to me a
strange kind of logic. When he says that» politice should
be kept out, and adopts the course which ail these hon.
gentlemen have adopted, I think it will not go down
with the country, 1 think. they will not be inclined
to believe that they are speaking in the way they pro-
fess to be, purely in the interests of their constituents. Our
condition in the county of Grey is especially pleasurable,
in consequence of the chance which has been made.
We have mach botter railway facilities than we had before.
Before this lino was taken over, when the Toronto, Grey
and Bruce was so run down that it did not serve the wants
of the country, we endeavored to get the municipalities to
give additional aid to put it in proper repair. What were
the advantages we represented to the people that they would
derive from that ? The very advantages we enjoy to-day;
those were, that we would have a line that would enable
us to take our stuff past Toronto to Montreal, to the east or
to the United States, or to any other part of the country,
that produce could be taken to any place in or outside the
country without transhipment and break of bulk. We wanted
to have a line of the same gauge as all the other linos, and
not be handicapped as we were by shipping our goods to
Toronto, changing to other cars there, and making fresh
arrangements with other roads; or, if we went to Owen
Sound, with the steamship lines which carried them to their
destination. We are much botter off to-day, because we can
ship from any station on the line to the east or west, or to
any part of the country we like. We can have the
advantage of a through road, and can ship with much
less trouble. In addition to that, we have some sixteen or
seventeen trains passing over the road each day, and I deny
that there is any want of accommodation for the
requirements of the local trade along the line.
I believe it is claimed that the rates are raised. I think
there is nothing at all in the declaration of this Act which
empowers either the Canadian Pacific Railway or any other
road which is declared-to be for the interest of Canada, that
gives them power to impose additional rates over what
was stipulated and agreed with the murcipalities in the
first place. I can only say, as I did in the first instance,
that if this money is to be given back, we would like very
much to get it. I am sure the people in my constituency
would be pleased to receive it. But another question is
involved. It means the opening of a door, it meane
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the establishment of a precedent that may be commenced
here but ended-where? Is it not reasonable for hon.
members to suppose that if the Dominion of Canada comes
to the aid of the municipalities which ask not only the money
given by the municipalities, but also that given by the
Provincial Government in aid of railways, other Provinces
would follow suit and ask for the same thing ? Provided
they did, what would be the result ? I find that
the money given to railways by the Provincial
Governments and municipalities amounts, in the
aggregate, to something like $35,850,000. Would the
hon. gentlemen, who advocate giving back this
money, be prepared to support a measure to raise that
amount to distribute to the various Provinces of this coun-
try? I think not; but, again, I apprehend there is an
injustice or an unfairness in this; the papers which are
advocating the giving back of this money, said, when we
voted money for the Canadian Pacific Railway last year, that
Ontario had to bear the greatest share of the burden ; that it
had to raise at least three-fifths of the money given to that
railway. If that is correct, and the money has te be raised
by the Dominion, we, as a Province, would be taxing our-
selves to raise three-fifths of this amount of 835,850,000,
which would amount to 821,310,000. We could not claim
that we should get $21,000,000, because the highest
amount their own papers say we are entitled to is about
$15,000,000; if, in the aggregate, it would require
$35,000,000, and Ontario had to raise three-fifths of
that, as is contended, which would be $21,000,000, we
should be doing no justice te Ontario by asking the
Dominion Government to raise this money and pay
$21,310,000 in order to get $15,000,000. We should,
in effect, be giving $5,310,000 to the other Provinces.
Provided that weré done, what would be the result?
Why, Sir, the hon. gentlemen who are supporting that
motion in the House to-night would go back to the country
and hold it up as an evidence that we were increasing the
debt; that we were raising the taxes. How would these taxes
be raised ? Would it not be by Customs and Inland Revenue ?
Then, if these additional duties wore imposed, it would be
used as an argument in their favor. But I claim their action
is only in harmony with that on the boundary question; it
is for the purpose of raising a political cry, that may be used,
and used effectively, by these parties when they go back to
the country again. The hon. member for Peel (Mr. Flem-
ing) said that the Province of Ontario never appealed to
the Dominion for anything before. I think ho forgot that
the Minister of Education, in the Legislature of Ontario, a
short time ago, declared that ho had secured between
two and three millions te the Province of Ontario by
applying to the Dominion Government for additional aid.
Well, I can only say that ho was not in harmony with bis
political friends in the House at Toronto. The hon. gentleman
who said there is no political significance in this question
seems te forget the fact that the Hon. Attorney-General
Mowat, a few days ago, in the Provincial Legislature, when
application was made to him for additional aid to some local
road, made this reply: " Your friends at Ottawa and
Quebec have taken these linos over, therefore I am not dis-
posed te give them any aid." Was net that of politicali
significance? I say distinctly it was used for the purpose
of creating mistrust and prejudicing the people of Ontario
against the Dominion Government. He endeavored to make
them believe that because these roads had been declared to
be for the general advantage of Canada-because they are
not taken away from the Province-he endeavored to make
the people believe that a great injustice is being donc
them, and that some benefits they would otherwise receive
are withheld on account of these roads having bon
declared to be in the interests of the Dominion. Now, for
inyself, if I could sec that the country was less or worse
served by these roads being declared to be in the interest of
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Canada, that the people had les railway facilities, that they
had not as low traffic rates, or that they were being deprived
of any right, I say I, for one, would be prepared at
any time to stand up and oppose any Goverament,
no matter what Government might be in power here, if I
thought such a policy was prejudicial to the interests of
the people. But I believe that if we raised this money, it
would bo raising the duties which the people of Outario
would have to pay, and I do net believe they want us to
raise any more money than what is essentially necessary.
I think, however, we are entitled to ask the Dominion Gev-
ernment to repeal this Act. I do not say that it can do any
good; I do not know that it can do any harm; but if it is
repealed, and there was any injustice done by enacting it,
thon that injustice is done away with. But the aMe oom-
plaint mentioned by the hon. member for North Welling.
ton will still exist, and the repeal will not satisfy the
hon. gentlemen of the Opposition. Thon, when we go back
to the country again, the question will be used on every
platform in the Province of Ontario against the sa porters
of the present Government, used effectively, uodin the
same way the boundary award was used, as the Streama
Bill was used, by being held up as taking away provineial
rights, and doing a great injustice to the people. It is for
that purpose I believe this motion was made in the flouse
to-day, and for that purpose it is so strongly supported by
the large numbers of the members of the Opposition who
have spoken so forcibly on this question.

Mr. LISTER. It is certainly very refreshing te see hon.
gentlemen on the other side of the House so zealous in
opposing the Province of Ontario getting the same moasure
of justice that was accorded to the Province of Quebec lat
Session. I can only say that if the members from the Prov.
ince of Quebec had acted as the Ministerial members from
the Province of Ontario st, Quebea would not have
recoived at the last Session of Parliament $3,500,000. Now,
Sir, I can easily understand the excitable condition of the
hon. member for North Grey (Mr. Sproule). I can easily
understand how he anticipates trouble at the. next eloction.
He feels to-day that ho is false to his county; he appreciates
the difficulty ho will have at the next election to explain the
conduct ho is guilty of to-day. Now, Sir, the hon. gentle.
men who have spoken on this question from the other aide
of the House have travelled out of the record. They have
not taken into consideration the roal question at issue. The
point is, not whether these railways were botter worked
before they were taken control of by this Government, or
whether the people were botter satisfied than they are now;
bift the question is, have this Government or Parliament
the right to take away from the Province railways which
belong to the Province? These hon. gentlemen eau stand
up here to-day and say that the Government are justifted in
doing what they did do; but they give a different reason
from the reason given by the Goverument. The Govern-
ment said it ws in the interests of the whole Dominion
that these roads should become Dominion roads, net that
they were not giving satisfaction te the people, or that they
were not being properly worked, or that the rights of the
people of Ontario were net being properly protected ; but
because it was in the interests of this whole Dominion that
these roads should be Dominion roads. That is the question,
and looking at that question we have to consider the tacts
as they were before the passage of that Act. It is admitted
that these roads were, at all events, aided by the Province,
that they were aided by the municipalities through which
they ran. They received their chartersfrom the Provincial
Goverument of Ontario, and under that charter the people of
Ontario have certain rights under the statutes of Ontario. The
aid was given under a certain state of facts, under certain
rights which were secured te the people of Ontario by the laws
of their own Legislature, a Legislature answerable te the
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people of Ontario, a Legislature that could be controlled by
the people of Ontario, and whose behests the representatives
in the Local Parliament were bound to obey. This Parlia-
mert, without rhyme or reason, without apy excuse in the
world, but the excuse, to my mind, of enabling these roads
to be absorbed by the large roads running through this
country, passed this Act into law. They took away from
the people of Ontario the rights which those people had to
control these roads. They deprived the people of Ontario
of the rights which the statute law of that Province gave to
them.; and does it lie in the mouth of any hon. gentleman
to come here to-day and say that Ontario, having spent
$6,000,000, and the municipalities $8,000,000, in building
these ronds, in building the roads controlled by the Local
Legislature, and controlled by themselves, these roads
should be taken possession of by this Parliament, and the
power the people have over them should be swept away?
I say it is nonsense. I can understand the hon. member
for North Renfrew and the hon. member for East Grey
anticipating difficulties at the next election. Now, then,
hon. gentlemen may say what they like as to the service
of these ronds; the service of some roads may be botter
than the others ; but, certainly, the service of the St. Law-
rence and Ottawa rond is not as good as it was some years
ago.

Mr. BOWELL. When was that taken over ?. Was it
taken over under the present Act?

Mr. LISTER. Every road touching or crossing a through
line, and it touches the Grand Trunk Railway.

Mr. BOWELL. That is not the question I asked the
hon, gentleman. That road was taken over years ago,
long before the passage of this Act, and made a Dominion
road.

Mr. LISTER. Well, it was wrong then, and that is no
justification for the present Act. Two wrongs do not
make one right-perhaps they do in the mind of the hon.
Minister of Customs.

Mr. BOWELL. You did not object to it; it was your
party that did it.

Mr. LISTER. Now, lot us see what the rights of the
people of Ontario were.. As I said, the Provincial Govern-
ment is responsible directly to the people of Ontario.
Under that statute which they have, hon. gentlemen
say these roads have amalgamated with other ronds, and
they deplore that, perhaps. But whether they amalgamated
or not under the laws of Ontario, the Lieutenant-Governor in
Council had a right to regulate the tolls so that if the peopls
were suffering from excessive or exorbitant railway charges
the Lieutenant-Governor had a right to reduce these charges.
You have taken that right away from the Provincial Govern-
ment and the people, and I say that depriving them of that
right is depriving them of a very great advantage indeed.
Yet hon. gentlemen venture to say they have beon deprived
of nothing. Our law also gave the Lieutenant-Governor
in Council power to grant running powers over other rail-
ways. That bas been taken away from the Provincial
Government ; it may he vested in this Government.. But
I say this Parliament is not so amenable to the people of
Ontario as is the Ontario Legislature. This Parliament
consists of members from different Provinces of the Domin-
ion, and it cannot be made te respond to the wishes of any
one Province, as the Legislature of each Province can be
made to respond. The speech of the honà member for Card-
well (Mr. White) was very amusing if it was not logical. He
jutified the taking away of those railways because,.forsooth,
the Province of Quebec or the city of Montreal or some
other place had asked the Government to pass this Act;
because Montreal had asked the Government to .take over
these roads that is held to be a justification for a violent
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seizure of roads in Ontario. That is the argument of the
hon. gentleman. All we, on this side of the House say, is,
that our Province should be placed in the same position as
Quebec. This Government has taken our railways without
the consent of the people. The people have protested as
strongly as it is possible to protest; the Local Governmont
have protested; delegations consisting of the most
respectable and leading men of the different munici-
palities which these ronds traverse have gone to Ottawa
and protested. They have told this Government that
these were provincial roads; they have urged upon the
Government to do an act of justice, by recouping the people
the money which they have expended on those roads. If
it is in the interest of the Dominion that these roads should
be Dominion roads, thon the Dominion should pay to the
Province and the municipalities the money which they
expended on their construction. It is not fair that one Pro-
vince should expend money for the benefit of the whole coun-
try and not be recouped. I was surprised to hear the lan-
guage used by the hon. member for Monck (Mr. McCallum).
No doubt that hon. member, like the hon. member for East
Hastings (Mr. White), would like to see Local Governments
abolished, and have one grand central Government here.
The hon. gentleman never loses an opportunity of rising in
the House and denouncing the Government of Ontario.
But if there is one Government in this -whole vast Dominion
which is entitled to the admiration of the people it is the
Ontario Government. There are no mon from one end of
the country to the other who have stood up so manfully
for provincial rights as the Government of Mr. Mowat and
his colleagues. They have fought the Dominion Govern-
ment during seven or cight years, and have deteated them
in every fray, and the reputation which the First Minister
possessed as a great constitutional lawyer has been driven
to the four winds. So far as the Government of this coun-
try is concerned, there is no Government that is entitled
to the credit, yes, the admiration of the people,
from one end of the Dominion to the other, as
is the Ontario Government, which has steadfastly defended
provincial rights and resisted the encroachments of this
Government and this Parliament on each and every
occasion. If it had not been for the Ontario Government
the federal system would be a myth to-day, form without
substance; but owing to the defence of provincial rights
made by that Government, we are bringing our country
into some shape, we are bringing the people to realise the
fact, that unless we stand up for those rights first, last, and
every time, our present system of government stands the
chance of being swept out of existence. I was going on to
say that the hon. member for Monck (Mr. McCallum) takes
advantage of every opportunity to attack the Ontario
Governnent. I desire to tell him that the Local Govern-
ment, notwithstanding the fact that they have spent vast
sums of money in building railways and in
constructing public institutions, in different parts
of the Province, at an expense of millions, they
have millions in the Treasury to-day; and when the
hon. gentleman says they have to borrow money to meet
their railway liabilities, ho utters a slander on the Local
Government. They are not obliged to borrow money, but
they were obliged to sell securities which are bearing a
large interest, and when the debt became due there would
be a saving to the Province of $50,000. if doos not redound
to the credit of the hon. gentleman that ho should decry
his native Province. Perhaps, if hon. gentlemen opposite
were in power in Toronto, ho would not ho so ready
to make such an attack. I am sorry te see it. I like te soe
a man loyal to his Province; but I am afraid ho is more
loyal to the leader of the Government than ho is te the good
old Province of Ontario. I repeat again that this Act is a
confiscation; it is unjustifiable in every way yon look at it;
it cannot be defended, and when hon. gent1emen opposite
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come to defend this Aot before the Province they will be
told by the people: Why have you opposed the rights o
the Province, and stood up in the House, not for the pur
pose of offering a word in its favor, but of refusing thal
which is justly due. I believe the honest, sincere and true
people of the Province will say that hon, gentlemen opposite
who oppose this motion are not worthy of occupying seats
in this iouse.

Mr. DAWSON. It seems to me rather singular that
when hon. gentlemen on the Opposition side of the Housc
rise to speak about these great railways, they cannot avoid
having a fling at the constituency whieh I have the honor
to represent. The hon. member for North Wellington
(Mr. McMullen) said that the lino running along the north
shore would be of no use to Ontario. We have heard too
much of such language in this House. The hon. member
for North Renfrew stated very properly that the Ontario
Government is deriving a large revenue from timber dues
and the sale of timber berths in the new territory; and I may
say they will, in the future, derive a larger revenue, owing
to the opening up of that railway. I believo our section
of the country, all in aU, is quite egual, as a revenue yielding
district, to any other section of Ontario. Moreover, the
opening of this line fromGravenhurst uorthward, to conneet
with the Canadian Pacifie Railway, may make Toronto the
commercial capital of the Dominion in the place of Montreal.
But it appears to me that it is a rather poor argument to
bring forward to say that, because the railways, which are
in fact extensions of the Pacifie Railway in Quebec,
have been bought up or have been granted a certain amount
of money from the Dominion Treasury, Ontario should get
just as much. The Canadian Pacifie Railway and its
branches within Ontario extend to at least a length of
1,480 miles. That is, if you take the Canada Central line,
the lin. from Callander to Rat Portage and as fqr west as
the disputed territory runs, you will have a distance
of 1,250 miles within this Province. You have with this the
Algoma Mills brandh, and the Callander and Gravenhurst
branch, making in all close on 1,500 miles which
have certainly cost more than $30,000,000, expended in
Ontario by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company. But
the expenditure of a few millions for a road which is actu.
ally, from its geographical position, a portion of the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway-on the north shore of the St. Law-
rence-is regarded as a decided error by these hon, gentle-
men. But lot us take another view of the matter. I have
listened very carefully to all the speeches made on this
subject, and I have endeavored to ascertain what was the
real grievance in declaring these roads to be for the general
advantage of Canada. It seems to me, so far as hon. gentle-
men have explained it themselves, to be a sentimental
rather than a real grievance. The roads are still there;
they are still as useful as ever they were; they have not
been renoved from their places, and they are all doing the
traffic, as they formerly did, and many of them are much
improved. I was in the Legislature of Ontario when the
grants to some of these roads were made. I was there
when the grant was made to the Credit Valley, and
whether I was right or wrong, I opposed the grant to that
road, because it seemed to me to be at that time a some-
what useless line, running, as it did, parallel.to and between
two great lines of road. I may have changed my opinion
now, to a certain extent ; but at any rate, it was
urged in favor of that road that it would be
to the general advantage, that it would eventually be a
leeding lin. of road instead of being a local line, and it was
on that ground that it received the grant. Then there was
the Hamilton and North-Western Railway. I was there
when aid was given to that road. It was urged that it
would be of great use, that it would be a competing lin. to
the Northerb, on which it was represented that the charges

were too high. But it was no sooner completed than the
f two roads amalgamated, to form what is now ealled the
- Northern and North-Western Railway; they pooled their

earnings, and are run as one road, so that the object whieh
the Legislature had in building and giving a grant to that
road was completely frustrated. Well, Sir, the Toronto,
Grey and Bruce is certainly as useful now as ever, and I
have not heard that the rates are higher on that, road than
they were. There is no doubt that Ontario deserves a great
deal of credit for her enterprise, courage and spirit in aid-
ing the construction of these roads; but I think a great deal
more credit would have been due to Ontario if she had gone
hand in hand with the Dominion Government in assisting
to build the Canadian Pacifie Railway. Why, Sir, in the
time of the Reform Government an application was made
to Ontario to grant land in aid. of the building of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, and the Government of
Ontario, at that time, in rather a memorable letter,
written by a member of that Government, objected
to granting land to aid the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
As to the political aspect of the matter, the gentlemen on
the Opposition benches have expressed great fears that the
result of a refusal on the part of the Dominion Government
will be to render hon. members on the Government side
unpopular. I am sure these hon. gentlemen will be exceed-
ingly alarmed; I dare say it would grieve them greatly, if
such were to be the result. That, however, is the manner
in which they express themselves; but I think that they
will meet with disappointment in that respect, and that it
will not have the tendoncy of rendering the Government
unpopular; because, when the matter cornes to be under-
stood in the country, it will be seen and known that the
grievance is more imaginary than real; that the roads are
still there and are being maintained ; that many of them are
better than they were, and that the country has not suffered
loss by the action of the Dominion Government, in declaring
them to be roads for the general advantage of the country

Mr. DESJARDINS. The prominence which ias been
given to the Province of Quebec and to the Conservative
members coming from that Province will explain why I
think it convenient to interfere at this stage of the debate.
I would have expected some of my friends from that Pro-
vince, on the Liberal side of the liouse, to have corne to the
rescue, and express what they think of the position whieh
the Conservative members from the Province of Quebec
have taken with regard to the grants made to railways dur.
ing last Session, and to what they have obtained from
Parliament to the benefit of their Province. They have
listened to the eulogies passed on them by their own allies
from the Province of Ontario, but I have vainly expected
from them an expression of opinion either in approving
those eulogies or protesting against them on their part, so I
think I am justified in speaking a little, if not for them still
from them. The great object of the debate, so far, bas been
to establish an invidious comparison betwecn what they
pretend to be the indifference of our friends from Ontario,
as compared with the greedy demands, the persistent
claims, coming from the Conservatives of the Province of
Quebec on behalf of that Province. As I have already said,
we have, so far, net heard our friends from the Province of
Quebec express their opinion of that matter; but if they do
net speak here their papers in the Province of Quebec speak
for them, and we can easily understand that it would be
really difficult for them to interfere, and show how they
can agree together and work if not only towards defeating
the Government, if they were dble to do so. But we see
they are reaorting to the same kind of warfare. They
want to arouse the prejudices of one frovince against
another, making people believe that one Province is not as
fairly treated as another, and vise versad, so as te raise publie
opinion against the Government, and if they coulddestroy
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or ruin the. Government at the expense of the harmony or
peace of the Confederation, they would only be too glad to do
no. I happen to have in my hand a paper published during
this month, and it is considered to be the Quebec organ of
the Liberal party. If the louse will allow me I shall quote
and translate some extracts from an editorial of that paper
-L'Elcteur. It is entitled " The Justice of our Claims: "

" We publish elsewhere figures, which give the evidence in what an
odious manner we are robbe and spoliated by the Federal Government."
Of course this speaks of the Province of Quebec-

" These figures which have been transmitted to us by Mr. J. C,
Langelier"
If I mistake not this is the brother of the hon. member for
Megantic-
" will prove that the Province of Quebec has thrown into the treasury
of the Confederation, during the firet sixteen years, nearly $20,000,000
more than it has received, whilst the other- Provinces have received
several millions more than they have expended towards the Confeder.
ation.

"After having made o many sacrifices, after having furnished, with.
out any compensation whatever, the greatest part of the millions that
the Governnent have expended lavishly in the other Provinces, we
should have the right to ask something in return, especially whentre have an incontestable right to obtain it."

This is quite different from what has been said by our
friends from Ontario, who pretend that all we have exacted,
al we have obtained, was not because it was just to receive
it, but because the Government was afraid to refuse what we
were asking. We find the men who are taking common
action with the Opposition from Ontario denouncing us for
not obtaining from the Government what they say the Pro-
vince of Quebec is justly entitled to. They publish tables of
figures to show that while the Province of Ontario has
received some 86,000,000 more than she has contributed
towards the revenue of the Confederation, the Province of
Quebec has paid something like 819,000,000 in excess of the
expenditure; and continuing, they show, by figures which,
of course, they claim to bo correct, having been taken
from the Public Accounts, that the Province of Nova Scotia
has received 618,000,000 more than she has expended, the
Province of New Brunswick 821,000,000 more, and so on.
So that you see there is a wide divergence between what is
said here, with regard to what the Province of Quebec has
received, and what it is publicly claimed by the same party
in our Province we are entitled to receive at the hands of
the Government. But I think it will be interesting to con-
tinue these quotations. L'Electeur, which is speaking for the
party, says:

" The French Conservative members from Lower Canada, who give
their help to such an abominable policy, cannot profess to be in -ignor-
ance of the figures we have been publishing in another column, which
show too clearly that in the absence of any other reason the sacrifices
the Province of Quebec has made give us an incontestable right to what
we are asking. They could easily obtain it had they heart and dignity
enough to lay aside their own personal interest and to be satisfied only
witn what the interest of the Province demands."

How such denunciations can be reconciled with what we
have heard during this debate it is not for me to say.
And it proceeds to threaten that if the Province of Quebec
does not receive the justice which she has a right to expect,
and if the Conservative members from the Province of Que-
bec are not courageous enough to claim and exact that from
the Government, we shall very soon sec the end of the Con-
federation. So, we have before us a party united to defeat the
Government, and taking such divergent views of what the
Government has been doing in the way of rendering justice
to the different members of the Confederation. The con-
clusion evidently to be drawn is this, that the Opposition
in raising this debate, are not so anxious to obtain anything
from the Government as to raise prejudices in the different
parts of the Confederation, and to build up their own popu-
larity at the expense of peace and harmony in the country;
and it is well that the public should know it.

Er, DzsJAunms.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. At this late period of the debate I
have no intention of making anything like a speech. I
simply wish to notice two or three of the arguments which
have been brought forward against the contention of this
side of the House. The hon. member for North Renfrew
(Mr. White) commenced his speech with the argument that
because Ontario had made a grant in aid of a road chartered
by the Dominion Government, therefore the Dominion
Government was right in seizing the rest of the railways.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I said it did not lie in the
mouths of hon. gentlemen opposite now to sayqthat because
these roads were taken under the control of the Dominion
Government, therefore they had a claim, inasmuch as the
Local Government did not aiscriminate in making their
grants between roads chartered by the Local Legislature
and those chartered by this Government.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I understand the full force of the
argument; and I ask, if one man ont of the kindness of his
heart shares his goods with a needy neighbor, is that any
reason why that neighbor should turn round and seize upon
the whole of the other man's property? In the same way,
if the Province of Ontario, of its own free will and accord,
seeing that is going to be a partial benefit to the Province,
saw fit to give a grant to a ioad chartered by the Dominion
Government, is that any reason why the Dominion Govern-
ment should turn round and seize the whole of the railways ?
Again, the hon. member for North Renfrew advanced the
argument that this action is perfectly justifiable, because
the Dominion Government is taking as good care of the
roads, and is serving the country as well with them, as the
Local Government was doing. I ask this hon. House if that
argument is any stronger than the other. If one neighbor,
by force of fraud, seizes on the farm of another neighbor,
will any man in his senses plead in a court of law that he
was perfectly justified in doing so because he was taking as
good care of the farm as the other did. The same hon.
gentleman, as well as the hon. member for Cardwell
(Mr. White), brought up the case of the North Shore
Railway as a case in point. Now, I am not very well
acquainted with the transactions relating to that railway;
and in any statements I make I speak subject to correc-
tion. But if I understand the matter rightly, there is no
parallel between the two cases. The North Shore Railway
was built by the Province of Quebee, and the Province of
Quebec sold it and got the money for it. It may be said
for that Province that they did not get all that the road
cost them. That is a matter entirely beside the question;
that is their own lookout. If they made a bad bargain
there is no reason why the other Provinces should be called
upon to make it good to them. But I ask, is that any rea-
son why the roads in the other Provinces should be seized
upon ? How stands the matter with them ? Not a single
dollar has been paid for a road in any one of the Provinces,
that I know of, except for that North Shore Railway. I do
not know what the other Provinces have done, but I know
that the Government of the Province of Ontario has
granted at least $8,000,000 to aid in the construction of
railways, and the municipalities throughout the Province
have supplemented that grant by $14,000,000 or
816,000,000, and to my knowledge the municipalities have
neyer been refunded one dollar of that money.

An hon. MEMIBER. Pembroke.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Oh, yes ; I beg pardon; there was
one, in a critical moment. Well, I think one of the strong-
est arguments used to-night was used by my friend the hon.
member for Monck (Mr. McCallum). He said that there
was only a certain portion of the municipalities where these
roads had been built that had taxed themselves for building
these roads, and that there would be a larger number of
these municipalities who would reoeive nothing back and
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who would have to pay their share of the sum refunded. At
first sight that seemed a very strong argument; but if yon
examine it closely you will find it is no argument at all.
If there is one principle more firmly fixed than another in
the commercial mind it is that every man is bound by the
action of his regularly appointed agent. The action of the
agent is the action of the principal, and the same idea holds
good with regard to the Governmont. For what are Govern-
monts and Parliaments ? They are simply the agents of
the people, responsible directly to the people, and when the
people elect a certain set of men to conduct their business
they are bound by the actions of these men. It makes no
difference, in this respect, whether the municipalities have
contributed anything or are going to receive anything.
They are bound by the action of the men they have
sent to represent them in Parliament. It seems to me
that this action of the Dominion Government is a direct
breach ofone of the fundamental principles of Confederation,
one of the strongest reasons for entering into Confoderation.
It was not very judicious on the part of hon. gentlemen
opposite to try to raise up a feeling in this matter between
one Province and the other. The action contemplated here
has no reference to one Province more than to another. If
Quebec has railways in the same position as those
instanced in Ontario there is not an hon. gentleman on this
side who will not do his best, by vote and voice, to obtain
for her remuneration. It is not by setting up one Province
against another, but by giving to every Province the sanme
mode of justice, that the Confederation will be held together.
This ation on the part of the Government was a breach of
one of the fundamental principles of Confederation. You
are aware, Sir, and the House is aware, that the chiefreason
which prompted the Provinces of Ontario and Qaebec to
contemplate Confederation at all at first was to obtain con-
trol over local matters and over local property, and when
the Provinces retained certain rights and certain powers,
these rights and powers ahould be held sacred ; and I cannot
imagine anything more dishonorable than to try and snatch
away with a strong arm those rights. I do not know how
many roads there are in the other Provinces in the same
circumstances as the Ontario roads mentioned, but I repeat
wherever such a road exists, it matters not in what Pro-
vince, there are no gentlemen in this House who will b
more anxious to do justice, to do all that lies in their
power to obtain justice for them than hon. gentlemen on
this side of the House.

Mr. WILSON. I had no intention of making any remarks
upon this question, until I heard the hon. mem ber for Monck
(Mr. McCallum) remark that the municipalities in the
county I represent were more favored on account of amalga-
mation and becoming Dominion roads. fie referred to the
manner in which they were supplied with railway
facilities. He said that the people of that locality
would not, on any consideration, exchange their position,
since the Credit Valley road had become part of the
Canadian Pacific IRailway, for the position in which
they stood previously. Hie also referred to the fact that it
was under the previous Government that the Canada
Southern was taken as a work in the interest of the Domin-
ion; and tried to draw the conclusion that, therefore, the
arguments offered on this side, in support of our demand upon
the present Government, would bear no weight. I do not
base the case so strongly upon the fact that the Government
assumed control of those roads, although I contend that the
Dominion Government ought not to have assumed the
control of roads constructed by the municipalities and the
Local Government, as thereby the Government encroached
on provincial rights as 1 do upon the policy the
Government adopted lat Session in granting aid to
roads already built. It is the bounden duty of every
hon. gentleman who has ‡he interest of ConfederatiQn at

heart, to show a firm resistance to every act of encroach-
ment by the Dominion Parliament. If we are to remain a
part of Confederation, we should, On each and every occasion
in which provincial rights are encroached upon, resist such
encroachment. The Quebec Government having granted a
certain amount of aid for the construction of a road that is
row in the interests of the great fnternational road,
they were recouped by the Dominion Government,
and the Dominion Government having adopted that
as their policy, we, in Ontario, similarly situated, have a
right to demand similar consideration. I would here state
that we have no disposition to raise sectional feelings, but
we believe that we have a fair and just claim, and we merely
ask for our rights, in the same manner as hon. gentlemen
last Session folt disposed to demand their rights, with this
difference, that we merely ask what they were in a position
to demand from the Government last year under peculiar
circumstances. Had the hon. gentlemen from On-
tario who supported the Government had the same
determination as the tnembers from Quebec,
we would not be in the position in which we are,
but would have equal rights with the other Provinces.
But I would give my hon. friend to understand that, although
we may not be deprived of railway facilities at the present
time, adequate perhaps for the wants of that locality, il is
not from any aid or assistance that we have received from
the Dominion Government, and I further claim that that
locality would have had the same railway facilities
whether the Governmont had assumed, as they
did, in 1883, the control of all the roads in
Ontario or not. That had nothing to do with
the facilities we are now enjoying. That was not a part of
their Act, to offer us any advantages or any benefits on
account of thoir assuming those roads. Therefore, if there
was any argument in what he said, though I do not think
there was, it certainly would not apply, as far as that
locality is concerned, as the people there had all these facili-
ties regardless of the Act of 1883. Further, I suppose that
hardly any members on that side of the House, those who
were in the House during the lat Parliament, would have
recorded their votes for the agreement entered into
between the Government and the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way. I suppose the members supporting that bargain
would not have supported it if it had been announced
from one end of the country to the other, that not
only the amount they were then granting to the
roaid, but millions afterwards, would be demanded for
the construction of that road, not only through the North-
West but through the older Provinces of the Dominion of
Canada. If that scheme had been presented to them, if the
representatives from the Province of Ontario had known,
as they now know, that the Government would have said:
We must recoup the Province of Quebec for the amount of
money it has expended, they would have hesitated beforo
they recorded their votes. In the original agreement for the
construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway, it was not
entertained that the Government should assist that com-
pany in the construction of roads through the older Pro-
vinces. I believe, and I have just grounds for believing,
that it was no more than reasonable and fair to expect that,
if this company built the road through the North-West
Territories, they should seek .to make connection with
existing lines to convey the freight from the North-West
Torritory to the seaboard through the older Provinces.
I therefore fool that the Government were not justified
in the course they took, of granting aid to Quobec last
Session ; but, if so, I say their duty is now to deal 'n
the same manner with the Province of Ontario as they
thon dealt with Quebec. The hon. momber for Cardwell (Ur.
White) and many of those who have spoken on the sub-
ject, seem to offer as an excuse a reason and justification
for the course the Government Las been pursuing, that we
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at the present time, although the roads have amalgamated,
although they have been assumed by the Dominion Govern-
ment, as good if not botter facilities are now offered to the
municipalities than before that assumaption by the Dominion.
This has nothing to du with the subject under discussion.
That is no part of the argument. No doubt those roads
could have amalgamated; very likoly they would have amal-
gamated, if they had remained under provincial control, and
while remaining under that control, we would have had
perhaps better facilities than existed prior to that time,
on account of the roads with which they amalgamated
offering botter facilities for the traffic and the conveyance
of freight. Therefore, that portion of the argument,
amounts to nothing. My hon. friend from Algoma (Mr.
Dawson) seems to think that he was justified when ho was
in the Local Legislature in opposing a grant to the Credit
Valley, on account of its being a local road, aad the section
through which it passed being well supplied with railway
facilities. But what was therestated very explicitly was that
it wasto be a road constructed for the purpose of convoying
freight and trafflc from Toronto westward, to olfer cheaper
rates and facilities, that they were not enjoying under the
existing railways, the Great Western and the Grand Trunk.
That road was serving a useful purpose; it was performing
an important service in that section of the country. It
maybe at present performing as useful service under
the Canadian Pacifie Railway. It is now a part and
parcel of that great trans-continental line, and must be the
most important link in the traffic between the east and the
west; because, I contend, as I have stated before in this
House, that if you build the North Superior line, if you
construct the line from Gravenhurst to Callander, and go
around the north shore, the greater portion of the traffic
will go by the Ontario and Quebec and by the Credit
Valley westward, making its connection at Detroit, either
with the Michigan Central or the Wabash road, and so
getting to Chicago, and lhey will use this road all the year
round, and will catry more traffic over it than over the
main lino. That being the case and the natural outcome of
the construction of the road, I say that part of the
road-the Credit Valley-if no other portion, will be
entitled to consideration at the hands of the Government,
similar to what Quebec received on account of that
portion of its road assumed by the Canadian Pacific
Railway. As an evidence of this, sbowing the intention
of the Government, showing the object they had in view,
during last Session they asked this House to grant a
charter for the construction of a road, or a portion of a
road, so as to ieach Detroit. What object could the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway have in view ? Was it merely to have
running arrangements with other roads ? No; the object
was to reach Detroit, and there to enter into an arrange.
ment with the Wabash, or, very likely, to purchase it
(as it is in difficulties at the prosent time), and reach
Chicago over that road. When once therc, thoy ore
quite safe in reaching the North-West, and then they
will have one of the finest linos from the seaboard to
the North-West, in an old section of country, that will
always furnish them with a very large amount of freight;
and that portion of the road, from Gravenharst to Cal lander
and from this point to the North-West, will, for a portion
of the year at least, be eomparatively of little use. I
think that my friend from Monck (Mr. McCallum) should
have beon a little chary of his opposition on the present
occasion. We know he had a seat in the Local Logis-
lature; he occupied a position there at the time a large
amount of .money was voted by that Legislature for the
construction of railways; and that he supported the
Premier of the day in granting 81,500,000. Some of that·
money was not expended until a few years ago; the whole
of it was not expended at the time he left the Local
Legislature ; but hesupported the Government of John

Mr. WILsoN.

Sandfield Macdonald; he aided and asisted the Province of
Ontario in the ependiture of this money ; ho gave his coun-
tenance ; ho gave his vote. True, when the present leader
of the Opposition formed a Government, my hon. friend
thon found he had granted a million and a-half and should
not grant any more railway aid. Ie voted consistently every
time from that day onward, that no more aid should be given
to railwaye. Prior to that time he was not so careful of the
people's money. le gave his aid and his assistance to the
hon. Postmaster General on every. vote that was recorded
on that occasion, and they got the $1,500,000. Therefore, I
say that he ought to have some consideration and soem
sympathy for the Province; he should have some consider-
ation for the just claims of the peop'e on whom he helped
to impose the burden of $1,500,000. Since this system was
adopted of granting aid to railways in the Province of Que-
bec, it was found that the time had come when a halt had
to be declared. I must say that unless we come to some
arrangement and settlement of this difficulty, this agitation
will continue. I believe that those who put forward the
claim for a recoupment of the aid they have granted have
a just and fair claim, and it ill becomes any hon. gentle-
man on the opposite side of the louse to say that we
make the claim for a political purpose. If we look at
the individuals who have been down here on deputations,
and the various county councils who have passed resolutions
asking for recoupment, and the city councils who have sent
in petitions to the same effect, we shall find that a majority
of them are Conservatives and friends of the present Gov-
ernment. I therefore feel that they ought not, at the pre.
sent time, to charge members on this side of the House with
having a political object in view. The hon. member for
Renfrew, as an illustration showing that the Ontario Gov-
ernment made no distinction in granting aid to roads,
whether they were Dominion or local roads, referred to the
Kingston and Pembroke Railway. I believe that was
chartered under the old Parliament of Canada; and I know
that when I occupied a seat in the Local Legielature,
amendments to that charter were granted by that Legisla-
ture, and therefore it was considered in every sense of the
word as a provincial road, and therefore the argument ho
attempted to base upon that road falls to the ground.

Mr. ALLAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a few words
to advocate the wishes of the strongly Conservative county
council of the county of Grey. At their session in June
last they passed resolutions requesting this Government to
take this matter into consideration, and to recoup those
municipalities who had paid large sums as bonuses to the
different railways. I think this liouse will believe me when
I say that, so far as North Grey is concerned, this question
is purely non-political. That county is more burdered with
railway debts than any county in Ontario, in proportion to
tho value of the lands. It has given within a trille of
6700,000 in municipal bonuses to the various railways pass-
ing through it. I could mention one township which gave
$85,000 in bonuses; and, Sir, to-day, I believe, such is the
position of that township that, if the land were sold by auc-
tion, it would not bring an average of $15 per acre. Many
of the townships in the country which value their proporty
at $50, $60 or $75 per acre, are not indebtod to the same
extent. This county council, representing those farmers
who are seo heavily indebted, believed that the
Government had established a precedent in recoup.
ing the town of Pembroke and the Province of Quebec last
Session, and that they also had a just claim in demanding
some remuneration to those farmers who had paid so liberally
to railway bonuses in the county of Grey. I think the hon.
member for Cardwell (Mr. White) stated that it was a great
advantage to us in having the railway changed from a nar-
row to a broad gauglo; and I understood from his remarks
that ho insinuated that the Canadian Pacifie Railway were
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the means of that change and of this advantage. Well, Sir,
long before the Canadian Pacifie Railway had an existence,or
any intention of taking over the Toronto,. Grey and Bruce,
the latter company had broadened the gauge to the uniform
gauge of the country. And, Sir, in addition to the bonuses
which the Ontario Government bad given towards the
construction of that road, the municipalities along the lino,
which had given every dollar they could in bonuses, and in
many cases more than they could afford, requested the
Ontario Government to advance a still further amount to
enable that company to broaden the gauge and place it in a
position to ho worked with the other ra1h·oads of the country;
and the Ontario Government gave, in addition to the former
bonuses the anm of $ 150,000, to enable that company to re.
build the road,before the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
obtained possesion of it. The hon. member for Cardwell
mentioned that we were very anxious to place that road
under the control of a Dominion lino, and that we requested
the Grand Trunk Railway to take possession of it.
We acknowledge, Sir, that we were very anxious te get
that road under the management of a large and wealthy
corporation, and to-day we do not deny the fact that we
are in a botter position than we were before. We do not
deny the fact that the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company
have added materially to the advantages that road confers
upon the county. But, Sir, I endorse the sentiments
expressed by the county council, to the effect that as the
Government had established the precedent of recouping
the Provinces for the bonuses paid by municipalities, we
were undoubtedly entitled to a share of the reimbursements
thus made by the Government. I hope the Government
will take into their consideration the reasonable request of
the county council, of Grey, and grant that aid to the
farmers te wnich I believe they are thoroughly entitled.
It was rather amusing, Mr. Speaker, to hear the hon.
member for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins) advance the idea
that we should be generons, and not try to croate discord
or jealousy between the Provinces. It is all very well for
that hon. gentleman, after his Province has received ali the
loaves and fishes that have been going, now to ank the
members from Ontario not to create ill-feling by pressing
their claims for an oqual share.

Mr. FAIRBANK. The railway legislation of last Session
not only added largely to the Dominion debt, but laid the
foundation to mapy plaims. While various municipalities
are pressing their claims against the Government, I wish
to file a small caim on behalf of the township in
which I res4e, I cannot contend that it is a very large
portion of the Dominion, but it is an important one, par-
ticularly to those wbo reside there. It is so located, also,
that its highways were constructed at considerable expense
and are maintained at great cost. In addition to its ordin-
ary expenses, it has contributed its proper quota to
Dominion works, also to distant local railways, and has
been forced te build its own railways or largely contribute
thereto. This has been done to the extent of 830,000 by the
township, including its town and village, and when thepe
claims for recouping are boing considered I want the town-
ship of Enniskillen to be remembered. I ask for this on
what I believe to be a sound principle, and if the principal
is paid we will not say anything about the interest. I wish
for a moment to allude, although it has been mentioned
before, to the manner in which the railway account is being
kept with relation to Ontario, and in this connection I will
quote no less an authority than the First Minister. During
last Besion, when railway aid measures were before the
House, a discussion took place, in which that hon. gentlc-
man said:

"If we look back for some years to the time when the original
project of building the oanadian Pacifie Railway was initiated, we
flad that Oalader vas selected as the most euaterly point of that
railway. d4e was çhosa so leog age as 1872. It we thu Uadorstood

that because our ideas were not so large sud our meanus were not so
great, and the prospect of the developtnent of this counntry wus net uo
auured then as it la now-it wu understod that under the terms of
the arrangement with British Columbia the railway should startfrom
British Columbia and corne east until it joined the 0anadian system of
railways; and it was held that if the oastera terminus vasî fed at
r ilander that would be a convenient point, wheft Teonto, wich

rereesents the great commercial portion of Ontario, nould joie it, and
that the eastern porion of Ontario could join it, and that the ca teru
portion of Ontario and the Provincc of Quebec could wok irertwàrd as
fast as they could and all join at Callander."

Thon ho goes on to refer to the change made by granting
aid to the railway from Callander to Pembroke, and says that
" everybody of common sense must have seen " that the same
aid must be givon to the lino to Quebec. On a former
occasion I referred to the location of Callandor, and I think
I shall be justified in referring to it again. Hon. gentle-
men opposite have forgotton where Callander is; or, more
likely, they doubt that other people understood wbere it is,
because it is argued that bonuses having been granted from
Callander to Pembroke it became necessary to continue
that bonusing on as far east as Quebec. But it sbould
be remembered that Callander is located a few miles from
Ottawa river, which is the boundary between the two Pro.
vinces, and it is conti nued down that boundary all the way
to Pembroke. In whose interest was this donc? Was it in
the interest of Toronto, which is said to bo the commercial
centre of Ontario? Does it point towards Toronto? Does
net every mile take it away from Toronto and lead direct
to Montreal, the commercial metropolis of Quebec ? It is
said that it comes to Ottawa. It is true that Ottawî ie all
in Ontario. This argument is continually mentioned by
representatives from Ontario. A somrewhat broader view
was taken by the late lamented member for Maskinongé
(Mr. Houde), who, in referring to the Pembroke Railway,
said :

" To the Aylmer an d Pembroke Railwa'y, $272.000, of which amount
as that road runs between the tw Provinee, I will assign one-third
to Ontario and two-thirds te Que co"
This is the manner in which an hon, gentleman from Quebeo
treated the question.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). The fact is, that a portion of
the road is located in the Province of Ontario.

Mr. FAIRBANK. Unquestionably; but the great pro.
portion is so near the boundary that you can throw a atone
into Quebec.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I am speaking of the road to
which Mr. Houde referred. A part of it is located in
Ontario, and the proportion is, as stated in that hon. gentle.
man's speech, about one-third.

Mr. FAIRBANK. The whole is on the boundary of Ontario
which shows that ho was more liberai than I have given him
credit for being. Not only is te extension from Callander
to Pembroke charged entirely to Ontario, althougi I have
shown that it goes directly to Montreal and pointe sway
from the commercial metropolis of Ontario, but when a
road which is constructed, leading te Toronto, that is, the
road from Callander to Gravenhurst, it is also charged
entirely to Ontario. The two distances would very nearly
ballance each other, one being 120 miles and the other 110,
But hon. gentlemen opposite, following their leader
and the ex-M inister of Railways. charged the entire
amount of both of themn to Ontario. But the charging does
not stop here. The whole Canadian Pacifie Railway on
Ontario soil and rock is charged to Ontario. I wish
the people of that Province to understand thoroughly the
manner in which this railway account is kept. Deputations
are not told when they come here, as they did the other
day, that their application is wrong in prin.le, but they
are told that the Dominion has already given on muen to
Ontario there is no posible basis for a further claim to reet
upon. It will be intereating to know to what is claWned the
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aid given it amounts to. We are given an idea of this in the
speech delivered by the Minister of Railways last Session:

" Nor need I remind the House that in the carrying out of this great
work of an inter-oceanic railway, we have provided for the rapid con-
struction of no les than 650 miles of road from Port Arthur to Oal-
lander, involving the expenditure within the Province of Ontario of
over $20,000,= in connection with the construction of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway."

The hon. gentleman also referred to the construction of the
railway from Callander to Pembroke, and also to the con-
struction of the Callander and Gravenhurst Railway. Add-
ing the cost of these together gave a total of $22,780,000 as
the expenditure within the Province of Ontario at that
time. But you will have noticed in the discussion to-day
that the amount has grown. We have heard of over
$30,000,000 referred to. How does this come about ? The
reason is obvions. Last Session the calculations were only
made from Callander to Port Arthur or Thunder Bay, but
now we have the larger amount. The reason for this may
be illustrated by a map which I hold in my hand. We find
from this map that the boundary of Ontario was placed at
Thunder Bay, or rather at a lino drawn due north from
Thunder Bay, near Fort William. It is clear and well
defined, the color is clearly shown, and the name of Manitoba
is clearly printed upon the map up to that lino. I find this
map was issued by the Department of Public Works and the
name I find attached to it is " Sir Hector L. Langevin, K.C.
M.G., C.B., 1883." I am not an authority upon colore. I do not
think the color is " blue; " I think iL is more ofanother color.
In speaking further upon the question of railways and the
obligations of Ontario, the First Minister remarked :

"But we cannot forget that all the advantages hitherto have been to
the Province of Ontario, to m own Province. Why, Sir, the whole of
the railway from Ottawa to the far North-West, until it strikes Mani-
toba, runs tbrough Ontario; and besides the subsidies that have been
given, the railway running round the north shore of Lake Superior bas
opened up a country magnificent in its future; magnificent forests have
been found to exist there, and its mineral wealth is enormous; and,
Sir, that whole country has been developed te $12,000 a mile granted
to the Oanadian Pacifie Railway, so far as Ontario is concerned, will
pour an enormous wealth into ber Treasury by the opening op of that
countr; good as we know, for its forests; ood, as we believe, for its
agricultural capbilities; good, as we lieieve, also, in ifs minerai
resources; therefore, we are only granting justice teo the Province of
Quebec in paying them the same amount that we have done to the Pro-
vince of Ontario.

We get from this an idea of the amount we have still to
pay-we get an idea of the " development " of the county. We
have some further information upon the county " devel-
oped " at a more recent date, from the chief organ of the
Government in the Province of Ontario. I read from the
Mail of quite a recent date:

" If it be said that the mountain section of the Northern Railway was
more costly than the mountain section of the Canadian Pacific Railway,
and that in the case of the Canadian Pacific the heavy work on the
Pacifie slope has been assumed by the Government, the answer is that
the Northern Pacific had no rock division, 650 miles long, such as that
which stretches lu unbroken deEolation between Port Arthur and
Callander."
That is the development which the First Minister speaks of-
Justice is referred to very forcibly in the extracts I have
read; and the question suggests itself, If the claims of last
Session were simply justice, only justice, why did the
Minstry, as has been said, " wait until the second bell had rung
before they surrendered ? " In stating the railway indebt-
edness of Ontario last Session at $22,500,000, and finding it
now increased to over 830,000,000, we have a new showing of
the watchful parental care which this Government exorcises
over that Province-a parental care which I fear will not be
fully appreciated by that Province. Theint desire to prevent
the extension of the Province west of Thunder Bay seems
to have been because they wished to prevent the increase of
the railway debt of Ontario-because the further west
we went the larger would our indebtedness become. I
think that there is no doubt that out railway resolutions of
last Session were a bad business, bad now, and bad in the

Mr. FAIRBANK.

future. We, on this side of the House, thought then it was a
bad business; we believed that " anybody of common sense "
must have understood it was a bad business. And what is the
summing up of the whole matter ? The Government had
dotermined to give a large sum of money to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, and it became necessary for them to give
subsidies to Quebec, and also to partially sugar-coat the pill
for the Province of Ontario, by giving them certain sums.
But I think that in this matter we have got into a difficulty
which it is hard to see the end of.

Mr. TROW. I would not have risen to my feet-for I
am very diffident on this, as on all other eocasions-had it
not been for the remarks made by the hon. member for
Renfrew (Mr. White), and the hon. member for Hochelaga
(Mr. Desjardins), who apparently accused the mover of this
motion of bringing up t he resolution merely for some poli-
tical purpose. Now, I know that was quite foreign to him,
and that he brought it up for no such purpose, but merely
in the interest of the Province of Ontario. It is a matter
of indifference how long we discuss this matter on this
side of the House, for we are unfortunately not in a posi-
tion, in point of numbers, to bring that pressure on the
Government which supporters of the Government may do,
if they feel inclined, in a similar manner to that in which
the supporters of the Government from Quebec did last
Session. We on this side of the House attach no blame
whatever to the supporters of the Government from the
Province of Quebec in getting justice done to their Pro-
vince. What we say is, that the supporters of the Govern-
ment from the Province of Ontario are silent in the interests
of their own Province. It strikes me very forcibly that
those hon, gentlemen, even in the arguments they have
used, have stood diametrically opposed to the interests of
their own Province. It seems to me it would be botter for
them to take a leaf out of the books of the hon. members for
Quebec, even if they had to retire for a few days or hours to
No. 8, and deliberate calmly over the matter. It might hap-
pen that the leader of the Government would ultimately sue-
éumb to thoir persuasive efforts. My own county has
probably done more than any other county in western
Canada in the way of bonuses for railway construction.
We have one lino running from Lake Erie to the Georgian
Bay, a distance of some 160 miles, and there is not a munici-
pality on the lino but has contributed very largely towards
its construction. I know that the county I represent has
given at least $350,000. The town of Stratford alone gave
$60,000 to aid in the construction of that road; the county
voted $120,000; the township of Mornington, $40,000; the
township of Wallace, $40,000, and other municipalities cor-
responding amounts. So that if any county is interested
in being recouped by the Government it is the county of
Perth ; and I do think the Government would be justified
in giving these municipalities something in compensation,
as they have done to other municipalities heretofore.

Mr. COOK. Before the motion is put, I wish to correct
a statement made by the hon. member for Renfrew (Mr.
White). He stated that when that bonus was recouped to
the town of Pembroke he had a larger majority outside of
the town of Pembroke than I had in my whole county. He
said he had the returns before him.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I said I had not the returns.

Mr. COOK. I saw a book that looked very much like
the returns on your desk. But I want to tell the hon. gen-
tleman that he was wrong. I do not suppose that ho meant
to state what was not correct, but he did not read rightly
the returns, or if he had not the returns, lie ought to have
been more careful in making a statement without them.
Ris majority outside of the town of Pembroke was 104;
my majority was 138. There is'only a difierence of 34, but
his majority outside of Pembroke was not as large as the
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majority I had in my county. The hon. member also state
that, the Province of Ontario received large revenues fron
the late disputed territory.

Mr, WHITE (Renfrew). No; what I said was, that ir
that portion of the territory which was not in dispute a
considerable amount of money had been received through
the opening of the railway.

Mr. COOK. Well, they have been receiving something
but not very much, from the fact that lumbering operations
are not carried on there to a very large extent. He alsc
stated that the Pacifie Railway developed that country very
greatly, and I understood him to refer to the territory which
has been decided by the Privy Conncil to belong to Ontario,
I want to say that I do not think that road has developed
that country, as regards the timber. Of course, it sent in a
number of gentlemen there ; John Shields and other men
of that ilk have reeeived from this Government large
timber limits illegally in that section; but I do not think
they have developed the country to any extent whatever.
I have not heard of those parties having commenced
lumbering there. There are a few companies operating
there that were there years before this Government
came into power. My hon. friend also said that this
was a political move. Of course, he measures other
people's grain in his own half-bushel. I suppose lie
knew it was a political move when the town of Pem.
broke was recouped to the extent of the bonus it gave
to the Canada Central Railway. It was done just before
the election, when the campaign was going on, and that
was a very suspicions time. The hon. member for Muskoka
(Mr. O'Brien) stated that the county council of Simcoe had
sent a deputation here on a fool's errand. Well, I must pro-
test against such language. I think the county council of
Simcoe, although largely Conservative, with a majority
almost two to one, is a very intelligent body of men, as
intelligent a body of men as you will find in any county
council, probably in any Legislature, in this country, although
a large portion of them are Conservatives. I suppose my
hon. friend has no kindly feelings toward them, from the fact
that I believe lie was at one time an aspirant for the posi-
tion of reeve in one of the townships of the county, but they
rejected him, and he wishes to take this opportunity now of
paying them back, by giving them a slap in the face. I am
obliged to the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White), for
endorsing the statement I made, that the county solicitor
had drawn the agreement so loosely between the munici-
palities and the railway company that a coach-and-four could
be driven through it. I am sure the hon. member for North
Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) will ndt thank him very much for
this endorsation of my statement.

Mr. POPE. I have a few words to say on this subject
before the debate closes. You would think, from what we
have heard from the other side of the House, that Ontario
was very unjustly dealt with. You would think that this
policy was pressed upon Ontario by the lower Provinces,
and particularly by the Province of Quebec. I fail to se.
that Ontario has been so very unjustly dealt with, though I
can quite understand how this important delegation from
Simcoe came here and pressed their claim for the return of
the subsidies. Is there any one in the world who will
object to take money when he can get it ? That was their
position. If money was due to them they were ready to
take it; and they acted like gentlemen. But what is all
this row about? Is there any man who can show me? I
find that there are forty-two roadswhich have either declared
themselves to be under the Diminion Parliament or that
do not oomne under the operation of this Act. Then, I
find that there are roads affected by this Act; and I wish the
attention of those hon. gentlemen who have declared in this
House, and who go into the highways and streets, declaring
that they are ready and willing to do justice by everybody,
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d and only want others to do likewise by them. I arm not
i speaking of those roads in Ontario, which are themselves

at liberty, under Provincial ohartere, to lase their toads or
to lease other roads; nor am I spoaking of thie Grand Trunk
or other roads enumerated in the Act of 1883 as ooming
under that Act. I am not speaking of those lines leased
by the Grand Trunk, but of those which have notbeen leased,
and come within this Act. Well, Sir, of those seventeen
roads, how many do we find in the Province of Ontario ?
You will be surprised when I tell you that there are
two roads affected by this Act, which those hon.
gentlemen are making such a noise about, and only
two. All the other roads which were chartered by
Acts from the Legislature of Ontario amalgamated
themselves with or leased themiselves to the Grand
Trunk or other leading railways before the Act of 1883 was
passed. Now, Sir, of those seventeen, how many roads do I
find in the Lower Provinces ? I find fifteen-the Waterloo
and Magog, the St. Martin's Junction, the South-Eastern, the
Stanstead, Shefford and Chambly, the Quebec Central, the
Quebec and Lake St. John, the Northern and Western of
New Brunswick, the Montreal and Vermont Junetion, the
Montreal and Sorel, the Massawippi Valley, the Kent
Northern, the Jacques Cartier, the Albert, the Chatham,
and the Grand Southern. And yet you do not se. them
coming hore. Now, I ask these gentlemen who get up here
and declare that they are ready to pay every other Province,
to stop up andshow that they aro willing to do it. Let them
put thoir hanJs in their pockets, and we are willing to meet
them. I claim it is absurd for mon to come to this fouse and
ask to be paid back subsidies on account of the amalgamations
of railways when, as a consequence of the amalgamations,
they have much greater accommodation than previously,
when instead of one train a day there are six trains a day.
Let thom go to the Lower Provinces, where the roads are
four or five times as numerous, and recoup them.

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

the House.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 11 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TuzSDAY, 17th March, 1885.

The SPEAKzR took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS.
Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had received

from the Registrar of the Supreme Court of Canada, certi-
fied copies of the judgments and decisions of the said court
in the election appeals relating to the electoral district of
Lavis, in the Province of Quebec, and the eleetoral district
of the West Riding of Northumberland, in the Province of
Ontario, by which judgments the elections in the said two
electoral districts wore declared to be void.

Mr. SPEAKER also informed the House that, in con-
formity with the Act, 37 Vic., cap. 5, sec. 36, ho had
issued his warrant to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery,
to make out two writs of election for the said electoral
districts.

ST. PATRICK'S DAY-ADJOURNMENT.
Mr. CURR AN. As the presence in so many button-holes

of the green immortal shamrock indicates that this is St.
Patrick's Day, I beg leave, without further preface, to move
that when this Rouse rises at six o'clock this evening, it
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do stand adjourned until to-morrow at three o'clock in honor
of the patron saint of old Ireland.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Mr. Speaker ,-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. CASGRAIN. It appears to be the opinion that when

I riso to speak in this House I ought to be shut down.
An hon. MEMBER. Shut up.
Mr. CASGRAIN. I do not intend to oppose the motion

which has been made. On the contrary, I have a double
reason for not doing so, because my children have some
Irish blood in them. But that is not the point at present.
I think the hon. member who has taken the lead in this
matter has taken a part that should have been taken by the
leader of the Hfouse; but as the First Minister is not here,
though ho ought to be bore, if my hon. colleague from
Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) will delay the motion until
the First Minister is here, he will render me.a service per-
sonally, and perhaps the publie also. If ho persists, I may
not object at the present moment, but I will take an oppor-
tunity on another occasion to express my views. But I
think ho ought to acceed to my request.

LIBRAIRY OF PARLIAMENT.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved that the louse go into
Committee on Thursday nezt, to consider tIâe following
resolution:-

Resolved, That it is expedient that hereafter the officers and servants
of the Library of Parliament should consist of :-

of the blue-books as soon as the Englieh blue-books are
issued.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) In answer
to the hon. member, as to the remarks he has just made
concerning newspaper mon, I must tell him that this mat-
ter does not at all lay in the power of the Government. It is
a matter which is altogether within the jurisdiction of the
House and, therefore, application should be made to the
House. There are committeos appointed for that purpose
and these committees are obliged to see that the both ver-
sions of Bansard should be distributed at the same time.
As regards the hon. member personally, and also other
hon. French-speaking members of this House, I must tell
him that the returns brought down in the House are gener,
ally published in English first, and that, consequently, the
translation must be made afterwards. That is the reason
why these returns are not published in both languages at
the same time. However, if the hon. member will recollect
what has taken place during last Session and during the
present Session, ho will find that, in several instances, the
two versions have been issued at about the same time. At all
events, the moment the English version is issued by the
members of the Government it is sent to the translators, and
frcm that moment it is taken out of the control of the
Government and is put under the control of the House. I
answer in French to the hon. member because this matter
concerns more especially the French members of this
House.

REPORT ON MANUFACTURES.

1. Two officera, one to be called the General Librarian, the other the Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I beg to call the attention of tho
Parliamentary Librarian, and to hold a joint commission as " Librarian Govornment and the House to a defect in the report rela-of Parliament " and to have equal powers. . . s.

2. Two first-class clerks. tive to the manufacturmg industries of Canada. I have
3. Two second-class clerks, pernsed this report carefully, and am unable to find in it
4. Three third-cla clerks. any mention of the manufacturing industries of British5. One chief messenger..asfros
6. Three messengers. Columbia. Although the commissioners went as far east
Resolved, That the salaries of the officers holding said joint commission as Prince Edward Island, the most western Province, the

shall be flied at sums not exceeding the sum of three thousand ($3,000) Province of British Columbia, is left out entirely. Why, Iper annum for each officer, and that of the Chief Messenger shall not
exceed seven hundred dollars, and that the salaries of the other officers cannot understand. It cannot be because we have no indus-
and of the servants of the Library shall be fired from time to time by tries there, for we have more industries in British Columbia
Order of the Governor in Council according to the scale of salaries pro- than have some other Provinces which are mentioned in

i fornhe ime orpati ag the r ivi Service which may be this report, and it therefore appears to me that a slight has
Provided always, that the salary of any officer or servant now been cast on the Province of British Columbia by this omis-

employed in the Library shall not be diminished. sien to pay a little attention te her industries, especially as
Motion agreed to. the people of that Province pay more per capita into the

Dominion Treasury than do the people of any other Province
DISPUTED TERRITORY-INDIAN TITLE. in the Dominion. Perhaps some hon. gentlemen opposite

imagine that we have no industries in British Colum-
Mr. MILLS. I would like to enquire of the Goverument bia, and to remove that impression I will refer

when we may expect to receive the information relating to to a few of thom. We have the lumbering indus-
Indian matters, correspondence between the Governmonts try on a very large scale, our fishing industry, our
of Ontario and the Dominion, in reference to the Indian canned fish industry, which is larger than that of the rest
title to the disputed territory. Those papers were asked of the Dominion put together; we have the manufacturing
for several weeks ago. We know the Governmont will of furniture industry, the organ factory, boot and shoe
make some claim to these territories adverse to the claims industry, cigar factories, sash and door factories, brass
of the Province of Ontario, and we have no means, without works, boiler yards, stove factories, glove and shirt factories,
these papers, of knowing the nature of their claims. foundries, soap factories, marble works, carriage factories,

Sir LEONARD TILLE Y. I will have the matter several broweries, a ginger ale factory, and many others too

attended te. numerous to mention, and I may say that within the last
three or four years those industries have considerably in-

TRANSLATION 0F PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. creased in capacity, and it is in the interest of the Govern-
ment and the country at large that something should be

Mn. CASGRAIN. I have been asked to draw the atten. made known about them as well as about other industries

tion of the Government to the fact that the French versions n the other Provinces. Our coal industries also are of vast

of the Hansard and the Votes and Proceedings do not reach importance to the Dominion, giving as they do employment

the press iu due time. I do not say that is the fault of the a t hundreds of mon. The area of env col feld is immense,
Government, but simply call their attention to it so that it and the quality of our coal wi u bsurpassed. I sincbrely trust
may be remedied. The French newspapers complain that that aupplemetary report witl ho made and submitted te
they are four or five days late in gettig their Hansard ths fouse which will ombrace the industries of British
reports and Votes and Proceedings. Another grievance on m.
the part of French-speaking members and the French Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I can assure the hon. gentle.
Canadian ressis that they do not get the French versions man that if a supplementary report be made British
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Columbia will be included. The object the Government had
in view was to obtain such information as could be secured
between the first of June and the first oi January, with
reference particularly to the more important manufacturing
centres. It was not intended to take in the whole of the
Dominion, but only the principal manufacturing centres,
and this will explain also why, as regards the Maritime
Provinces, more prominence was given to St. John, Halifax
and other leading points than to less central points. If any
supplementary enquiry be made, of course it will embrace
British Columbia.

Mr. BLAKE. I have observed the defect in the report to
which the hon. gentleman alludes, but I have imagined a
different explanation of it from that to which the hon.
gentleman alludes. I thought that in the mind of the Gov-
ernment, their exports were entirely overshadowed by
their great importing industries, especially the importing of
Chinese.

DAILY ISSUE OF THE DEBATES.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I desire to call the
attention of the Ransard Committee to the fact that several
journaliste complain that they never receive the Hansard
for a week after it is published. We agreed to give up one
of our additional numbers for the sake of supplying the
journals. If they are to be supplied at all, I think they
should be supplied promptly.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). We did not agree as a matter
of fact to give up anything. The Committee desired to give
up one of the bound volumes in order to supply the news-
papers. But the distribution takes place in the same way
as the ordinary Sessional Papers, and sometimes some two
or three papers or the issues of two or three days go. out
together, instead of one going out every day, as it should.

THE BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to ask the Government
if they can give us any idea how long this protracted
debate on the tariff will continue. I understand that a list
of fifteen or twenty speakers has been made by the whips,
and the people of the country are anxious to know when
we shall get to business.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We have no rule for shorten-
ing the debates.

WAYS AND MEANS-TIHE TARIFF.

House res-umed adjourned debate on motion ofSir Leonard
Tilley to go into Committee of Ways and Means.

Mr. BURNS. Convinced as I am that the subject under
discussion is pretty well exhausted, I rise with a great deal
of diffidence, and feel that in doing so I am perhaps not only
trespassing upon the patience and temper of the flouse and
on our time here, but that I will cast but very little new
light on any matter which has been referred to. The sub-
jects which have been referred to by the Minister of Finance
are certainly of very great importance, and have been very
fully dealt with by members on both sides of the House.
Every argument which has been advanced by gentlemen
on the opposite side, every statement which has
been made by them, not only in the present debate
but in years gone by, has been answered not only by
the gentlemen who sit on this side of the House but by the
country, and by the country more than once. Therefore,
as it would be only to take up the time of the House to again
answer them, and as I am especially reminded of that
fact by the enquiry just addressed to the Government by
the hon. member for Northumberland, I will only occupy
a short time as I am as anxious as any hon. gentleman can

be to proceed to the serions business which has brought us
here. There were a few observations made by gentlemen
on the other side, which I eau only characterise as reckless
statements, which I think make it necesary that some
one who is in some degree conversant with some of the
matters referred to should make a few remarks in reply
to them. The situation has been described by the hon.
member for Queen's, Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies),
and the hon. member for Queen's, New Brunswick (Mr.
King), as grave and gloomy. They have told us that
the taxation of the country is increasing. I think
they went to the length of stating that taxation
had increased, at a greater rate than in any other
country, at even four times the rate that it had
increased in any other country. They stated also that the
exodus was going on at a far greater rate than at any other
period in the history of Canada, and many other things.
I will attempt to show by some statistics that I bave
prepared that, so far as the Provinces of New Brunswick
and Nova Scotia are concerned-and it is to those two Pro-
vinces that I intend to confine my remarku-the gentlemen
I have referred to, as well as the member for Brant (Mr.
Paterson), who seems to pay special attention t those
Provinces, are in error. They have attempted to show that
previous to the election of 1882, the imposition of dnty, or, as
we say, the readjustment of the tariff, would have the effect
of crushing the industries of those Provinces, that the efect
of the National Policy would be to injure the lumber trade,
to injure those engaged in the fishing industry and those
engaged in farming. The statements which I will read to
the House will go to prove I think that under the operation
of that policy, those special industries have not been de-
stroyed, but that on the contrary they have increased and
prospered. We find a large increase in the exorts of New
Brunswick and Nova Scotia. We find that in 1878, the
export of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia amounted to
$18,768,810, and in 1884, under the influence of this
National Policy, which was to crush out the lumber trade
and the fisheries and the farming industry, they had
increased to $17,352,428, an increase of 63,583,618 in the
short space of six years. I might remind the House that
this increase is made up altogether of the very things which
this policy was to stamp out of existence-lumber, and the
products of the fisheries, and the produce of the mine and
the product of the farm. In 1878 the export of fisheries
from New Brunswick and Nova Seotia-for I take them
together-amounted to $5,197,840. In 1884, they had
increased to 86,213,152, or an increase of over a million
dollars. The product of the mines in 1878 was exported to
the extent of $652,231, while in 1884 it had reached
$954,980, or an increase of $302,749. The lumber
exports of 1878, from those two Provinces were
85,573,469, and in 1884, under this National Policy they had
increased to 87,317,647, or an increase of $1,744,178.
Grooping together the agricultural and animal products, we
find that in 1878 the exports were $910,252; in 1884,
61,697,130, or an increase of 8786,878. The gross increase
in the exports of minerals, fish, lnmber and farm produce
from 1878 to 1884 was 83,849,117. Now, Sir, if the National
Policy was so disastrous in its effects as those hon. gentle-
men prophesied it would be, some years ago, and as they
assert it is to-day, I ask why it is that our exporte of pro-
ducts have gone on increasing ? In proof of the fact that our
increased exports have been productive of an accumulation
of wealth to the country, and as some proof that the wealth
of the country has increased, I propose to read some figures
with reference to the state of those Provinces as regards the
amount of extra capital which they have now compared
with that which they had in 1878. In 1878 the balances in
the Government Savings Banks in New brunswick, Nova
Scotia and Prince Edward Island were $4,371,310.60; in
1884 they had increased to $12,212,675, or an increase of
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$7,840,765. The paid-up capital of the chartered banks was
$5,794,760 in 1878; in 1884 it was $6,380,246, or an increase
of $585,486. The gross deposits in chartered banks in 1878
was 85,816,212, while in 1884 they were $9,753,446, or an
increase of $3,937,234. I ask, is that any proof that the
condition of those Provinces is less favorable under the
influence of the National Policy, that they are less wealthy
and less prosperous to-day than they were in 1878 ? I
will take one industry alone which, in the elections of 1882,
we were told would have to bear the heaviest burthen under
the National Policy, and that is the fishing industry. That
is an industry with which I am well acquainted; an indus-
try in which the people of my county are more directly
concerned than in any other; an industry which gives
employment in the county I have the honor to represent, as
well as in other counties of New Brunswick and Nova
Scotia, to a very considerable portion of the population.-
Now, Sir, in 1878, the amount of capital invested in fishing
-material-exlusive of the capital invested in fishing craft,
boats and schooners, which is a very large amount-the
the capital invested in those two Provinces at that time
was a little over $200,000. In 1883, which is the latest
daté up to which I ean find any reliable statistios, the
capital invested was $1,200,000, or an increased investment
in that industry of over one million dollars. The value of
the fish caught in 1878 in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia
was something over $7,600,000; and in 1883 it had
increased to very nearly $11,000,000. Taking the
amount invested in fishing material in the year 1878
and the value of fish caught in that year, we
find they represent the sum of 67,872,741 ; while
in 1883 they reached $12,043,183. Speaking specifically,
the increase in the value of materials in 1883 over 1878,
was $956,490 ; and the increase in the value of fish caught
was 83,213,952, making a gross increase of $4,170,442 in
that industry alone. That, Sir, is exclusive of a very large
increase in the amount of capital which we know as a mat-
ter of fact had been invested in the building and fitting out
of schooners and boats with which to prosecute that industry.
Now, Sir, after referring to those special industries in which
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia are more largely interested
than any other Province of the Dominion, I may be permit-
ted to make reference to the cause of the depression-o
make the same reference that bas been made by gentlemen
on both sides of this House. The depression in trade in
New Brunswick and Nova Scôtia, if any depression in trade
existe, is only in one or two particular industries, but mainly
in the shipbuilding business. To a certain extent there is
a depression in the lumber trade, but that depression is not
in the direction of any decreased output, or of any decreased
export, but it is in the direction of lower prices for our
products. But while that industry may be affected in this
respect, and while our lumber may be bringing a less price
to day than it did in former years, every person engaged in
that industry, every person outside, I may say, of the shipper,
the farmer who sells bis produce to the lumberman and the
man who works in the woods, in fact everybody connected
with that trade, from the farmer to the manufacturer of the
lumber-every person, 1 think I can safely say, with the
exception of the shippers, has derived large gains from that
industry during the last four years. The shipbuilding indus-
try is, no doubt, very depressed, and I see no reason to hope
that so far as wooden ships are concerned that trade will be
revived. The days of wooden ships are gone by, and we
are brought face to face with the fact that in the future the
carrying trade of the world will be done by steamers, or if
not altogether by steamers then by iron vessels. To show
to what extent steam vessels are superseding sailing vesels
I will quote to you ome figures which I have prepared as
showing the amount of tonnage arriving from sea in
the Provinoes of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia,
in the years 1878 and 1884 respectively, and it will show

Mr. Bums.

the large increase of steam tonnage over sailing tonnage.
In 1878 the number of steamers that arrived in the ports of
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia was 1,040, with a gross
tonnage of 635,457. In 1884 the number of steamers was
1,528, with a gross tonnage of 1,081,163, showing an increase
in number of 448, and of tonnage 440,706. The number of
sailing vessels that arrived in New Brunswick and Nova
Sootia ports in that l ear was 5,637, with a gross tonnage of
1,132,899. In 1884 the number of sailing vessels had
increased very considerably; but, as you will notice, the
tonnage had increased but very littie. As against
5,637 sailing vessels in 1878 there were 7,324 in 1884; but
as against 1,132,899 tons in 1878, there were only 1,213,456
tons in 1881, showing a very slight increase in tonnage but
a decided increase in the number of vessels. At this point
let me give to the House my idea as to the cause of the in-
crease in the number of vessels without any corresponding
increase in the tonnage. The explanation to my mind lies
in this fact, that the increased number of vessels which
arrived was largely made up of fishing and coasting vessels,
vessels of very small tonnage; because, if yon take the
number of vessels in connection with the extra tonnage, you
will find that the vessels only averaged about 50 tons each.
So we have, comparing 1878 with 1884, an increase in steam
tonnage of 440,706 tons, and an increase in the tonnage of
sailing vessels to the extent of 100,557 tons. This will go to
show, as I have stated, that steam tonnage is rapidly super-
seding sailing vessels, and that the decline in shipbuilding
in the Maritime Provinces is not due to any cause we can
control or due in any respect to the effects of the National
Policy. I hope-to live to see the day when we, being deter-
mined to keep pace with the age and retain for ourselves
the large carrying trade we have enjoyed for so many
years, and which we still continue to enjoy to a very great
extent, though to an extent rather more limited than here-
tofore, will be building not only iron sailing ships but iron
steaners and in that way showing our determination to
maintain our place as the fourth or fifth maritime power in
the world. I may be pardôned if I refer in this connection
to the incrense in the fisheries that has taken place in the
county which I have the honor to represent; for disguise
it as we may, while we are disposed to take a :statesman-
like view of questions and view them froin a national stand-
point, we are disposed to look ut what more immediately
concerns us and at the state of affairs which
exists in the locality in which we have special
interest. I find that in the County of Gloucester the value
of the fish caught in 1878, added to the value of
the fishing material was $544,000. In 1883, only five
years afterwards, it had reached $700,000, or an increase of
over 25 per cent. in that brief period. If the fisherman is
so oppressed as hon. gentlemen opposite would lead us to
suppose, and would lead the fishermen to suppose, I ask, why
have they gone on year after year adding to their production
and their wealth ? An hon. gentleman opposite asked,
what have the Government done for the fishermen; what
have they done for the lobster mon? My answer to that
hon. gentleman is this: The Goverament of the day, owing
to the large increase in the revenue of the Dominion, were
enabled to devote $150,000 a year as a bounly in order to
stimulate and develop our fishing industry. That is what
the Govern ment of the day have done for the fishermen and
lobster-men of the Maritime Provinces. The Government
have, moreover, given to those engaged in the lobster indus-
try free tin, They have also given free salt, free lines, and
free twine.

Mr. VAIL. They already had it.

Mr. BURNS. Admit that the fishermen always had free
salt. But if we were to believe what hon. gentlemen opposite
asserted time after time, if we were to believe what hon.
gentlemen opposite stated during the campaign of 1882e the
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fishermen would be taxed on salt and on everything else that'
entered into their industry, I recollect very well that during
the campaign in New Brunswick that was one of the
strongest points which bon. gentlemen opposite attempted
to make. They said to the fishermen, if you go for the
National Policy and return members pledged to support it,
you will flnd not only that lines, twine and everything
else you consume and use will be taxed, but salt also.

Mr. VAIL. That is not so.

Mr. BURNS. I have a lively recollection of what occur-
red durîng that time. It was distinctly stated that a tax
would be placed on salt.

Mr. MILLS. And you said the producer pays the tax.

Mr. BURNS. I did not say that the producer pays the
tax. The Government have given the fishermen and lob-
stermen of the Maritime Provinces, as well as people in
other parts of the Dominion, not only the articles I have
mentioned duty free, but also free tea and free coffee. WC
know as a matter of fact that tea is almost a necessary of
life, and that it enters very largely into the consumption of
the lumbermen and fishermen; and were it not perhaps for
the National Policy which obtained from luxuries a suffi-
cient amount of revenue, we would have been unable to
get free tea and free coffee.

Mr. FORBES. How about free moal and free flour?

Mr. BURNS. I say that practically in New Brunswick
we get free flour. The number of barrels of flour imported
from the United States into Now Brunswick is very small
as compared with the quantity we receive from the Upper
Provinces. And I ask these gentlemen who asked that
question, Has the 50 cents per .barrel imposed on flour,
increased the priee of flour to the consumer to that extent ?
I answer most unhesitatingly, no, it bas not; and for ths
Teason, a reason which has been cited more than once, fhat!
so long as we have in Canada a surplus product, so long;
will we not feel the effects of the imposition of the duty.
We might as well say that the imposition of a duty of a
dollar a thousand on spruce deals-of which my hon. friend
from Queen's (Mr. King) is quite au fait-would enhance-
the price to the extent of the extra dollar. An hon. gentle-
man on the opposite side bas asserted with that reekless-
ness which characterises many of the assertions of the gen -
tlemen on the opposite side, that there are thousands out
of employment in the Maritime Provinces. I ask him, did
ho consider what ho was going to say before ho made
that statement; did ho ask himself, Is the statement I am
about to make a correct one? I challenge hon. gentlemen
to prove that to-day there are thousands out of employ-ment
in the Maritime Provinces. No such thing, Sir. On
the contrary I assert that to-day the workman of New
Brunswick is in as good a position, if not in a botter posi-
tion, than he has been at almost any time in the history of
New Brunswick. I say that to-day the farmers of New
Brunswick-and the farmers form a large proportion of the
population of that Province-are in as comfortable circum-
stances as they ever were in the history of that Province;
that to-day they are getting as good prices for their products
as they ever got, when you take those prices in connection
with the prices of the articles which that farmer has to buy.
I say that the purchasing poweî of the farmer's money, of
the artisan's money, of the laborer's money to-day is greater
than it bas been at almost any time in the history of the
Maritime Provinces. Not only did the hon. gentleman
assert that thousands are out of employment in New Bruns-
wick and Nova Seotia to-day, but ho went further and
asserted that the laborer and the artisan of England
were in a botter position to-day than at any time
before this. I ask these hon. gentlemen if they
have read what has been published at a very recent

period of the troublesome times they have had in England-
of the number of unemployed in the great manufacturing
city of Birmingham, or in the city of London ? If they
have read those reports; they are the best answer that cen
be made to the assertion that the laborer and the workman
of England are in a botter position to-day. than at any, time
heretofore. Now, Sir, in this country labor-to quote the
language used by the hou. member for Queen's-is in this
position : A man can get an honest day's wages for an
honest day's work, and with that honest day's wages ho is
enabled to buy sufficient food and clothing for his family to
live in comfortable circumstances-far more comfortable
circumstances than the laboring mon can in that great
country of free trade-England. Let us contrast the posi-
tion of the laborer of this country with that of the laborer
in England a little further. You will find, Sir, that here ho
lives in a style. entirely different from that in which the
laborer of England lives. What are considered every day
necessaries of life bore, are donied the working mon of
England. The food which is considered a luxury in Eng-
land, is here considered an article for use every day and
hour. We find, Sir, that in comparing rates of taxation
in the two countries, hou. gentlemen opposite steer clear of
telling this point; they fail to tell us that while England
bas free trade--a policy from which I say she is euffering-
taxation there is far greater than it is in this country. It
is not necessary for mo to enter into detailé; I think they
have been produccd for the information of this House before.
It is enough to say in general terms-onough to make the
statement which I•challenge hon. gentlemen opposite to
deny, that the rate of taxation in fro trade England is much
greater than it is in Canada. We have in this country no
such thing as an income tax, or at loast n.t one which
bears the-slightest resemblance to the tax so called in Eng-
land. My hon. friend the member for Queen's, New Brune-
wick (Mr. King), in the statement whieh ho made to the
House the other night, rolled up a very large bill against
the Upper Provinces. In bis efforts to show that
New Brunswick was heavily taxed ho went into calculatious
showing the increased amount we have to pay to
Que bec and Ontario for their manufactured goods. The
same hon. gentleman would have us believe that it was our
intorest to trade with tho United States; ho would have us
believe that we could buy goods more cheaply in the United
States than we can in Canada, and yet we find that in the
United States those goods were produced under an impost
much heavier than exists in Canada to-day. The hon.
gentleman must have been driven to his wits' end to make
out a grievance for New Brunswick when ho showed that a
large amount was due New Brunswick, because of the
higher prices we had to pay for the productiQns of Ontario
and Quebec. True, ho said that state of things existed only
in the earlier years of the National Policy, and that to-day
we are buying those goods at a very moderate price. Is
it not botter that we should buy our manufactured goods
from Quebec and Ontario-assuming for the moment that
we are not able, as hon. gentlemen say, to compete with
those Provinces in the production of manufactured goods-
is it not botter to buy from Quebec and Ontario than
from the people of the United States, who are strangers
to us ? I remember, Sir, reading a speech dolivered
by the hon. member for Queen's, I think in 1879, in which
ho made the statement that if the Goverument wished to
depopulate the country they had only to apply the National
Policy. Now, Sir, bas that statement been verified ?
lias the country become depopulated ? Is New Brunswick
depopulated under this tariff ? I see my hon. friend
nodding-making that assertion by a movement of hie head.
Now, Sir, if the country is depopulated whv is it that by
the last eensus the population of the country bas increaed ?
Why is that so much wealth has been accumulated ? Why
is it that the savings of our people in both the savings banks
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and the chartered banks are mach greater now than they.
were under the larger population, as my hon. friend would
have us believe. My hon. friend stated the other night that
while New Brunswick and Nova Scotia in 1882 supported
the National Policy by sending representatives bore to sup-
port the Government which instituted that policy,
a change has come over them since that time.
I ask him, Sir, where is the truth in that statement. Did
the county of YoTk at a very recent date say that the peo-
ple there had changed their minds? Did the county of

ing's, shortly after the general election, when my hon.
friend behind me had to face the music of a second election,
say that it had gone back on the National Policy ? Did the
county of Albert, which for the second time since 1882 sent
a representative to support the Government, say that it had
changed its mind on the National Policy ? No, Sir; on the
contrary, not only in New Brunswick, but throughout the
whole Dominion, the National Policy continues to be
endorsed by the people. My hon. friend in his speech the
other night referred at great length to the report of the
commissioner on the manufacturing industries of the Domin-
ion, and tried to make a point by showing that in the town
of Woodstock the new industries started since 1878 gave
employment to 113 extra hands, receiving $510,000 in
wages. In that way he attempted to throw discredit on the
whole report. I do not think the hon. gentleman did him-
self justice on that occasion. It is quite evident that that
statement is either a misprint or a clerical error, because
if you turn to the general comparative statement on
pages 130 and 131, yon will find the increases correctly
given. According to that comparative'statement the connty
of Carleton, Woodstock in particular, is shown to have
had in 1878, 318 hands employed, receiving a yearly aggre-
gate of weekly wages of $128,174, whereas in 1884 there
were 475 hands, receiving $165,365.22. Now I find that in
the whole Province of New Brunswick in 1878 there were
employed 11,974 bands, while in 1884 there were employed
14,035, showing an increase of 2,062 of hands employed in
our manufacturing enterprises, notwithstanding that trade
was in a depressed condition and that our factories have
been stamped out of existence by this National Policy. We
find also that while in 1878 the yearly aggregate of weekly
wages paid in the Province was $4,680,641, in 1884 there
was paid an aggregate of $5,298,754, or an increase of
$618,113 during those five years. An hon. gentlemen on
the oposite side, I think it was the hon. member for
Queen s, P..I. (Mr. Davies), stated that the Government
had broken faith with the country because it had failed to
get reciprocity of trade with the United States. I do not
think, Si, that that gentleman was warranted in making
that statement. I have seon no evidence to lead me for a
moment to believe that the Government have broken faith
with the country. On the contrary, I believe that the Gov-
ernment at every favorable opportunity has done ail that it
honorably could do to secure reciprocal trade relations
with the United States. When the National Policy was
introduced, and when the tariff framed under that policy
was made, we find, as part and parcel of that measure, that
a law was placed on our statute book authorising the
Governor in Council by proclamation to admit the natural
products of the United States duty frce whenever the
United States would open its doors and admit our
natural products duty free. We know that since that
time every reasonable effort that we honorably could
make bas been made to induce our friends on the other
side of the line to enter into freer trade relations with
us; and Sir, I believe it is net in the interest of Canada,
or in accordance with the dignity of the country, that
we should make any greater efforts in that direction than
we have already made. When the United States desire to
trade with us, they will find that we are willing to trade
with her. But in connection with this matter, I might,

Mr. BUENS.

with the gentlemen on the opposite side of the House,
draw the attention of the Government to the necessity of
continuing their exertions and making groater efforts to
secure for the Maritime Provinces reciprocal trade relations
with a market which to my mind would be more
advantageous to us than that of the United States,
that is, the market which can be had in the West
Indies. While it is not a matter of vital consequence to
the Maritime Provinces to secure that trade, it is a matter
of very great consequence indeed, and I do not think any
member from the Maritime Provinces is travelling outside
of a proper line when ho expresses the opinion that the
Governmont of the country should be folly alive to the
nocessity of making a treaty with the West India Islands
that would open to us the markets of those islands for our
products. We in the Maritime Province produce largely
everything which the West Indies require and consume.
Our principal productions are lumber, fish, and farm pro-
ducts. We produce everything they require in these lines,
and we consume their productions, so that a treaty which
would be fair and beneficial to both sides might be made. I
repeat that the Maritime Provinces expect that the Govern-
ment will continue to use every legitimate effort to secure
for us that trade. The hon. member for Qaeon's (P.E.I.),
in his allusions to the United States, made the statement
that the greatness of that country could be attributed to
this fact, that there were no custom houses from the
extreme north to the extreme south-or from the
extreme west to the extreme east, or between the States.
That is exactly the state of things that exists in Can-
ada to-day. That is exactly the state of things we
wished to bring about when we entered Confederation
to have free intercourse between the Upper and the Lower
Provinces and that we have secured. Hon. gentlemen
opposite tell us that the natural market of the Lower Pro-
vinces is the United States. Is the United States any more
a natural market for the Lower Provinces than England is for
the Western or the Southern States of the American Union ?
Yet though the Southern and Western States, to which the
tariff of the wholeUnion applies, find their largest market in
England, no prominent man in the United States would say
that because the Eastern States do not furnish the Southern
and Western States with a market, their productions should
not be protected. We find that the union of the Maritime
Provinces has had the result of bringing about the very state
of affairs alluded to by the Ion. member for Prince Edward
Island (Mr. Davies). We find that the trade among those Pro-
vinces has grown very largely and continues to grow. Lot me
repeat here a statement made in another place, that, though
it may not be apparent to most minds, yet it is a fact that
the trade between the Upper and the Lower Provinces, so
far as the productions of the Lower Provinces are con-
cerned, is growing very much, that the goods consumed by
the Upper Provinces and which are brought from the
Lower Provinces amount to a very large sum. In one year
the amount increased some $250,000. I know that in the
article of fish alone, there has been an increase of 40 or 50
per cent. during the last five years, and that with the open-
ing up of the North-West, with the general binding together
of the country and the increase of population, the Maritime
Provinces, if they cannot compete with the Western
Provinces in the matter of manufacturing goods, can, at all
events, send them their natural products.- After the period
of depression will have passed away, and when the demand
for manufactured goods becomes greater, it will be found
that the Maritime Provinces will be able to manufacture not
only the goods they consume themselves, but will also be
able to manufacture goods for the supply of the west. We
will have a revival of business. This period of depression,
which is not confined to Canada, but extends to every
country in the world, and notably to free trade England,
will become a thing of the past, and we will have an
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improvement which, I think, will satisfy every reason-
able man that the influence of the National Policy has not
all events been injurious. I labor under the very great
disadvantage that so much has been said on this ques-
tion that it is difficult te make a new point, and
therefore I hope the House will overlook the very
imperfect manner in which I have put my views before
it. I rose more especially for the purpose of contro-
verting the statements made by the hon. gentlemen from.
New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island, and I hope I
have succeeded in showing that the Maritime Provinces are
not in that gloomy serions condition in which they would
have us believe them to be. I believe on the contrary that
during the past five years, the period in which the National
Policy bas been in operation, the various industries of the
Maritime Provinces have gone on prospering, the people
have accumulated a very large amount of wealth and have
reason te be hopeful for the future. I have reason to
believe that not only in the staples of lumber and fish their
position will improve, but that they will be able, by their
energy and through their proximity to the sea to, compete
with the older Provinces in manufactured goods.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman who has just taken his
seat has devoted a good deal of time to showing that the Pro-
vince of New Brunswick is much more prosperous nuw than
it ever was before, and that the prosperity of that Province
is the result of the National Policy. What industries does he
cite to prove this assertion ? What statistics does he give to
prove that the National Policy has been a success ? Has
ho given the statisties of manufacturing industries? Not to
any extent; ho attributes the increased prosperity of New
Brunswick chiefly to the increased prosperity of the farming,
fishing and lumbering industries. He is the first gentleman
I have ever heard in this louse assert that those industries
were in any way favored by the National Policy, or that their
prosperity could be taken in any way as a proof of the success
of that Policy. What has the National Policy done for the
exports of farm products to the foreign markets? Has it
improved the foreign market? Has it obtained the entry of
these goods into theUnited States at a lower duty than form-
erly? Has it increased the demand for them in the United
States ? Ras it increased the demand for fish in the United
States? We all know that the success of the fishing industry
depends entirely upon the American market. What has
been done in that respect for the fishing industry by the
National Policy? We know that at present our fish is
admitted free into theUnited States; we know that this free
admission will cease next spring, but we do net kndw
that the Government have taken any stop towards securing
a continuance of the treaty, or towards substituting a new
treaty which will continue to the fishermen of New Bruns.
wick the privilege of free admission of fish into the United
States. It may be taken for granted that the Government
have taken no such stops, because if they had they would
have been certain to tell us and take credit for it, and the
fishermen of the Maritime Provinces must condemn the
policy of inaction of the Dominion Government, and
demand that some stops be taken to assure the continuance
of the privileges which they now enjoy. This leads me to
what the hon. gentleman has said about reciprocity. He
says the Government have done all they could to obtain
reciprocity. I thought he was going to make seme ministerial
revelations, because we bad never heard of any steps being
taken by the Government te that effeet, but he went on to
explain that all the Government had done was to put a pro.
vision in our tariff laws authorising the Government to
abolish Canadian duties when corresponding duties were
abolished by the United States. That is what ho claims is
doing all the Government could do to obtain reciprocity.
Now does the hon. gentleman suppose that reciprocity is
obtained simply by making an ofcial Arrangement

like that in our tariff laws ? The hon. gentle-
man must know botter than that; he must know
that it is nocessary to send an ambassador to a foreign
country with authority to agree upon the terms on whioh a
reciprociy treaty can be entered into. That was the course
adopted when the late reciprocity: treaty was secured, it
was the course adopted by the Government of my hon.
friend (Mr. Mackenzie) whon they sought to obtain
reciprocity with the United States, and it was a course
which succeeded, so far as the negotiations with the
Government of the United States was concerned, the
treaty having been afterwards blocked by the United
States Sonate. It is not the people of the Maritime Pro.
vinces alone, although they are specially interested in this
matter, who will cail on the Governmont to carry out the
pledges they have made with regard to obtaining roci-
procity. The great end and aim of the National Policy, it
was said, was reciprocity. In the historie National Policy
resolution, it was formally declared that the effect of the
National Policy would be ultimately to bring about recipro.
city with the United States. That was regarded as the
climax of all the perfections of the proposed policy, and
that was the main argument used to induce the people
of Canada te adopt a policy which, in other res-
pects, was admittediy hostile to many of their intorests.
What has been done ? What negotiations have been opened
with the United States? What commissionor bas been sent
there to treat with them ? What attempt has been made
even to meet them half way ? We find oven in the Presi.
dont's message this year that it is the policy of the United
States to obtain reciprocal treaties with the other nations
on this continent. We do not find that the Government
bas been meeting them half way. If it has been taking
any stops in that direction, if it has been carrying out its
pledges, it is time that it should make the country aware
of it, because the expiration of the Washington treaty
during the coming spring will intensify the desire which
exists in many parts of Canada to obtain a treaty of this
kind. But no doubt the statements of the hon. member for
Gloucester will be dealt with in greater detail by those who
are more familiar with the local interests concerned, and I
shall pass at once to consider briefly the points brought
before us by former speakers. I cannot do botter than
commence with the remarks of the hon. Finance Minister
himself, the great authority an all questions of finance,
the great oracle on all questions of policy. That hon.
gentleman this year, as usual, opened his Budget with
a great flourish of trumpets. fIe was going to prove to
this House, to make the House and the country believe,
that things were in a very prosperous condition generally.
fie opened bis speech with a remark of that kind, but
as he went on, we were led to think that the flourish of
trumpets was intended to conceal the emptiness of the Bud-
get itself which he was to disclose to the House. He posed,
as he as always posed hitherto, as the prophet-I might
say more than the prophet -the high priest of :the National
Policy. Ho stood before us with all the fervor of a new
convert in that attitude. We know .he is a couvert, we
now that not many years ago ho was an opponent of pro-
tection, and we know that a new couvert is always more
fervent than an old and stadfast believer. He has shown
us that fervor this year in the capacity of a new couvert.

Some hon. MERBERS. Hlear, hear.
Mr. CASEY. I hope hon. gentlemen who make those

sounds on the other side do not wish to ridicule the position
of the Finance Minister.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. CASEY. I know it is an awkard position for the
hon. gentleman to be placed in, and I hope they will spare
his feelings and not make any more of those noies, In
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that capacity of high priest, he has felt it his duty to explain
the perfections of the idol, of the deity he worships, and he
has clothed that deity with all the perfections that are pos-
sible; he has not only told us the actual perfections of
the creature, but ho bas been carried away by his brilliant
imagination, and the whole of his utterances in reference to
it has been that of an enthusiastic devotee rather than the
calm and staid utterances of a Finance Minister. Lot us
see how ho proceeds. I find, on looking at his speech, that
it is not only in respect of his fervor, and of his devouring
admiration of the deity he worships, that lie represents a
false prophet or a high priest of the old pagan times, for he
is like Mahomet, he is getting new revelations all the time.
Re has a new revelation this year, which is that it is
possible to increase the expenditure of this country without
increasing taxation ; in other words lie set out with
the declaration that, although we sponL a great
deal more now than under the old régime, it
costs not simply no more, but in fact the magnifi-
cent amount of 1½ cents per head less than under the old
régime. In dealing with a statement of this sort, we must,
I think, adopt the plan which Mark Twain and his com-
rades adopted when travelling in the Holy Land. After
detailing some tremendous yarns which thoy heard from
their Arab guide, Mark Twain says: " We managed to
believe the yarn by dividing it up amongst the seven of us."
No one of them believed the whole, but by dividing it up
amongst the seven they managed to believe it. So, with the
whole of the Finance Minister's statement. He may think
that, if they were divided up amongst the Opposition, or if
they were unequal to the task, the whole House, they might
be able to believe his statements. For instance, he tells us
that the increased expenditure on public works and harbors
is $1,910,256 since 1878. He says himself it has nearly
trebled, but it has not cost us any more than it did in 1878.
He goes on to defend his action in spending three times as
much as his prodecessors. He says:

" But who will say that, if the Government or the country has a sur-
plus sufficient to indude Parliament to vote some of the money for the
construction of public buildings, for the improvement of harbors, and
the navigation of our rivers the Government is not justified in spending
in that way? These woràs and buildins, you may say, Sir, are the
aBsets of the Government and the public.'

This is just what wc used to argue when lie boasted of
his surpluses, that it did not amount to much, bocause it
was merely an inducement to extravagance, and bore
he boasts of this expenditure and asks: Who will
say, that, if the Government or the country lias a surplus,
they are not entitled to spend it for all sorts of purposes?
He does not go on to show us that these expenditures were
necessary, or that they are returning us a fair profit. He says
they are assets. On the same principle you could wipe
away the whole debt of this country and consider it as
nothing. If you can treat an expenditure as nothing
wherever you have some asset to show for it you might
wipe out the whole debt of this country, because for the
whole debt we have some asset or other to show in which
the money has been sunk in different amounts. As to this
particular statement, that it cost less to provide this
asmount of $2,908,851 than it did to provide the third of that
amount six years ago, I do not think I can believe it, I do
not think I can believe even my fair share of it as a member
of the Opposition, one seventieth part of it. Then he goes
on to tell us that the taxation per head has been reduced. He
says the total taxation from 1874 to 1879 was $93,295,770,
and that the deficits were $4,818,000. He adds the deficits to
the expenditure, with which mode of book-keeping I shall not
quarrel at present, and assuming the population thon to be
4,021,000, he makes the taxation $4.88 per head. But we
come to the taxation for his own five years. He says that,
for these five years, the amount was $157,687,879. Now,
on the face ot it, there is an increase in the total taxa-
tion of $64,892,10-during these yearWs, or au avrage of

[r. Oâssr.

$12,878,500 per annum. le assumes the population now to
be 4,364,800 or an increase of 343,800. Now, Sir, we find the
population in those years has increased nearly 8½ per cent.,
while the taxation has increased 65 per cent. according to his
own figures; and yet he asks as to believe that the taxation
per head has not increased, although the increase in taxation
has gone on eight times as fast as the increase in population.
Now, Sir, this is a still less credible statement than the
former. I not only fail to believe my due share of it as a
member of the Opposition, but I cannot believe the 211th part
of it, my proportional share if it were divided among the
whole fouse. I believe if you scatter it broadcast
through the country and lay that statement before every
individual in the Dominion, you will not find half a score
who could believe the five-millionth part of it. Now,
in estimating this taxation per head ho goes on to play
some remarkable tricks with the $20,000,000 surplus ho
claims to have had during those five years. He says the
surplus should not count, that it is no part of the taxation,
and therefore he proposes te take the $20,000,000 of surplus
from this 8157,697,000 of receipts. Now, why should not
the surplus count as a part of the taxation ? Is it not con-
tributed by the people ? or is i t manufactured in the Finance
Department ? Dici the astrologer in that Department
find it somewhere amongst the stars, or is it one of
the manufactm'ed products of the National Policy?
I do not think so. 1 think overy dollar of that
$20,000,000 came out of the pockets of the tax-payers,
came out of the general business circulation of the
country; and that it is as utterly unsound and baseless a pro-
position to say that doos not form part of the taxation of
this country, as to say that any other part of that taxation,
no matter how directly collected, no matter how immedi-
ately expended on public works, should not be considered
as such part of the taxation. Blât he is not content with
this. Hie takes the surplus away once from the total tax
receipts of the country, and then he takes it away again
from the total expenditure of the country. He has put
down $ 137,258,000 as the total expenditure for those five
years, and he takes the surplus away again from that and
leaves 8117,000,000; and by some further operation that I
do not understand ho gets rid of another $13,000,ß00 of this
expenditure and cornes down to a figure of $104,293,934,
which ho calls the " necessary taxation " of the country for
those five years. I do not know how he as got rid ot this
last $13,000,000. Perhaps the figures in the Bansard have
been misprinted and that has misled me; I have not seen
the corrected copy, but at all events those are the figures
given in the Blansard report of his speech. But I take his
own word for it that that was all the taxation that was
necessary for these five years. If we substract that from
the amount of taxes actually received-for all receipts are
taxes in one shape or another-from the sum of 8157,678,-
879, we find over $53,393,000, which the hon, gentleman
himseif confesses and declares was not necessary taxation
during those five years. Now, Sir,the result of his wonder-
ful juggling with the surplus is to show that he took from
the pockets of the people $53,393,000 in those five years
more than he considers was necessary. The hon. gentle-
man is a master of figures, no doubt. He has a complote
mastery of these figures; lie can prove what he likes with
them; he can make them do or say what he likes; and I
am only sorry he did not carry the same process further
and prove te us that during these last five years we have
had no taxation at all. It would have been just as easy,
just as logical, and just as correct as to put forth the argu-
ment he has made to this House. Now, Sir, let us take the
true facts in regard -to this question of taxation. Let us
take the total amount of money received from the people
in these five years of -157,687,879, and divide it
by the population which the hon. gentleman himself
ostimates at 4,864,000 ; and we find that the taxation is
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87.34 per head, or an increase of $2.35 par haad over the
taxation imposed by the late Government. Now, Sir, this
amounts to $11.75 a year -for an average family of fiva par-
sons, and to $58.75 par family for the five years. Now it
is right the people should know this ; it is right they should
know how much the hon. gentleman and his National Policy
have cost them. It will be perfectly legitimate and in order
for me then to try and show tham that he has been worth
what ha has cost ; but when ha tries to show them that ha
has has not cost them anything, ha is taking an unfair, an
illogical, an incorrect, and an unbusinesslike view of the ques-
tion. I must say that his argument in regard to our taxation
and expenditure has been sufficiently ingenious to prove to
the House that ha felt himself in rather an uncomfortable
position ; it has been ingenious enough to show that he
made an effort to. explain away a primd facie case, as it
appeared to an impartial observer ; but has not been
ingenious enough to produce the desired impression, and ha
leaves us with the conviction that ha found himaelf in a
tight place and has not been able to see his way out of it.
Wa coma now, Sir, to take a little note of the changes which
the hon. gentleman proposed to mako in the tariff.
He has proposed to relieve the poor man to some
extent from the burdens laid upon him by his heavy
system of taxation. How does he do it ? He puts
woollen rags on the free list. What does this
mean ? What do people import woollen rags for? Woollen
rags are imported to make shoddy. What is shoddy used
for ? It is used to manufacture shoddy cloth. Why is it
used to manufacture shoddy cloth ? Because it is cheaper
than wool; and the hon. gentleman is putting on the
free list an article for the manufacture of shoddy cloth to be
allowed to coma in ere free in competition with home-
grown Canadian wool. He is protecting the farmer by
allowing woollen rags, the refuse of all the beggars in
Europe, perhaps, to be brought in here free in.competition
with our home-grown Canadian wool.

An hon. MEMBER. Along with small.por and cholera.
Mr. CASEY. Yes, Sir, attention was called to that point

the other night. It is a very serious matter that these rags
may be the means next summer-and are certain to be
if the season proves as sickly as is expected-of
importing cholera and small-pox into this country, and
the hon. gentleman's proposal specially to encourage an
importation of this kind is one that 1 can only characterise
as monstrous.

Mr. BOWELL. How long have they ben on the frèe
list ?

Mr. CASEY. I do not know how long they have been on
the free list. The resolutions propose to amend the tariff
of Customs duties by adding to the free list a number of
articles amongst which I find woollen rags. It appears
that they are now admitted free by Order in Council. I do
not know how long they have been so, but I suppose the
fact of taking an article off the list of articles which were
admitted free by Order in Council, and putting it upon a
list of articles which are admitted free by Statute, means
the perpetuation of that free admission, means that it has
become a settled policy of the Government to admit woollen
rags free. I congratulate them, Sir, upon the heroic resolu-
tion they have shown in coming to that decision. They
have also coma to the heroic decision to perpetuate the free
admission of musk in pods, a boon, no doubt, to the
laboring man of Canada, to the horny-handed son of
toil, but opening up again a most injurious competition with
the native musk-rat. Then we have another article which
is to be admitted forever free of duty, an article which is
mysterious in its nature and uses-foot grease. I do not
know why the hon. gentleman did not put hair oil on the
same list. If foot grease is to be free, I do not see why
hair oil should not likewise be free.
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Mr. BOWELL. Do you know what it is?

Mr. CASEY. No, I want to be informed on that point.

Mr. BOWELL. I am quite sure you would not talk such
nonsense if you did.

Mr. CASEY No doubt the Minister of Oustoms knows
what it is, but I am very sure that the Finance Minister
was quite as much puzzled as myself by this item when it
was first presented to him as one which should go on the free
lis. Then there is the item of "locust beans for the manu-
facture of horse and cattle food." I have urged from time to
time that Indian corn should be admitted free of duty for us.
as cattle food, not as artificial cattle food, but in its natural
state. I have urged that for the benefit of our farmers,
who are largaly engaged in fattening beef for the English
market. While that relief has been denied. this foreign
material, locust beans, is going to be admitted free for the
manufacture of artificial cattle food. It is quite evident that
the proprietor of some artificial food has got this item inserted
for his own benefit. I cannot go through all the items intend-
ed to alleviate the lot of the depressed working man of Can-
ada. I might mention fancy grasses, precious stones,-agate
amethyst, aqua marine, crysolite, crosordolite, emerald,
sapphire, topaz, torquoise ; I will not read the list because
I might seem to be reading a description of the Heavenly
city from the Holy Book, and I will not appear to be guilty of
such irreverence. But it is quite evident that with such
material free of duty the cotton operative who has long
been desirous of a holiday, as one of the Conservative papers
tells us, will employ a large period of his well-earned rest
in accumulating sets of precious stones which he will now be
able to import free under this arrangement. One point is
righted by these changes. We have time and again urged
that it was unfair to tax the cheap stoneware imported for
the poorer classes at as high a rate as the china and porce-
lain imported for the rich, and this wrong bas been righted.
How has it been done. Has the duty on the cheap atone-
ware been deduced ? No. The duty on china and proce-
lain has been brought up to the same point, 30 per cent.
The Government have followed the system of levelling up
instead of levelling down. One or two factories have pos-
sessed too much influence to allow the Government to
reduce the duty on the common ware, so the
duty had to be put up on china ware to make
it equal. A friend of mine was once travelling in an
island which shall be nameless, but where the people are
very witty, and he saw an inhabitant actively digging up the
earth floor of his cabin. My friend said: What are you
doing ? The inhabitant replied: "Sir, I am raising the
ceiling of my house." He was raising the ceiling by digging
out the floor. By some such humorous method of how to
equalise things or to get rid of acknowledged inconveniences
the Government have equalised the poor man's duties with
the rich man's duties, by retaining them in the former case,
and increasing them in the latter. I want to pay a little
attention to the hon. and eloquent member for King's, New
Brunswick (Mr. Foster) who treated us to a very interesting
lecture the other evening on everything connected with this
subject. He began by saying that we complain about
monopolies, and that ha had to go back to the days of
Imperial Rome to find a parallel to the monopolies now in
existence in Canada, if we were to be believed in regard to
that matter. He said if our statements were true, there was
no comparison except the state of affaire when the publicani,
the farmers of Rome's public revenue were sent to distant
colonies to exact what they pleased and return part of their
ill-gotten gains to the public treasury. I thank the hon.
gentleman for the illustration. I do not think ha could
have more forcibly illustrated the way in which pro-
tective taxes are collected. They are collected indirectly
through a class of farmers of the public revenue. The
manufacturers are given a bonus by protective duties
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and put in their own pockets in the shape of higher prices
as long as the protective action of ,the tariff really subsists
as large a proportion of what is collected, if not a larger pro-
portion, than that which goes into the publie Treasury. The
system of collection of revenue by protective taxes is
similar in wastefulness to that which obtained under
the old Roman Empire, and in some cases equally
oppressive to the people taxed. The hon. member for
King's went on to tell us that the hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) had made the subject of
the balance of trade a hobby-horse, that lie had dragged it
into the discussion and had tried to make a great deal out
of it by showing that a balance of trade against us indicates
a state of things inconsistent with prosperity. But it was
not the hobby-horse of the hon. member for North Norfolk;
it was the hobby-horse of the Finance Minister. It was the
Finance Minister's hobby-horse some years ago, when the
balance of trade was in our favor. I was going to say he
rode it to death, but he did not quite ride it to death ; lie
rode into a very comfortable place for himself and
then turned it out to grass or stored it in a lumber
room. At all events he did that which is usually done with
a worn out hobby-horse; I do not know exactly what, as I
never had one. In order to show to whom the owner-
ship of this now despised animal belongs, I will quote some
remarks made by the Finance Minister in regard to the
balance of trade at the great Conservative convention, held
in Toronto on March lst, 1881. The hon. gentleman said:

" During the last two years we have nearly equalized our exporte with
our import.-Oheers. Whatever free traders may say, our people can-
not understand the theory that the larger the excess of our importa over
the exporte the more prosperous is the country. We say that as with the
individual so with the nation; and that if lie expends more than he
receives poverty stares him in the face. If ou the other hand hie
receipts exceed his expenditure his condition ii hopeful. The latter is
the position of the Dominion if we take into account our receipts for
freighte.-Oheers.

The Conservatives cheered these utterances at that grand
Conservative convention. But hon. gentlemen opposite do
not cheer these statements now. I have read them with as
good emphasis as I could possibly use so as to afford lon.
gentlemen opposite an opportunity of checring the state-
ment of the Minister of Finance; but they do not cheer
worth a cent. That hobby-horse bas been ridden to death ;
all that was possible has been got out of it, and now it is
cast aside. The balance of trade is now against this coun-
try, and instead of that being an evidence of poverty, it is
now regarded, I suppose, as one of the most hopeful signs
in our financial and commercial condition. The hon.
member for King's (Mr. Foster) went on to call us
to account for asserting that certain wonderful things
had been promised as results of the National Policy.
he said that we could not prove by a responsible member
of that party that it was promised that we would have con-
tinuous prosperity if the National Policy came into force,
and lie played the neat little oratorial trick of calling upon
us on the spur of the moment to produce documents to
W rove our assertion that such promises had been made.

ell, we do not go about all the time with our pockets
stuffed with such documents, but it is not because they do
not exist, and I will give him specimens of one or two of
them. On July 2nd, 1878, the Mail, which I suppose he
will admit to be a responsible organ of the party made some
assertions like these:

"'Our manufactories of locomotives and cars are amongst the things
that were "-

How are they now, Mr. Speaker ? I think I can ask you
with some confidence that you have a knowledge as to how
our manufacturers of locomotives and cars are at present,
for in the city in which you reside is the largest manufac.
tory of locomotives, I believe, in the Dominion. I had the
pleasure of inspecting that manufactory during the latter
part of last summer, and I found that splendidly equipped

Mr. CAsEr.

machine shop, which is capable of turning ont I do not
know how many locomotives per year, which is capable of
employing and did employ about 500 men, had not a
single locomotive under construction, and only 45 men
employed. They were not doing locomotive woik at
all in that shop, but were doing odd jobs for the Quebec
waterworks or some other waterworks-something entirely
out of the ordinary run of their business and uncon-
nected with the making of locomotives. They had
several locomotives on hand already made, which they
could not sell even at a reduced price. That is the condi-
tion of our manufactories of locomotives at the present
time, and though I have not visited the car factories I un-
derstand that they are not in a much better position. The
Mail goes on to say:

" Our woollen mills, our machine shops, our publiehing houses, one
by one go to the States, drag out a languid and debt-burdened exist-
ence, or collapse. * This is undoubtedly what the Government
[Mr. Mackenzie's] intended, and so far they have reason to be pleased,
but there have, unfortunately for them, appeared some disagreeable
concomitants of the situation on which they did not calculate. * * *
In due course of their scheme thousands lack work in Montreal and
Toronto."

How is it now ? Do not thousands of men lack work
in Toronto and Montreal at the present moment ?
Ask the people of Toronto if that is not the case and
if they are not contributing money for the support of
those who are out of employment. Ask the people of
London, a comparativoly small city in Western Ontario,
but one in which the manufactures are pretty large in pro-
portion to its size. Are the people out of work there ?
Ask anywhere you like in Canada, and yon wiJl find that
thousands of people are out of work. The article goes on :

Workmen's families live two and three in a house to make up the
rent, many have exhausted their savings last winter and know not how
to face the next. Our townemen who still remain have littie money to
buy farm produce.

How is it now ? Have they much money to buy the far-
mers' produce, and if they have, why is it that the price of
farm produce has been reduced instead of increased ?

On the other hand the States under our Free Trade system send in
what produce they choose. Between the two, the great majority of our
farmers get poor prices or no prices for cattle, butter, cheese, pork, oats,
wheat and many other articles.

The two things which kept the price of butter, cheese, etc.,
low, were according to the Mail, the poverty of the work-
ingmen and the fact that the Americans were able to send
in their produce free of duty. Now that has all changed.
The Americans do not send in their produce free of duty,
and hon. gentlemen say that the workingmen have lots of
money, but how are the prices of these articles ? Tho price
of wheat on that very day was 90 cents per bushel; in May of
the same year it was $1.50 per bushel, a figure which it has
not reached since, and is not likely soon to reach. It
is now under 80 cents in Toronto. As to butter and cheese,
the National Policy could have no effect, because no change
bas been made on the duty on those articles. The Mail of
the same day quotes from the Sarnia Canadian:

" The price of wool this year is one of the farmers tribulations. For
the very best article he only gets 22 cents. Acrose the river the price
is 32 cents. * * * Our wool on being exported to the United States
pays a duty of over 50 per cent., added to the price here brings the
figures up to what is paid in Port Huron. Our wool growers are
entirely at the mercy of the Yankees. Our Government does not protect
our farmers, and wool is allowed to come into Canada free of duty.
A Government that would submit to such injustice does not deserve
the confidence of the people."
The Mail quotes that and puts it in a prominent place.
What have the Government done? Have they dared to tax
the kind of wool we import? No, the woollen manufac-
turers will not let them tax wool, and American wool, Cape
wool, and Australian wool, the kinds used by our manufac-
tures come into Canada free; we are still at the mercy of
the American and foreign producer, and we can still say
*" that any Government which would submit to such injustice
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does not deserve the confidence of the people." It has been
asserted time and again that we should have protection
on the kind of wool oür manufacturers use, so as to induce
our farmers to grow that wool, and yet et present, with
wool at 18 cents per pound, cheaper than when this wail
went up, there is no duty on that kind of wôol. The farmers
of western Ontario at any rate are beginning te grow short
wool in considerable quantities, and a duty on that kind
of wool would raise the price to the full extent of that duty,
and yet the farmer is denied this protection as an offset to
the increased price ho has to pay for his goods to the woollen
manufacturer. I now come to a speech made by the
Premier himself et Parkhill, on July 3rd, 1878, when ho
quoted an old story which had been told him by a friend
when ho was making a speech in Peterborough in 1872:

"A very good friend of mine, a great personal friend, who is what
we would call a Grit-said to me the other day : ' What fortunate
fellows you are, Macdonald. Here you are with everything prosperous
around you, the suan shines on you, our fields are teeming with pros-
perity, and everything is smiling on you; while in days of old, when
our friends were in the Government. we had clouded skies and dried up
fields and no crops.' 'Sir,' said I. 'it only shows you that Providence
is on our side, and if you are a wise man, and a prudent man, if you
wish a continuance of the same skies and of the same rain and of the
same crops, you will keep us where we are. Be sure, my good friend,
the weevil will come again with the Grite.' He was very nearly a
prophet for although the weevil did not come the Colorado bug did, and
he did not know thlat that insect was a greater favorite with farmers than
the other."

With regard to the Colorado bug I must join issue with the
Right hon. gentleman. The Colorado bug did not come in
with the Grits; it was in fnll force in my section of the
country in this very campaign. It was one of those Yan-
kee importations, like the National Policy, which have been
brought over by the Conservatives from the other side, and
which have done us se much injury. As to the weevil com-
ing with the Grits, we have not seen one in our part of the
country from 1857 until this summer and last, when two-
thirds of the crop was eaten by them, and therofore we
turn the tables on these hon. gentlemen and say that the
weevil comes in with the Tories. In connection with the
assertion that Providence was favoring them, the right hon.
gentleman went on to say :

" We were going to have a big crop now, although there was a Grit
Government in-but that was because the Grits were going out. The
clerk of the weather was a good sound Conservative, and lie took good
care of the crops, knowing that a Conservative Government was going
to get the advantage of them after the next election.''

Well, Sir, they lad not imported Wiggins at that time, and
I do not know whom ho reforred to as the clerk of the
weather. At all events it is quite certain that Providence
did give them every chance in the way of good crops,
good climate and productive soil, te show what was in
them and their policy; and what has been the result ? Is
Providence with them now ? Do the skies smile on them
as of old ? Do prices keep up to their old figure ? Have they
reason te say, in regard to the poverty and destitution of
the working people, that Providence is smiling on them
and averting misfortune from them ? I do not think they
have. If hon. gentlemen are going to make that the test of
the soundness of their policy, it is condemned at once. That
good Providence who favored them has gone against them,
finding them unworthy, and is teaching them the lesson
that He has taught more than once to mon He has favored
and put in high positions. We read in holy writ of mon
whom Providence has favored and raised to a great height
of prosperity, in order that he might cast them down from
the greater elevation ; and I think that hon. gentlemen will
find that the kindness that Providence has shown them will
be turned into condemnation in the long raun, and that they
will say very little of the favor of Providence at future
elections. But, the hon. gentleman said :

" The National Policy would build up cities everywhere ; and instead
of having to send to a foreigu country for so many 'goods, we should
have our clothing made from wool of our own production, and our shoes
mode out of our own leather."

How much Canadian wool is made up into cloth by Can-
adian manufacturers?

Mr. FARROW. Lots of it.
Mr. CASEY. Well, the hon. gentleman had botter go

and consult the owners of the blanket factory at Cornwall,
who gave evidence before the Committee on the State of
Trade a few years ago, and ho will learn that Canadian
wool is used almost solely for the manufacture of blankets,
coarse rugs, one or two kinds of darpets, and things of that
kind. With this exception, and with the exception of small
local factories, where a few hundred yards of cloth are woven
for the neighboring farmers, Canadian wool is not used in
Canadian manufactures to even as groat an extent as was
the case ton or twelve years ago. As to making shoes out
of our own leather, the tanner has a protection, but the
farmer has none. Foreign hides from South America and
from the ends of tho earth are allowed to come here to enter
into competition with our own production. If that is what
the hon. gentleman meant by making clothing out of our
own wool and shoes out of our own leather, I do not think
it is a very great gain to the farmer. But now we como to
a very sarcastic remark of the hon. gentleman. He said:

" Mr. Makenzie had said that he wanted to make this a very cheap
country to live in. Well, when wheat was down to half a dollar a
bushel, and barley down to a third of a dollar, and oats were 10 cents a
bushel, this would be a cheap country to live in. But he did notknow
that that was exactly what the farmers wanted. (Great cheers). He
could tell them that it was not what the manufacturera wanted, for
when there were good prices there was plenty of business, and when
there was plenty of business prices were good. The workingman, too,
if he got a fair day's pay for a fair day's work could afford to pay a
liberal price to the farmer ; and the farmer could afford to pay a liberal
price to the manufacturer if lie got a fair price for his products. Where
cheapness was the chief characteristic of a country, that country could
not be prosperous."
The hon, gentleman was very sarcastic and very severe on
my hon friend (Mr. Mackenzie) who sits in front of me,
about making this a cheap country to live in. He said
cheapness was inconsistent with prosperity. Now, what
has been the contention of hon. gentlemen opposite during
this whole debate ? Why, that things are cheaper than
they ueed to be-that sugar and woollens and cottons are
cheaper than they have ever been before; and we know
that wheat and barley are cheaper than ever before.
If choapnoss is inconsistent with prospority I leave him to
judge what must bo the condition of' the country to-day.
Thon, Sir, the hon. gentleman was not conten. with the
declaration that the policy of the Grits was keeping us
down, and the policy ho proposed would raise us up, but ho
compared Canada with other countries. At the Amphi-
theatre in Toronto, on the 3 st of July, 1878, the First
Minister said:

e We must grow up manufactures by a judicious system of protection,
and if we do, the laborer and the workingman will get employment. If
we have only a sensible system of protection, if we have only a common
sense system of law, we will find that the workingman and the capitalist
will work together, and this country will blossoin as the rose. If you
desire this country to prosper, if you desire it to rise out of the slough
of despond into wi h it has sunk, if you desire to see manufactures arise,
bo see labor employed-if you desire bu ses the value of land arise, if you
desire prosperity, you will support the National Policy, and say we
must have Canada for the Canadians."

Some hon, MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. CASE Y. I am glad to hear hon. gentlemen applaud-

ing. We shall hear how they will applaud when I finish
the quotation. After referring to the United States, which
he said was underselling England at home, ho said:

" If we can do this, and in our own modest way': encourage our
manufacturera by reasonable protection tosupply our four millions-our
increasing millions, for they will rapidly increase under a systemi of
protectiou-we shall thon be able to do what the United States are
doing now, export the surplus of our manufactures et a choap rate, soul
in foreign markets, and establish a foreign trade.
Is that a definite promise, or is it not ? Hon. gentlemen
have cheered when I have read that the workingmen would
get employment. Well, the workingmen have got employ.
ment part of the time; there has been a boom in industry
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part of the time; but hon. gentlemen opposite know, as well
as I, and the workingmen know better than I do, that they
are not employed more than they were under the former
régine. We all know that these promises have not
been carried out, that prosperity has not been con-
tinuous, and we know particularly that this promise that
we could export the surplus of our manufactures
at a cheap rate to foreign markets has the effect of cast-
ing ridicule on the whole system of the National Policy, now
when we are able to compare the results with that promise.
Exporting to foreign markets! Why, only a few months
ago, when the cotton millers found a plethora of goods on
their hands, they talked about exporting ; they considered
whether they could sell any of their goods to other coun-
tries at cost, or even slightly under cost, and they found
they could not. They concluded it was better to shut
down and limit production for a time, until the home
market would revive. To talk about exporting to foreign
markets, when these very goods are made dearer by the
system under which they are produced, is absurd. I
do net know that I need quote anything further.
These quotations alone show that the right hon. gentleman
(Sir John A. Macdonald), the author of this poicy and the
man who carried it into effect, did make promises of great
and continued prosperity, which have not been carried out.
It is my duty, as a representative of a farming constituency,
to consider how far the tariff benefits the farmer, if I can
find it benefits them at ail. I have been trying to find out
whether it does or not. I have made a couple of tables of
the relative prices of wheat and barley at a few points in
the United States and Canada, so situated that the com.
parison of the different prices is a fair one. I take the
prices of whe4t at Chicago, Oswego, Toronto, Detroit and
London. Of course Chicago and Detroit are a great deal
further west than London and 'oronto, and the prices there
should be lower than the prices at Toronto and London, to
the extent of the difference in freight. The prices at London
and Toronto should be higher than those at Chicago and
Detroit, even if there were no duty at all, on account of the
difference of freight. Let us see if that is the case.
The following table shows the rates at each point on the

freight so much higher on Canadian railways that they
cannot afford to compete with the American roads. I do
not say that that is the cause, but it looks as if it were one
cause; but whatever may be the cause, the effect exista and
it is injurious to the Ontario farmer.

Mr. O'BRIEN. What was the feeling in the country
when there was talk of taking off the duty last year? Was
there not a general outcry against it ?

Mr. CASEY. There was no outcry in my part of the
country, because our experience is that the duty does us no
good. There may have been an outcry in some parts of the
country, but the figures I have quoted show that the duty,
on the face of it, is no benefit to the farmer.

Mr. IHESSON. Was not the difference greater four or
five years before the duty was put on ?

Mr. CASE Y. I have found that on Iooking back four or
five years a difference did exist, sometimes to the same
extent, and sometimes to a less extent, and the inference
I drew was, that the wheat duty has no appreciable effect
on the prices of wheat in the Canadian market. Barley is
another staple about which we heard a great deal when
the National Policy was in discussion, and thousands of
farmers favored it, under the idea that it would in some
way improve the price of barley, but the following table
will show how unfounded that idea was

Toronto. Belleville. Oswego. London.
Canada Barley.

Sept. 27, 1884...
Oct. 4 "

" 18 "C

25 C

Nov. i " .

CL 15
C 22

CC 29 C

Dec. 6
C 13 ..

CC 20 C

CC 27 (

Jan. 17, 1885 ...
c 31 CC ...

50-73
48-70
48-70
50-72
50-73
55-73
53-70
53-68
50-67
50-66
50-66
50-64
50-6t
54-66
58-70
58-74

.... 75-76
50-70 No.2Can. 74

71 -75
76 -82

55-70 71 -76
50-60 71 -79'

(12)50-58 70k-75
. ....... 71 -75k

70J-751
70 -82

......... 70 -78
70 -76

........ 70 -76j
70 -75

48-60 72 -78t
48-60 75 -81

48 -52t
52F-57
48 -52J
521-57
52 60

43 -62
43*-62

43 -62
43 -60
43-651

43j .- 55

43 45
4 6q

different dates mentioned: There is a wonderful blank at times in regard to quotations in
OJhicago. Oswego.Toronto. Detroit. London. the Belleville Intelligencer, which I consulted as being a

Sept. 1, 1884... 79j 92 78 83 78-81 good Conservative newspaper.
8 "... 79J 91 80.86 77 78-81 Mr. BOWELL. A thoroughly reliable paper.

"15 " ... 73g 88 (W) 78-80 78 J 75-78 Mr. CASE Y. Yes, when it makes statements at ail; but
"l20 " ... 757 86 (F) 184-86 No.1 (1Wh) 75-78 it would appear that when the prices of barley were
" 27 " ... 76.774 86-87 75-82 79-83 69-72 low it gave no quotations. Now, Sir, hore is a difference

Oct. 4 4 ... 79-79J 8I-89 76-85 811-851 69-72 or 10 cents to 25 cents between the prices at Belleville andIl ... 77 81-90 802 79-82J 69-75 atOswego. The duty on barley is only 10 cents a bushel.iC 18 IlC.. 7e-761 85-87 76-81 76.3-77J 69-75
25 ... 73 83-84 75-78 774-81 72-77j The difference cannot be accounted for by the freight between

Nov. 1 " ... 741-75 83-85 74-77 771-81k 72-75 these two points which are so close together; and it is clear
5 ' 7 . 73 2 845 73723 777 72-5 that barley is higher in Oswego compared with Belleville,

22 "C 721 82-84 Ï0-Ï2 76 69-72 even with the freight and duty added. Perhaps the Intelli-
" 29 " ... 73-74 81-82 70-73 76-78 69-72 gencer will find it convenient to explain here the great dif-

Dec. 6 ... 7J 81-82 72-76 75J-76 72-73îerence which exists between these two points. In connee-i13 ... 1-7z 82 73-74 77 72-73ï
C 20 C ... 70-71 80-82 72-71. 76J-77 69-72 tion with this question of how the tariff affects the farmer,
"27 " ... 71-7 82 72-74 76-77 69-72 we must consider not only the wheat duty, but the flour duty.

Jan. 17 1885... 8 90.93(14)83-86 90 795-79t The hon. member for Gloucester has told us that the flour
and wheat duty does not affect the people in the Maritime

I have given the range of prices for all classes of wheat Provinces; that it does not cost them anything; that it
because I have found it impossible toalways secure quotations does not raise the price, because we export a surplus.
for the same grade of wheat at all these markets. It is That is a good frce trade doctrine in theory, but there are
clear from this table that not only has the duty not circumstances known to the people in the Maritime Pro.
increased the price of wheat in the Canadian local market, vinces which prove that it is not true in practice as regards
but that owing to some cause-I do not say owing to the those Provinces; and if the hon. gentleman will consuit his
National Policy-but owing to some cause which the friend, the member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell),
National Policy is powerless to overcome, the price of who was very indignant when a flour duty was ;alluded to
wheat have been kept lower in the Canadian markets than the other night, ho will find that the duty does mean some-
in the American markets situated further from the sea thing.
coast. It may be that the tax on coal has made the cost of Mr. MITÇRLL What is that ?

Mr. CasEr.
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Mr. CASEY. I was saying that the hon. gentleman could

point out the effect of a flour duty.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is quite unnecessary ; you are

doing it so well.

Mr. CASEY. It is quite unnecessary to say more, as
between the arguments which I am able to present to the
hon. member for Gloucester (Mr. Burns), and the snub he
has just received from the hon. member for Northumber-
land, he will be able to see that it does mean something.

Mr. MITCHELL. This conversational style of debate is
not very-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. MITCHELL. This conversational style of debate

gives me-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. MITCHELL. I rise to a question of order. I rose

for the purpose of saying that this conversational style of
debate prevents my hoaring references to myself and my
county. I asked the hon. gentleman to explain what ho
had said, because, in consequence of the conversation going
on all around me, I could not hear what he said.

Mr. CASEY. I was not disturbed by the hon. gentle-
man's interruption. It is rather pleasant, in the course of
a long speech-

Mr. MITCHELL. Make it shorter then.
Mr. CASEY-to have an interruption, and I ho pe the

hon. gentleman will favor me again, and whenever I have
anything to say about the Grand Trunk shareholders, I will
call his attention to it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope you will make it a little more
clear than you have the flour duties.

Mr. CASEY. An effort has been made by some of the
millers to have an increase in the flour duty. The Millers'
Association, J believe, have tried to obtain it. The singular
fact stares us in the face that the Finance Minister has not
chosen to deal with the question in his Budget Speech.
We are pretty certain that it is before him for consider.
ation, and it is certainly usual, when a change of that kind
is contemplated, to refer to it in the Budget Speech-ither
to indicate that the change will take place or that the request
has been refused. However, I am bound to say that the
principal millers in my own county have not chosen to
sustain that demand. I have written to them to get their
opinions, and they have intimated that they do not care for
any change, unless it amounted to a dollar a bushel.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. A dollar a bushel.
Mr. CASEY. I should say a dollar a barrel. Because

they say, in effect, that the American millers have
the opportunity of selling their finer grades in the Eastern
States, and with the high prices obtained for these, and
with access to the finest qualities of western wheat at low

- prices, they are able to sell inferior grades to the constitu-
ents of my hon. friend from Gloucester and my hon. friend
fromn Northumberland, and quite undersell the Canadian
miller by selling the inferior grade cheaper. If the Ontario
miller were allowed to import these grades of American
wheat at reduced rates, to mix with the botter quality of our
wheat, they could keep their mills going the whole year
and could supply their Lower Province customers at a
lower rate and with botter flour. I have not investigated
this argument to its utmost extent, but I intend to lay the
arguments of my milling friends before the Governmont and
to ask them to corne to some decision on the subject. I beg
to move the adjournment of the debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned,
House adjourned at six o'olock,
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WEDNESDAY, 18th March, 1885.

The SPEiKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.
PamYEas.

TERRY DIVORCE BILL.

Mr. TAYLOR moved first reading of Bill (No. 97) for
the relief of Fairy Emily Jane Terry-(from the Senate).

Motion agreed to, on a division.

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS.

Mr. MULOCK moved first reading of Bill (No. 98) to
amend the Acts respecting Controverted Elections. Ho
said: This Bill is to repeal section 1 of 39 Vic., cap. 9, which
has been found not workable, and substitute what I hope
will be found workable machinery for it. Under section
1, 39 Vie., cap. 9, provision is supposed to be made for pro-
ceedings against third parties, which the courts have held
to beounworkable, andirecently the courts of the Province of
Ontario, have recognised some of the regulations of the
Legislature of Ontario as workable and have pi-oceeded
under them. It is to some extent incorporating those
provisions in lieu of our own. It is a matter of practice, not
a matter of principle.

Motion agreed to, and Bill road the first time.

TEMPERANCE ACT AMENDMENT.
Mr. BOURBEAU moved for leave to introduco Bill (No.

93) to amend the Canada Temperanco Act, 1878. He said :
This amendment is to authorise the priest and the minister,
in a parish where it is roquired, to grant a certificate for
medical purposes. The second part of the Temperance Act
of 1878, section 99, sub-section 4, says:

" Provided also that the sale of intoxicating liquor for exclusive
medicinal purposes, or for bonâ fide use in some art, trade or manufao-
ture, shall be lawful only by euch druggists and other vendors as may
be thereto specially licensed by the Lieutenant Governor in each Pro.
vince, the number not to exceed one in each township or parish, nor
two in each town; and in cities not exceeding one for every 4,000
inhabitants such sale, when for medicinal pur poses, to be in quintities
of not less than one pint, to be removed from the premises and to be
made only on the certificate of a medical man."

By the amondment that I introduce, it will ho provided that
the priest or the minister serving the parisI where the
person requires the liquor will be able to grant certificates.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

WORKS ON NAVIGABLE WATERS.
Six HECTOR LANGEVIN moved for leave to introduce

Bill (No. 101), to amend the Law respecting bridges,
booms and other works constructed over, or in
navigable waters under the authority of Provincial
Acts. He said: The object of this Bill is to
correct an error that occurred when a certain Bill
was passed, in the clause giving power to the Governor
in Council to make rules and regulations in order that the
works on navigable waters might not interfere with navi-
gation, or, when the plans were approved and the site
selected, if obstacles were found to be created by such
works, by such Order in Council the company or party
having so erected a work over a navigable water might be
compelled to remedy the ovil caused by such work, and
this is to reinstate the power.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THE FACTORY BILL.

Mr. BERGIN. The Factory Bill has been printed in
English and to-morrow morning, we are assurd by the
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printers, we shall have the French copy. Large demands
have been made by members and by parties outside of the
House-manufacturers and workingmen and workingmen's
associations and others -for copies of the Bill, and we require
to get the authority of the flouse for the printing. About
500 co ies will be required. I move that 500 extra copies
of the Fatory Bill be printed for general distribution.

Mr. SPEAKER. This motion goes to the Printing Com-
mittee without being put.

FLOODS ON THE RICHELIEU RIVER.

Mr. BÉCHARD asked, Has the Government received
any petitions or memorials from riparian owners on the
Richelieu River complaining that the piers constructed in
the said river, near the Town of St. John, by the Stanstead,
Shefford and Chambly Railway Company, raise the waters
of the said river, and that their lands are consequently
flooded, and praying for relief? If so, have any measures
been adopted or are any measures to be adopted for the
relief of the petitioners ?

Mr. POPE. There have been some petitions received,
but the Government have not come to any decision in
reference to the matter.

EXPORTS OF CANADIAN PRODUCE.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, What is the total
amount of goods the produce of Canada (not including short
returns) exported from the lst July, 1884, to the 1st March,
1885? Total amount of same goods exported from lst July,
1883, to lst March, 1884?

Mr. BOWELL. The total amount of goods the produce
of Canada, exported from the lst July, 1883, to the lst of
March, 1884, was $56,861,122, and from the 1st July, 1884,
to the lt March, 1885, *56,347,281.

LICENSE COfMMISSIONERS IN ESSEX.

Mr. LISTER asked, Have License Commissioners been
appointed under the McCarthy Act for the county of Essex
for the current year? If so, stato name and date of appoint-
ment of each commissioner.

Mr. COSTIGAN. No new appointment has been made.
If any changes have taken place, it will be with regard to
the second commissioner, who might be the wardon of the
county. He would be subject to election, and there might
be a new commissioner without any departmental action.

INSPECTOR OF WOODSTOCK, N.B., DOMINION
BUILDINGS.

Mr. IRVINE asked, Who was the inspector of Dominion
building in Woodstock, N.B., during its construction ?
What was the date of his appointment, also salary received
up to date, and the rate per day ? Is he stili employed on
said building?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The inspector of works
was Mr. J. P. Fletcher who was appointed on the lst June,1883. The salary paid to date is $1,575. The rate of puy-
ment is $75 a month. He is still employed, as the fittings
and the heating apparatus are not quite complote. His
services will be dispensed with at the end of the month
when the work is completed.

Mr. MACKENZIE. When will the general return asked
for as to the names and salaries of all inspectors of public
works be brought down.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I suppose it is being pre-
pared now. I will enquire,

Mr. BIRGUi,

Mr. MACKENZIE. It was moved for three weeks ago,
I think.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It has not been brought
down ?

Mr. MACKENZIE. No.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I will onquire.

INSPECTION OF FACTORIES.

Mr. BERGIN, on the Order for Committee of the Whole
to consider resolutions to provide for the appointment of in-
spectors and medical inspectors of factories, being read,
said: I propose to ask the Government to allow this to
stand, for the reason that until the principle of the Factory
Bill is affirmed by the flouse, it cannot be discussed. As
this Bill is a very important one, and is looked upon with
very great interest by the country, and is a Bill which is
looked for with great anxiety by the manufacturers and
by the working classes, I would ask the First Minister
and the permission of the House, that on Wednesday next
it should be made the first Order of the Day. This would
ensure its being carried through this Session, and, I know,
would give very great satisfaction both to the House and
to the country.

Mr. BLAKE. If it stands in its present priority it will
come up first next Wednesday.

Mr. BERGIN. No, it would not; there will be so many
before it.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman should observe it is
ut present a Notice of Motion.

Mr. BERGIN. The motion cannot be discussed until
the principle of the Bill is affirmed.

Mr. BLAKE. I understood it was the motion the hon.
gentleman was speaking of.

Mr. BERGIN. No, it is the Bill; I want the Bill to be
made the first Order of the Day for Wednesday next, or
Wednesday evening; and when the principle of the Bill
is affirmed by the House, as I feel it will be, then the
motion can be discussed in its usual place.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There can be no objec-
tion if it is the general consent of the flouse.

Mr. BERGIN. I will move, therefore, that Bill (No.
85) respecting factories, be the first Order of the Day for
Wednesday evening next.

Motion agreed to.

MILITARY MAGAZINE AT ST. JOHN, N. B.

Mr. WELDON moved for:
Return of all properties owned by the Government for military

purposes in New Brunswick, disposed of or leased since the transfer
from the Imperial Government; the parties to whom sold and at what
price, and as to leased properties, to whom leased, for what period and
at what rents.

He said: I wish to call the attention of the Department to
the situation of the powder magazine at Fort Howe, in the
city of Por tland, N. B., coterminous with the city of St.
John. Many years ago the barracks were situated at that
place, and after the barracks were moved to their present
situation at the lower end of the town, the magazines were
stationed there, and during the time the Imperial troops
were stationed at St. John the magazines were guarded by
the military. After the Imperial troops departed theguard,
of course, was taken away, but the magazines remained.
Since then, as appears from the answer to a question put in
the House by myself, one of the magazines is let to private
parties. Now the firm to whom it is leased is, no doubt,
highly respectable, and probably, so far as the head of that
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firm is concerned, will take all proper precautions ; but I
would submit to the Department whether it is right that
these public magazines should be used for private purposes.
When they are under the control of the Department, of
course I assume that every care will be taken by the
officers of the Department so that there will be no danger
of an explosion. But that care and protection of the
Department ceases when the magazines are in the hands of
private individuals, and it does appear to me that it
is not a proper use of publie magazines to lase them to pri-
vate parties. From the position of this magazine, if an
explosion should occur, it would cause great destruction,
not only to property, but perhaps to life, as they are situated
near a thickly populated portion of the city of Portland,
and an explosion would cause great damage to that city,
and also to the city of St. John. I do not know whether
the attention of the Minister of Militia has been calied te
this matter by the City Council of St. John, or the City
Council of Portland, but I am aware that the question was
brought up in the City Council of Portland, and they agreed
to momorialise the Department about it. At present there is
great risk and danger from the magazines. Of course
where magazines are required for public purposes, they are
under the charge of the Militia Department and of officers
detailed for that purpose; but when they pass into the
hands of private parties the magazines are passed under the
control of the individuals to whom they are leased, or to
their servants. The city is consequently exposed to con-
siderable danger which would not exist if the magazines
were employed for the legitimate purposes for which they
were established.

Mr. CARON. The papers which have been asked for by my
hon. friend will be brought down. I did not expect that the
hon. gentleman would have made the explanation which he
has made before the papers were brought do wn. I can tell
the hon. gentleman that a portion of this fort is used by
the Department of Militia for storing powder, but another por-
tion, the Fort Howe which he has referred to, is under lease,
but as far as my memory serves me, it is leased from year
to year, and the lease is terminable at any mom3nt when
the fort is required by the Department of Militia. I may
say to the hon. gentleman that in several other cities of the
Dominion it has been considered of great advantage to the
city to have the military powder magazines when not
required for that purpose by the Militia Department,
handed over for the use of merchants, in which to store
their powder, as it could be more safely stored there than
anywhere else in the city. I can also say to the hon.
gentleman that, whether the fort is leased or not, the super-
vision of the Militia Department is still maintained over
those stores during the time the lease is in existence. I
shall bring down the papers, and after they come down I
shall be glad to supplement the information they contain
with any further information in my power.

Motion agreed to.

ANNUNCIATION DAY.
Mr. SPEAKER. My attention has been called to the

fact that Wednesday next is Annunciation Day, and will
therefore be a holiday. I suggest, with respect to the
motion of Mr. Bergin respecting inspectors and medical
inspectors of factories, that the hon. member be allowed to
change the motion so that it shall stand first on the list of
Public Bills and Orders, not mentioning Wednesday next.
This will be done with the consent of the Hlouse.

CLAIMS OF THE ISLAND OF CAPE BRETON.
Mr. CAMERON (Inverness) moved:

That it be resolved,-
That after the Treaty of Paria the Island of Cape Breton was annexed

to Nova Scotia by Proclamation on October 7th, 1763.

And that it was ordered by the Governor and Couneil of Nova eotia,
on the 10th of December, 1765, that the Teland of Cape Breton ahould
be erected into a distinct county, to be known by the name of the
'County of Cape Breton,' comprehending the Islands of Madame and
Scutarie and ail islande within three leagueq, aud that a writ sbould be
issued for choosing two representatives ; and farther that the freeholders
should be at liberty to choose non-residents."

That " John Grant, Esq., and Mr. Gregory Townsend were elected,
and ptoceeded to Halifax to take their seats in the Assembly, on June
3rd, 1766."

That the said John Grant, Esq., and Mr. Gregory Townsend, on the
report of a Committee of the Assembly composed of Meurs. Butler,
Morris, Smith, Brenton and Burbridge again:t the validity of their
election, were prevented from taking their seats in the Legia1oture.

That the Legislature of Nova Scotia exercised the power of taxing
the people of Cape Breton withont allowing thm any representation in
the Assembly for 21 years, thereby creating discontent so intense and
lasting that the Imperial Goverament a3 a remedy separated the isi
from Nova Scotia in 1784. ad

That during the twenty years preceding its separation from Nova
Scotia, owing to the injustice done Cape Breton, its population decreased
from 1,500 in 1763 to 1,100 in 1783.

That Cape Breton, while ruled by a Governor and Council, was so
favorablyknown and desired by immigrants from the old cnuntry, that
as Governor Desbarres, of the Tland, writing to the Under Secretary of
State on the 17th August, 1785, says: " Nova Scotia is jealous, and
don't wish with thorough sincerity the success of the Government, lest
itl growing importance and value should raise it to the first rank amongst
Hie Majesty's and the national favorites."

That the population of Cape Breton during the thirty-ive years of
its separate Government increased from 1,10 in 1783 to 26,100 in 1820.

That the persistent jealousy and intermeddling of Nova s cot'a
secured the re-annexation of Cape Breton without the consent of its
people by a Proclamation issued on October 16th, 1820.

That the people of Cap) Breton during the succeeding twenty-four
years used every constitutional means to remonstrat- against the re an-
nexation, but without succesa, as the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council confirmed it in 1844;

That the unjust treatment of Cape Breton by Nova Scotia from 1820
to 1867 appears manifest from the fact alone that while, during that
time $9,000,000 had been expended in Nova Scotia proper on publie
account, only the comparative trifle of $156,523 wa, expended in Cape
Breton, and that on St. Peter's canal, in the County of Richmond.

That since 1867, under Confederation, notwithstanding the enormous
increase of the public debt of the Dominion, for which both political
parties are responsible, and for the interest on which the people of Cap ý
Breton are taxed in common with the people of other sections of the
Dominion, no expenditure chargeable to capital accouat was ever yet
made excepting St. Peter's canal.

That the prosperity of Cape Breton up to the present time had been
retarded largely by the exercise of preponderating influe9ces favorable
to such portions of Nova Scotia as Halifax, Cumberland and Pictou,
whose interests are not supposed to lie always in fairly recognizing the
importance of Cape Breton.

That the area of Cap3 Breton is more thn double that of Prince
Edward Island, its population nearly as large, an d in addition to their
many common interests, the former posSessen unlimited mineral
resources which remain undeveloped owing to the want of facilities
afforded to rival counties in Nova Scotia proper.

That in the opinion of this House th3 isolated position of Cape Breton,
apart from the consideration of its inexhaustible mineral resources,
entitles it to that consideration at the hands of this Parliament which
is given to Prince Edward Island, in the way of affording facilitles for
the development of its various industries.

He said: Before placing these resolutions on the subject of
the claims of the Island of Cape Bceton, apart f rom other
sections of the Province of Nova Scotia, in your hands, Mr.
Speaker, I desire to explain as concisely as possible my
reasons for submitting them to the consideration of this
House. The history of Cape Breton is an interesting one;
but it is peculiarly interesting to the present inhabitants of
the island. I do not intend to discuss the history of that
island previons to the fail of Louisburg, in 1758, but I desire
to call attention to the treatment which it bas received since
that time. In doing so it is not my intention to find fault
with the dead past. I simply desire to call the attention of
this louse and of the country to the fact that, if the Island
of Cape Breton had been treated in a manner similar to other
sections of the Dominion, its population, which is now
about 84,000, would at least be double. I have here a his-
tory of the island, which I hold is the only reliable history
of the island ever published, simply because the histories
published in former times.were derived from sources which
were not reliable.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Readread,
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Mr. AMERRON (Inverness). It is not my intention, as
has been suggested, to read the history of Cape Breton ; but
it is my intention to call attention to sections of its history,
which relate particularly to the injustice that has been done
to the island by political parties in the past. This history
was written by an English gentleman, who resided in the
island for forty years, and it can therefore be considered an
unbiassed history. The facts were obtained from official
sources, and from sources which were not prejudicial to the
interests of theisland. The name of the gentleman who wrote
this history was Richard Brown an English gentleman, who
was familiar with all the resources of the island as well as
with its people. In 1869 he published the history and dedi-
cated it to the youth of the island,whom he addressed in this
language:

"When I firet visited the island, more than 40 years ago my professional
duties led me into varions districts, at that time qite destitute of inns
and the ordinary meaus of locomotion. Thus was frequently com-
pelled to ask from the inhabitants both shelter and subsistence, as well
as aid in moving from place to place. I need hardly say that in the
comfortable houses of the merchants and the farmers-in the log huts of
the new settlers-in the wigwams of the wandering Indians-in short,
everywhere I received a hearty and hospitable welcome. In lateryears,
during a long residence at one locality, I had the happiness of enjoying
the friendship of a wide circle of neigtibors of all ranÉs."1

That is his opinion of the people thon resident upon the
island, and of whom the present stock are the descendants.
He obtained his information from the most reliable sources,
as will be seen from the following:

"For the great bulk of the most important matter embodied in the
following letters. I am under great obligations to Sir Roderick
Murchison, for free access to the extensive library of the British
Museum, and to His Grace the Duke of Buckingham and Chandos for
permission to examine and make extracts from volaminous colonial
ocuments in the Public Record Office. To the courteous and obliging

officers of both these truly noble national institutions, I beg to tender
mysincere thanks for theirvaluable aidin guiding me inmy researches."

This conclusivly proves that this history is a reliable
one. It may be said, that Cape Breton progressed as
rapidly as any other section of the Province of Nova
Scotia or the Maritime Provinces; but this does not, how-
ever, prove that sufficient attention has been given to
affording facilities to the people for prosecuting the various
industries of the island. I find that as early as 1758, the
fishing industries of that island were far in excess of what
they are at the present day, and it is not only very interest-
ing, but highly necessai y to quote the statisties of that
day, in order to show that notwithstanding the progressive
increase of population in the island, it is not owing to any
special attention, or in fact to any attention at all, having
been paid to that island since that particular time. The
historian says:

" The loss of Cape Breton was a severe blow to the navy of France,
as the fishery on the coast was one of the chief nurseries ot lier seamen.
According to a document placei in my banda by the late Chief Justice
Dodd of Bydney, about forty years ago (in 1829) no less than 15,000
were employed in the fisheries of Cape Breton, when Louisburg was
taken in 1758. I cannot do better than give you the following copy of
this document:

"State of the fisheries carried on by the French in the Island of Cape
Breton previous to the British taking possession in 1758.

Deck
Egmont Bay, near Cape North.......
Niganish Bay and Cove.........
Niganish Island.......................
Port Dauphin, or St. Anne.........
Entrance of Great Bras d'Or..........
Petit Bra deor .................
Spanish River, or Sydney....... ......
Indian Bay, or Lingan .............
Secatiarie Island............................
Main à Dieu......................
Lorambec . ........... .........
Louisburg....., .................. ............
Gabarus Bay..... .......................
Fourché ... ...............
St. Esprit Island ................. ....... •

Grande Rivière ...... ... ......
L'Ardoise . .............................
St. Peter's......... ......... ..........
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ed Vessels. Shallops.
30

...... 245
30

100 ......
20 40

...... 60
6

...... 50
200

...... 190
80

300 300
...... 50

50
60
..o

...... 14
100

Petit de Grat, Isle Madame.
River and Bay of Inhabitant ....
Different places in Gut of Canso

Totale...................

726 decked vessels, at 8 men each...
1,555 shallope, at 6 men each..........

Total...................

726 decked vessels, at 700 quintals..
1,555 shallops, at 300 quintals........

Total .............. ............

)Dcked vessels. Sh

100
100

726

5,808
9,330

15,138 men

508,200
466,500

974,700 quintalo.

MARCH 18,
allops.
100

,555

In 1878 the total number of men employed in the
fisheries of the island was 4,491; the number of boats,
3,226; the number of vossels, 98; the tonnage, 2,691 tons,
and the value of the fisheries, $1,276,193. In 1758 there
were 15,138 men employed; number of vessels, 726; shal-
lops, 1,555; and the value of the fish taken at that time
was more than double that of the fish taken in 1883. This
conclusively proves that one class of the inhabitants of the
Island of Cape Breton will be largely increased in number
for some period of time yet, because if the ability to
maintain the fishermen on the island will be equal to what
it was over 100 years ago, it would treble the present fishing
population of the island. That the island was considered im-
portant at that time is proven from the following fact which
the same writer refers to:

" There can be no stronger proof of the value of Cape Breton in, the
estimation of the French, than the fact, when negotiations for peace
were mooted in the year 1761, the French Minister, the Duc de Choiseul,
offered to cede the whole of Canada to England upon certain conditions,
of which the most important was the restitution of Cape Breton. As
Mr. Pitt would not consent to this condition the French Government
broke off the negotiations and recalled thoir agent from London."
Just because the British Government at that time refused to
restore the Island of Cape Breton to the French Government,
the war was continued two years afterwards. Peace was, how-
ever, declared in 1763, and the Island of Cape Breton was
annexed to Nova Scotia. After Cape Breton was annexed to
Nova Scotia it was ordered that two rspresentatives be elected
for the island-which was constituted into one county-to
the Legislature of Nova Scotia. At that time the population
of Cape Breton was about one-third of the population of Nova
Scotia, but notwithstanding this, only two representatives
were allowod the county of Cape Breton, which embraced
the whole island, in a louse composed of forty represen-
tatives. This shows how utterly impossible it was for
Cape Breton at that time to procure any show of fair
play in the Legislature of Nova Scotia; and notwithstand-
ing that only two representatives wore allowed for the
island, they were refused the privilege of taking their seats
in the Legislature because there was no homesteads on the
island. The franchise of Nova Scotia at that time was a
freehold franchise, and unfortunately there were no free-
holders on the island, and after two gentlemen wero
elected to sit in the Local Legislature they wore
refused the privilege of taking their seats, because
they were not elected by-the freeholders of the island.
Then their seats were declared vacant, and the island was
refused representation in the Nova Seotia Legislature for
21 years. During that time the responsibility of represent-
ing the island in the -Local Legislature was thrown on the
City of Halifax. It was promised from time to time that
freebold tenure would be given to the residents of the
island ; but notwithstanding this promise, lest Cape Breton
should be represented in the Legislature, the right was with-
held for the whole period of 21years. But, according to this
history, I find :

" Although Capt. Holland's survey had been long completed, and
grants of land had been issued in the neighboring Island of St. Jhn's,
the bondfide settlers at Louisbourg and other parts of the island, for no
assignable reason that I could discover in the record, were still denied
the privilege, or rather right, of obtAining any other titie than licenses
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of occupation to the lande they had improved. They were therefore
still disqualified to send representatives to the Assembly, not from, any
fault of their own, but simply because the overnment would not give
them grants. To remedy this grievance, the House passed a resolution
on April 2, 1770, 'That no writ shall issne to the Island of Breton,
because of the want of freeholders to make an election, and that the
isle be deemed to be represented by the member for the county of
Balifax, into which it has resolved and become a part thereof as hereto-
fore.' This, you will observe, was ne remedy whatever, as the inhabit-
anto had no voice in choosing representatives for the County of Halifax.
We may presume, however, that John Butler and Robert Campbell, who
took their seats for the County of alifax when the House met on June
6, 1771, looked especially after the affairs of Cape Breton."

There is a lurking suspicion in the minds of the people of
the Island of Cape Breton that the privilege the people of
Halifax obtained at that time bas continued to exist ever
since. I hope, however, that transpiring events will con-
vince them that their suspicions are not well founded. Not-
witbstanding the great length of time during which the
representatives of Halifax enjoyed the privilege of represent-
ing the island, I am happy to say that a public expression of
opinion now in the city of Halifax convinces me that there
is a growing feeling of sympathy for the island in that city,
and I hope that feeling will be made manifest not only in
the Local Legislature but in the Dominion Parliament. In
1774 another remedy was proposed for the very great
wrong which was done to the island at that time. The his-
torian says:

" We have now arrived at a momentous era in the history of the
British Colonies-the breaking out of the Americau Revolution. As aIl
the events of the war of independence must be quite familiar to you, I
shall say nothing concerning them, except so far as they effect Cape
Breton, which, happily, owing to its insignificance at that period, suffered
less from the depredations and attacks of the enemy's privateers than
the adjacent colonies. Energetie measures were, of course, taken by
the Governor of Nova Scotia for the defence of the Province, not only
against external but internal enemies also; for it was well known that
there were many disaffected persons scattered through the country who
had originally came from New England, disposed to aid the revolted
colonies. On 28th August, 1775, a proclamation was issued, ordering
ligbt infantry companies to be raised throughout the Province. The
total number of men required was only 1,010, of which 'C ape Breton
Isle and Isle Madame' were each ordered to raise ' two companies of
Acadians and others well affected,' of 50 men each-200 in all. It can-
not escape your notice that Cape Breton, includin g Isle Madame, was
not fairly treated in this apportionment. The whole population of the
island, exclusive of the Indians, according to Governor Legge's census
in 1774, was only 1,011, whilst that of Nova Scotia proper was, at the
lowest estimate, 20,000; and yet the latter was called upon to iurnish
only 800 men, or one to every twenty-five, whilst the former was required
to supply 200, or one in every five.''

Thus you will see that Cape Breton was called upon to fur-
nish five men to each one that Nova Scotia was required to
furnish according to population, and I regret to find
that that policy has been continued up to the present
time. When fighting men are required, the military
anthorities are very anxious to look to the Island of
Cape Breton for mon to fight their battles ; but when
we are at peace, the Minister of Militia of this Dominion
-and I regret that he is not in his place-fails to
accord to us a falir apportionment of the public.money
devoted to that service. Now, Sir, I come to the most
delightful era in the history of the Island of Cape Breton,
that is, its separation from Nova Scotia in 1784. When I
first visited that island there were many residents who
recollected that particular time. There are many still
living on the island who regret the day that it was made
part of the Province of Nova Scotia, in 1820, and since these
resolutions were made public I have received many letters
from the residents of the island congratulating me on my
efforts to secure the separation of the island from Nova
Scotia proper, notwithstanding that the resolutions have no
intention of asking for separation at present. As soon as it
became known that Cape Breton was separated from Nova
Seotia, many persons directed their attention to the island,
and a large tide of immigration set in towards it in 1784:

" About 800 persone arrived, and settled in various parts of the
island in the early part of the summer. It is stated by Desbarres that
an accession of 3,397 speedily followed the publiestion of his procla-
mation on September lot, describing the natural advantages of the
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island and offering a liberal supply of provisions for three years to
immigrants, with clothin for themselves and their familles, lumber
and materials for farm buildings, and tools and implements for clearing
land."

Shortly afterwards, in 1785:
" The great rush of Immigrants, and the bustling scene presented by

so many people busily engaged in erecting barracks, storehouse and
dwellings, seemed quite to have turned the head of the Governor, and
made him fancy tuat Cape Breton would soon eclipse all the neighbor-
ing colonies. From the very first be appears to have imbibed an idea
tha the people of Nova Scotia were jealous of Cape Breton, and looked
with dissatisfaction at its rising importance. Writing on Augnut 17 to
the Under-Secretary of State he says: 'New settlers are coming in fat ;
the New England people do not like the settling of the Island of Cape
Breton at all ; they know it will be the loss of every advantage they
derive from the fishery. Nova Scotia is jealons, and don't wish with
thorough sincerity the succesa of this Government, lest its growing
importance sud value should ralse it to the first rank amongst Ris
Majesty's and the national favorites.''

We find at the close of its career as a separate colony
its population increased very rapidly during its period of
self-government.

" All the best lands fronting on the lakes, rivers sud sea-coast were
taken up previous to the year 1820 ; since that period the lands in the
rear of front lots have been occupied by the later immigrants, who are
in consequence distinguished by the name of 'Backlanders.' The
great influx of Scottish immigrants (said by some authorities to have
exceeded 25,000 seule), gave quite a new complexion to the population
of Cape Breton, if it can with propriety be said that it was, before their
arrival, distinguished by any complexion whatever, being composed
only of a few hundred Micmacs, Acadians and English and Irish settlers.
The island is now decidedly 'Scotch,' with every probability of its con-
tinuing so to the end of time. Although many of the first settlers came
to Cape Breton sorely against their will,.none, [ believe, have had
reason to regret the change from the wretched abodes they left to the
comfortable humes they now occupy."

Unfortunately, in 1820, Cape Breton, without the consent
of its people, was re-annexed to Nova Scotia by a proclama-
tion. The proclamation reads as follows:

" DowNiNG STRUET, August 15, 1820.
"SiR,-l had the honor of intimating to you previous to your depart-

ure from this country, the decision to which His Majesty had come of
re-annexing the Island of (ape Breton to the Government of Nova
Scotia; and you must have observed the alteration which had In conse-
quence been made in your commission and instructions.

" Jis Majesty considers it most desirable that this arrangement should
be no longer delayed, and has commanded me to instract you to take
into your immediate consideration the measures which may be necessary
to give effect to His Majesty's instructions. For this purpose it will be
necessary that you should in the first place direct the issue of write for
the election of two members from the County of Cape Breton, to ait in
the Legislative Assembly of Nova Scotia; and in this you will follow
the course adopted in 1765, when two members were actually so
returned."

This proclamation was issued by Batliurst, and a proclama-
tion was also issued by the Lieutenant-Governor of Nova
Sotia, shortly afterwards, which reads as follows:

" Whereas His Majesty, with a view to promote the welfare of his
faithful and loyal subjects of Nova Scotia and Cape Breton, bath been
graciously pleased to direct that the Island of Cape Breton shdald be
re-annexed to the Government of Nova Scotia, and the same island
should from henceforth be and remain an integral part of the Govern-
mer t of Nova Scotia,-

" I do therefore, in pursuance of His Majesty's instructions and by
and wit i the advice of His Majesty's Council, declare that the Island
of Cape Breton is, and from henceforth shall be and remain, a several
and distinct county of the Province of Nova Scotia, to be called and
known by the name of the County of Cape Breton, snd to be represented,
and the civil government thereof to be administered, in like manner as
the other counties of the Province are administered and governed.

"And in pursuance of his Majesty's instructions I have caused a writ
in the usual form to be immediately issued, directed to the Provost-
Marshal or his Deputy, resident in the island, for the election of two
members to serve in the General Assembly of Nova Scotia, being the
number directed to be summoned to such Assembly before the time
when the said island was first separated from the Province of Nova
Scotia.

" And I do hereby, in obedience to His Majesty's commando, dissolve
the Council of the said Island of Cape Breton.

" And that the peace and good order of the said island may be pre-
served, and justice duly administered therein, until more effectusl pro-
vision shall be made by the Legislature of Nova Scotia, or until further
order shall be duly made therein, I do hereby anthorise and require that
al jadges, justices of the peace, cinstables and other civil officers in
commission in the said island do continue in the execution of their
respective offices, agreeably to the several ordinances paused by the
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Governor and Council of Cape Breton, sud under which that colonyy
since its separation, as been hitherto administered."

This was, unquestionably, the greatest calamity that ever
happened to the Island of Cape Breton. During the thirty-
five years in which the island was governed by a Governor
in Council, the progress of the island equalled, if it did not
surpasp, the progress of any other British contemporary
colonies on this side of the Atlantic. Since that time, having
regard to the discontent which prevailed on the island, prin-
cipally owing to the fact that the island had only a repre-
sentation of two in a House of forty, the interests of the
island were. to a very great extent, neglected by the Legis-
lature of Nova Scotia. During twenty-four years the people
of the island remonstrated, in every constitutional manner,
with the view of securing separation from Nova Scotia, and
I find that a special session of the Local Legislature was
called for in 1844 to determine whether the island wou|d be
set at liberty or not. I firid that the Legislature of Nova
Scotia was convened on the 20th July, 1844, and that the
Governor of the day delivered his Speech from the Throne
as follows:
"Mr. President and Honorable Gentlemen of the Legislative Council:

" Mr. Speaker and Gentlemen of the Rouse of Assembly':

I have called you together, in obedience to the instructions of Her
Majesty's principal Secretary of State for the Colonies, in order to give
you an opoortunity to determine whetber rou will appoint an agent to
represent the Legislature -f Nova Scotia at the bar of the Privy Council,
in the case now pending before the Judicial Committee, regarding the
legality of the annexation of the Island of ';ape Breten to this Province,
in 1820. I will cause the despatches I have received, having relation to
this subject, Io be immediately submitted to you. [ regret very much
that it should have become necessay to convene you at a season of the
year at which it mnst be inconvenint for many of you to leave your
homes ; but it is satisfactory for me to know that the business on which
ynu are summuned to deliberate is of such a nature as leads me to hope
that it may be readiiy de-spatched, and that its early completion will
enable me at once to release you from furtner attendance."

This was the Speech from the Throne, and I find that the
resolution, the only business of importance which was sub-
mitted to the Local Legislature, reads as follows:

I Resolved, that an humble address be presented to His Excellency the
Lieutenant-Governor, to infori His Excelleney that the House of Assem-
bly having takesn into ite deliberate consideration the despatches and
documents submitted by Ris Excellency to the House, relative to the
question now pending before the Judicial Committee ot the Privy Coun-
cil, have det.-rmined that, having full conflience in the learning, know-
ledge and ability of the Attorney and Solicitor-General of England, and
the wisdom and integrity of the·eminent tribunal before whom they are
to vindicate the legality of the annexation of Cape Breton to this Pro-
vince, it is unnecessary to emplov an agent to represent Nova Scotia
before the said tribunal i and further stating that the re-annexation of
theIsland of Cape Breton to this Province, by the Proclamation ot 1820,
and the Act of Assembly passed tu pursuance thereof, was a measure
very advantageous to the grest body of the inhabitants of that island,
and that it bas largely benefitted by the care and protection of th- Gov-
ernment and impartial administration of justice; and praying that ris
Excellency will be Mleas -d to appoint a cummission of fiv persons, to
collect from the public archives of this rovince such rec. rds, docu-
ments and infermation as mmy have a tendency to aid the said
tribunal in comi-g to a decision upon the said question, and
that His Exellency will be pleased to transmit the same to
the right honorable the Secretary of State for the Colonies."

During the period from 1820 to 1844, owing to the discon.
tent that prevailed in the Island of Cape Breton, the Legis
lature of Nova Scotia wisely increased the representation
Of the isand ; but even at this time the representation of
the island was only 6 out of about 50. What is very
significant is the 'fact, that out of the 6 gentlemen
who represented the Island of Cape Breton in
1844, not one of then voted for th e resolution
passed by the Local Legislature of Nova Scotia.
This proves the fact that, in 1844, a very grave discontent
prevailed in the Iland of Cape Breton in regard to the
treatment it received at the hands of the Province of à ova
Sceotia. Since that time the people of cape Breton have had
the privilege of grumbling, which is accorded to every Britith
subject, but, notwithstanding ait their grumbling, they are
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yet of opinion that very little attention was paid to the
interests of the island from 1814 to 1867, although we had
some hope that, in the near future, after that period,
some attention would be paid to the interests of the island
owing to the very large expenditures made in Nova Scotia
proper from 1851 until 1867. In 1851 the railway policy
was inaugurated in the Province of Nova Scotia. and no
railway scheme could ever have been passed in the Local
Legislature without the assistance of the representatives
from the Island of Cape Breton; and I am happy to gay
that the intelligent representatives of the island at that
time always favored the building of railways and public
works in all sections of the Province of Nova Scotia, as they
are willing to do now in all sections of the Dominion
where it would appear that public works are necessary for
the development of the country. In 1867, then, owing to
the policy pursued from 1851 until that time, no less
than seven million dollars were expended by the Local
Legislature of Nova Scotia on railways, but, whenever any
railway policy was advanced by the Local Legislature, the
leaders of the Govern ment of the day always promised that,
as soon as the railways were extended east and west in
Nova Scotia proper, then and not tili then would steps be
taken to build railways on the Island of Cape Breton. We
were left to live in hope, but, unfortunately, hope bas been
long deferred, and up to this time neither at the expense of
the Local Legislature of Nova Scotia nor at the expense
of the Dominion Parliament bave we one foot of rai!-
way on the Island of Cape Breton. However, in 1867 and
for two years previous to that date, owing to the very pecu-
liar position which the people of Cape Breton occupied
relative to the Province of Nova Scotia, the feeling in
reference to Confederation was most intense. They feared,
and I was one of those who feared, that the interests
of the Island of Cape Breton would be neglected to even a
larger degree when we were connected with the great
Dominion of Canada than they were while we were cor-
nected with the Province of Nova Scotia. The opposition
was so intense on that island that not one representative
was returned from any of its constituencies in favor of Con-
federation. Since that time, many changes have taken
place in all sections of the Dominion, but on the island,
with the exception of the fishing and mining sections,
very little change bas taken place, and I regret exceel-
ingly to admit that, in many sections of the island,
a very large exodus takes place. It takes place not owing
to the National Policy, because from all the statistics I have
in my possession the exodus took place while the Govern-
ment adopted a revenue tariff. We have no statistics to
show what the increased population may be under the
National Policy, but I anticipate that there will be a very
material proportion of increase in the fishing and coal-
mining sections of the Island of Cape Breton owing to the
adoption of that policy. In 1874 this Parliament adopted
a new policy in reference Ao the Province of Nova Scotia.
Before 1867, railways were built east and west in Nova Scotia,
but this Gorernment adopted the policy in 1,73 and 1874, of
giving the Windsor Branch in the Province of Nova-Scotia as
aid to railways in the western part of the Province, and the
Pictou Branch as aid to railways in the eastern part of the
Province. The Windsor Branch cost il million dollars,
and the Pictou Branch over .4 million dollars. The aggro-
gate amount which these railways cost was not less than
$3,500,O00, so that this Parliament adopted the policy of
giving that around as a bonus for the extension of railways
in Nova Scotia proper. Of course, that policy gave very
general satisfaction, general satisfaction throughout the
Province of Nova Scotia particularly, but I was
one of those who felt at that time and now feel
that, notwithstanding this and other concessions male
to Nova Scotia proper, it did not benefit the
Island of Cape Breton, directly or indirectly, to the
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extent of one dollar, any more than similar expenditures for 28 miles equal to $140,000; the New Glasgow and OAflo Road
in the great North-West or in Vancouver Island, or in any $5,0 Oa mile for 80 miles, usl b $t00,O0; an the Oanso and .éouis-cRie potio ofthe omiionte hwh ur eepe wuldburgzRoad $5,000 a mile fC 80 miles, equal- to $40000, making lu &Il
other$1,480,000 for 278 miles of road already provided r. The prsent Bi
be compelled to go to earn their bread by the sweat of their rroped to subsidise'the 'Cetaux and Atiantie Roady 7O miles, with
brow. This is a feature of our isolated position which our $4,o0 a mile, equal 10 $280,000; the Iroad Ge Roada 50 milee,
friend from Nova Scotia itself a neer realise. Theythe Yrmutofrieds romNovaScoia tsel ea ueer ralie. heymiles, witb additional sîabsidy of $2,000 a mile, eqoal te $180,000. 'These
fancy that if large expenditures are made in Nova Scotia enms added to the sumu already provided for as subvention@, gare a toul
proper, the Island of Cape Breton, as a matter course, must Of $2,140,000."
benefit thereby, but I submit that any expenditures in Nova Now, Sir, the first Session of this Parliament I suggWel
Scotia proper cannot be of any more benefit to the Island of that a subsidy be granted for a lin. frei tbe Strait of eau:
Cape Breton than to Prince Edward Island, which has never te Broad Cove, and I also suggested that a subidy shuld b.
contributed one dollar to publie expenditures in the Pro granted for a lno from the SLrait of Ganso to Lonibarg. 1
vince of Nova Scotia. This is one feature of our position was approachud by more than one hon. gentleman in ihis
which I desire to strongly impress on our friends from Nova lonse-and I ar not sure, but some cf ther were fom Nova
Sceotia, who I believe to bu very sympathetically inclined, Seotia-who assured me that ewing te the fact that I uked
and which I desire to impress upon the re.presentatives of for a subidy for the two roads on the Island cfCape Breton,
alil the constituencies of this Dominion. Besides giving it was a hopeless case te obtaun a dollar for any cf thom.
these large sums to Nova Scotia for the railway system of
that Province, in 1871 the Government of the day placed at
the disposal of the Local Legislature of Nova Scotia, in Mr. CÂMERON. Broad Ccve in th. Gounty cf Inver-
round numbers, two millions of dollars in cash, which were nes, Cape Breton, one cf the finest counties in the whole
placed to the credit of the Province in theDominion Treasury. Dominion of Canada. Ncw, Sir, as I have alroady stated,
At that time I remonstrated strongly against placing oither the expenditure of the whole cf this roney in Nova Seotia
the railway or the money at the disposai o the Local propor, has eutailed a tar on cur people-an indirect taxe
Legislature, because I felt then, as I feel now, that doiug it is true-bcaus it is deprived our penpge cf $20,000 a
so would not benefit the Island of Cape Breton to any extent; year for local purpeses. The whole amount of the mney
and I am sorry to say that my fears and anticipations lias been expended in Nova Scotia proper, and w. are now
have been realised. Notwithstanding that all these sub- asked by the Local Legisiature te look te the Dominion
sidies have been expended in the extension of railways east alone for aid for railwayS on the Island cf Cape Breton.
and west of Nova Sceotia, not one dollar of it has ever found iowuvur, Sir, sine that Lime, althougl iL is net very long
its way into the Island of Cape Breton, unless our people ago, I ar happy to Baye that the whole policy cf the
earned the money, as I said before, by the sweat of their people cf Nova Scotia las somewhat changed in the
brow. However, wbile this money was appropriated for direction cf favering Cape Breton. Now, there is
railways east and west, the Local Legislature apportioned a a great deal cf sympathy expressed for the island. Sympa-
very fair proportion of the amount for the Island of Cape tby las been lately expressed, as I have already said, trom
Breton, and, under the pretense, I am sorry to say, as iL the City cf ilalitax, whure w. least expected iL. I have ne
appears now, at least under the promise that the money donbt that every representative in the Local Lugisiature or in
would bu expended on theisland, they secured the expen- the Dominion Parliarent who underetands the position of
diture of all in Nova Scotia proper, and now the Local Legis- Cape Breton, wili fuel that the people cf the fine County of
lature turns round and tells us that, atter having expended cf Halifax realise the fact that Cape Breton, np te this Lime,
all the subsidies placed ut their disposal by the Dominion las net recoived the assistance which she deserved at the
Parliament in Nova Scotia proper, they shal decline to bande of the Local Legielature, at heat. I have no hesita-
vote a dollar out of the local revenue for the island. I want tien in saying that we have the sympatby cf Nova SStia,
to call the attention of this flouse to the fact that, if this and I beliove te se large an extent that the representatives
Parliament had not placed 82,000,000 cash, to say nothing of Nova Sctia realise that something more must be
of the railways in Nova Scotia proper, ut the disposai dene in the interest cf the island huruafter than las yet
of the Local Government, the Legislature of Nova Scotia beun done-at luast that fair conaideration should bu given
would annually receive 5 per cent. interest upon the money. iu the construction cf railways and other imprevements
This would place $ 100,000 at the disposal of the Local Legis- which are necesary for that section cf the country, for the
lature for local purposes ; and the portion of that which carrying on cf the varions industries of the island, and for
Cape Breton would receive at the hands of the Local Govern- the distribution cf car surplus products te Rie markets cf
ment, if applied for local works, would certainly not be less the worhd. I find that w. have syrpathy in Lbe Local
than one-fifth, or $20,000. The expenditure of that money, Legislature, and I have ne hesitation in makung the
therefore, in Nova Scolia proper, has deprived the Island of assertion that if we had any sympathy frei any
Cape Breton, forever, of the revenue for local purposes on part cf the Province expressed publicly in the pat; it
the island of not less than 8$ 0,00 a vear. I hold that the was from the west. I ay this with some regret, becanse
money expended on railways in Nova Scotia proper, on I ar a native cf the eastern part cf Lb. Province. But the
account of the $2,000,000 then placed at the disposal of the sympathy whicb exie now in tb. Province is of snob
Local Legislature, did no more to advance the interests cf a character that it cannot of ignered by the representatives
the Island of Cape Breton than it did to advance the interests cf the people in Parliament. In 1883 that sympathy
of Prince Edward Island, which did not contribute one dol- was very strongly expresed in the Local Legielature
lar to the expenditure of these railways. In order to show by rupresentatives frein ait sections cf the Province
the apportionment of the money, I desire to call your atten- cf Nova Scotia. It was expressed by the represent-
tion to the language used by the Provincial Secretary in atives. fren Halifax, and frein al Lb. curnties in that
introducing the Bill into the Local Legislature in 1875: neighborbood. It was se universal indeed that i was net

"He explained that the Bill proposed to give 14,000 per mile to the considered sfe for any person te appoul te the pe0pl f
Nictaux and Atlantic Railway, and a like sum to the Broad Cove Road, Nova Suotia unless ho was in favor of doing justice te Cape
and also to add $2,000 per mile to the subsidy already granted to the Breton I know that in former days when the subjeet cf
Western Gounties Railway. as it appeared that the work wps in some
places difficult to carry on, and the company required increased aid justice te Cape Breton wto before the Local Legielaturof
In considering the question whether the Province wa.s warranted in Nova Scotia iL was generally tuîned inte a burlesque;
granting the sums mentioned in the Bill, he stated the subvention already but lateiy, owing te L fe that Nova Scell ocOUPiea
granted to the Yarmouth Road was at 56,coo for t0 miles, equal to
f540,000; that of the Spring Bill and Parrsborb' Road at $5,000 a mile position with regard te the great Dominion of Canaa
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somewhat similar to the position which we have occupied
for 47 years relative to Nova Scotia proper, they feel there
is a good deal in what we complain of. They foel, Sir, that
while they contribute very largely to the revenue of this
Dominion they have reason to complain, or think they have,
that a fair proportion of the expenditure has not
been made in the Province of INova Sceotia proper. This,
I presume, has been to some extent the cause of the feel-
ing which is now very prevalent in the Province in regard
to Cape Breton. I will not refer to sympathy expressed
later than the present Session of Parliament. The leader of
the Oppositlon, on 20th February last, said:

" Another matter which has been left out of the speech was one which
had been pro -inent for a good many years-a railway throngh the Island
of Cape Breton. Railway extension in the eastern counties of the Pro-
vince no longer enjoyed the attention of the Govern ment. It was agreed
last year that the Government in giving up Eastern Extension put this
House in sunch a poidtion that they would no longer be able to help the
eastern counties. He recollected that his hon. friend, the hon. Premier
of that day stated, in language perhaps prophetie, that in transferring
the Pictou Branch the Government had merely transferred a trust and
that they had transferred It to abler hands. That remark was not satis-
factory to many here and it was partially explained away afterwards,
but the fact that in his honor's speech this year no mention whatever
was made of that euatern railway, proved conclusively that in their
action last year the Government had done as much or more than any
other Government, who had the subject under consideration to blast aIl
the hopes of the people of Cape Breton who had been looking for years
to this Legislature and this Government for what they ought to claim as
their own. Probably this matter would be brought up again and there
was no need to deal with it longer at this moment."

In answer to this very expressive language of sympathy
for the island, the leader of the Government of Nova
Scotia eaid :

" The remarks of the hon. leader of the Opposition were, for the most
part, in the highest degree satisfactory, but the reference he made to
Cape Breton was hardly fair. If the Government were to ask that
hon. gentleman what solution be would propound he (Hon. Mr. F.)
was afraid the answer would not be a satisfactory one. The Govern-
ment might have introduced in their speech a meaningless paragraph
on this subject, but he did not think such a colTe was advisable.
Cape Breton had enough of 'paper railways.' Hie believed that both
of the political parties of this country had made honest efforts to settle
the question, and if unfortunate circumstances and unlooked for diffi-
cultiesprevented thoseeffbrts from beingsuccessful,itshould not be said
that the Legislature had done so much for the west and nothing what-
ever for the est. The Legislature of Nova Scotia had never offered
subsidies to the went without evincing the same liberality in their
treatment of the east. If companies came to grief it was unfortunate,
but the fact should be recognised that the Goverunment offered east and
west the same conditions, and if Cape Breton ha d not been as successful
in regard to railway extension he believed that it had not arisen from
any want of willingness on the part of either political party to carry
out the work."

An hon. ME MBER. Hear, hear.
Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). Any gentleman in this

Dominion reading that speech would come to the same con.
clusion as the hon, gentleman who has just now said "hear,
hear," but I can tell my hon. friend who says "hear, hear"
that they never gave the same subsidy for Cape Breton as
they did for the western part of the Province. I have just
road from tue mouth of the Provincial Secretary that the
Yarmouth Road received $8,000 per mile, whereas the Inver-
noss Road was promised only $4,000 per mile. Will the hon.
gentleman say " hear, hear" to that. And ho will find also
that while the Yarmouth Road received 88,000 per mile, the
Louisburg Road was promised only $5,000 per mile. Is there
any reasonable person, then, who will not come to the con-
clusion that the statement made here, namely, that the
Legislature of Nova Scotia had never offered subsidies
to the west without evincing the same liberality l
their treatment to the east, must be taken with a gr aim
of salt. In point of fact we are still wanting railways.
The admission is now made, it would seem, that there
is no serious intention to extend railways into the island,
because the subsidies given were always such as were
insufficient to induce a company to undertake work of
that kind ; and small as those inducements were, the
acts were so drawn that the subsidies lapsed, and there
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is not one dollar to our credit to day in Nova Scotia for rail-
way extension in the island. We had the further assurance
from one party in Nova Scotia at loast, if not from more
than one, that there is no intention of ever voting a dollar
in the Local Logislature for railway extension in Cape
Breton. Notwithstanding the fact that a very large sub-
sidy was given by this Parliament, in the Pictou Branch case,
with the intention of carrying a railway from New Glasgow
to Louisburg, by some means which it is difficult to explain,
the railway was built to the Strait of Canso only. On this
subject the senior member for Guysboro' (Mr. Weeks) said :

" As the ominous omission referred to-the omission of all reference
to railway extension eastward and intothe Island of Cape Breton; with
regard to that question, which has been a burning question in this Legis-
lature for a number of years, we must almost beartily deplore the
necessity for that omission-if such necesÊity exista."
Having referred to this matter at length, ho said:

''I am not of that class who are disposed to cavil unavailingly over a
question of this kind, nor have I any intention of reverting to a bye-gone
struggle; but looking back for any instant only I must say that I do not
regret my public action, that it must be admitted that the prognostica-
tions of those whose fervid imaginations saw in the action of the
Dominion Governnent last Session ground for the belief in the construc-
tion, by that body, of the Cape Breton road, have not been fulfilled.
Upon whose shoulders the onus of building, orassisting in building, that
road, now rests, is not for me to say. If, after looking across to the
larger Legislature beyond us, no response is made to the cry that comes
up from Cape Breton, if the briglit anticipations of lait year come to
barren nothingness. If Nova Scotiu, denuded of her railways, is power-
less to assist that island, then, indeed is Cape Breton placed in a most
extraordinary position. Always aiding others, unaided herself, she
must remain withont the shadow of a hope of seeing a line of railwpy
constructed within her bordera."
This, then, is the opinion of the representatives in the Local
Legislature in Nova Scotia in reference to the injustice, or,
possibly-to put it in milder language-the neglect which
Cape Breton, up to this time, bas received at the hands of
the whole of Canada. It may be said that the Nova Scotia
railways, which cost over $ 15,000,000 are a benefit to Cape
Breton. I admit that they are conveniences just as every
railway in Canada is a convenience for obtaining supplies and
distributing, at rather an expensive cost, the surplus pro-
ducts of the island ; but they are not any more a benofit to
our island than to the adjoining island of Prince Edward,
which was never called on to contribute a dollar for their
construction. They did not lessen the cost of the distribution
of the products of our island; on the contrary, the cost of the
distribution of those products has been very largely increased
on account of the extension of the railway from New Glasgow
to the Strait of Canso. Before that extension we enjoyed
steam communication to the north-west coast of the island
and Port Hawkesbury, and it did not cost much more then to
transfer the products of the island from Hawkesbury and
other points on the north-west coast of the island to Pictou,
than it costs now to transfer similar products across the
Strait of Canso alone, and we pay extra for the transfer of
the same commodities from the Strait of Canso to New Glas-
gow, a distance of 80 miles; so that so far as facilities for
the distribution of the products of the island are concerned
they are rather against ns. It affords of course the people
of the island great facility at this particular season of the
year, to leave the Island of Cape Breton for the pur-
pose of manning American vessels to prosecute the
fisheries on our coasts during the summer season.
There is a very large number of persons employed
in that calling, who in the spring of the year were com-
pelled to go by sailing vessels from the Strait of Canso to
the United States, or walk from the Strait of Canso to New
Glasgow, a distance of 80 miles, because that class of people
could not afford the cost of travelling by stage, which
was expensive. But now the railways enable them to
leave in the spring, and the tide has already commenced to
flow from the eastern part of the Province to the Eastern
States. I observe by the press that a large number have
already departed, and that more will follow them for the
purpose of prosecuting the bank fisheries, and, later on, the
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fisheries along the coasts of our island. But, Mr. Speaker,
while I earnestly advocate the building of a railway from
the Strait of Canso to Louisburg, or the building of the
other road from the Strait of Canso to Broad Cove, either
by the Dominion or by the Local Parliament, as was pro-
mised us more than once, I hold that there are other public
works on the island which are as necessary for the prosecu-
tion of some industries on the island. I refer now to the
improvement of harbors, to the construction of piers for
the purpose of facilitating the prosecution of the fisheries
and the exportation of the products of the coal mines from
the island. I find that on the north-west coat of the island
-and now I come to the county which I have the honor to
représent-the Local Government built, exclusively at the
expense of the local treasury in 1866, a pier at Port Hast-
ings, and since that time the Local Legislature has ignored
the responsibility of maintaining that pier, and that conse-
quently the pier is now almost useless. There was also a
pier at Long Point, which was a very useful one to that
locality ; there was one at Port Hood, at Sight Point, at
Broad Cove Marsh, at Margaree Island, and one at Cheti-
camp. Those piers were maintained at the expense of the
Local Legislature till 1878. The Local Legislature, then
finding that they had not the nmeans for maintaining those
piers, have publicly declared it to be their policy to ask the
Dominion Uovernment to maintain them. There were
other improvements undertaken on that island since Con-
federation which were of greater magnitude -the improve-
ment of harbors ; and I hold that the improvement of
harbors, extensive harbors, or harbors which would give
an outlet for the products of certain localities should not be
made a charge on the consolidated revenue, or on income.
The works on Benacadie, Catalone, Cow Bay, East Bay,
Grand Narrows, Ingonish, L'Ardoise, Mabou, Militia Point,
Port Hood, West Arichat, Cheticamp, Margaree, the St.
Peter's canal, and works of that class should be chargeable
to capital account; and I should be most happy, as an indi-
vidual representing the island, to have it pointed out to us
time and again that Cape Breton received more money on
capital account than the money expended on the St. Peter's
canal. When those works were undertaken by this Parlia.
ment, it was with a view of placing them on the same foot-
ing as the canals were placed in Ontario and other places.
The representatives of our island always favored the
improvement and enlargement of the canals in the west,
and I for one shall be always most happy to vote the sums
necessary for enlarging those canals, whenever it shall be
made to appear that doing so will be to the general interest
of the Dominion. There can be no question that the
improvement of large harbors of this kind, the improvement
of the entrances into those harbors, will be of general
advantage to this Dominion-of general advantage to the
shipping of the Province of Nova Scotia and New Bruns-
wick particularly. The improvement of the harbors on the
north-west coast of Cape Breton where along an extensive
coast of over 150 miles no harbors exist, except one, on the
lee of an island adjoining Port Hood, but which cannot be
used as a harbor for exporting producta from the mainland,
as it is distant at least a mile from the mainland, and as a
deep channel intervenes, which precludes the hope of ever
exporting from the mainland the product of the very exten-
sive coal area which exists in that locality, unless that chan-
nel is bridged or closed. In order to show you that it was
not the intention to have those harbors chargeable to income,
I beg to call the attention of this House to the Act which was
passed in 1869, and assented to on the 22nd of June in that
year, which declared those harbors were of such great
importance that they should be placed in the same catagory
as the canals of the Dominion. The preamble of that Act
reads as follows:

" Whereas it is expediént to provide means for improving the harbors
Md ehannel and rendering the navigation more easy and safe at the

several ports of Bathurst, Shippegan and Richibucto, in the Province of
New Brunswick, gabou, Port food, Margaree, Cheticamp and Liver-
pool, in the Province of Nova Sootia, Amherst Harbor and House Harbor,
in the Magdalen Island@, and several ports and harbors between Cross
Point and Cape Chat, both ports inclusive, in the Bay of Chaleurs and
the Coast of Gasp é, aIl in the Province of Quebec, and the Port of
Chatham in the Province nf Ontario; therefore Der Majesty, by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate and House of Commons of
Canada, enacts as followa:"
This Act provides that these harbors should be improved,
and that tolls should be imposed on the shipping entering
them, in the same manner as tolls are imposed now in the
other sections of the Dominion on canals. And while the
grants necessary to enlarge and i mprove the canals of Ontario
and Quebec, and other portions of the Dominion, are charged
to the capital account, I hold that since the policy of this
Government has been changed, any votes passed by this
Parliament for the improvement of the entranoe to these
harbors should also be charged to capital account. Thus
our people would be called upon to pay the interest on the
expenditure instead of the principal, as they are required
to do now. Taking this view of the case, I find by the
annual report of the Department of Public Works, in 1884,
improvements were made in the Island of Cape Breton in
the following places, which include the whole island:
Benacadie, $10,518; Catalone, $1,500 ; Cow Bay, $137,628;
East Bay, $2,045; Grand Narrows, $3,000 ; Ingonish,
$87,556; L'Ardoise, $10,545 ; Mabou, 8101,948; Militia
Point, $2,000; Port Hood, $35,000; West Arichat, $11,294;
Cheticamp, 810,000; Margaree, $5,000 ; aggregating
$409,034 in the four counties of the island, being an aver age
of perhaps 825,000 a year. In addition to this, $607,000
have been expended on St. Peter's canal since 1820 up to
the present time both by the Local Legislature and by the
Dominion Parliament. It will thus be seen that on public
works, which, I believe, should be chargeable to capital
account, 81,000,000 have been expended on the Island of
Cape Breton. I think the aggregate debt of the whole
Dominion is not less than 8200,000,000. Cape Breton com-
prises about one-fiftieth of the population of the Dominion,
We are therefore entitled to an expenditure on capital
account in view of our isolated position of not less
than 84,000,000. Yet we find that since 1820
the expenditure on public works only aggregates $1,000,000,
It is, therefore, evident that we have au equitable claim to
an expenditure of not less than $3,000,000 on public works
in or-ier to place us on the same footing as other sections
of the Dominion. Notwithstanding that, in the Trade and
Navigation Beturns, the imports and exports and duty paid
are not given by counties and by Provinces, yet there is no
difficulty whatever in calculating from them the amount of
importe and exporte and duty collected in every county in
the Province of Nova Scotia. There is so little difficulty in
doing so that as it is each representative who rises in his
place here proudly points out that his county contributes an
enormous amount to the revenue, that the importe and
exports of his county are very large, and that it is, there-
fore, entitled to a very large expenditure on capital account.
I find that the aggregate exporta from the Province of'
Nova Scotia in 1884 were 89,599,353, that the import were
89,658,104, that the goods entered for home consumption
were valued at 89,183,346, and that our Customs duties
were collected to the extent of 81,907,285. Therefore
Cape Breton, containing one-fifth of the population of the
Province of Nova Scotia, and with its people occupying as
comfortable a position as an equal population in any other
part of the Province, muet necessarily contribute $400,000
to the revenue of this Dominion. Now, as 1 have said, the
amount expended on public works in Cape Breton, charge-
able to capital account, up to this time, has been $1,000,000.
The amount of interest paid on one million of dollars is only
850,000; we have then to our credit 8350,000, a large pro-
portion of wbich I claim should be paid by the Government
of the Dominion as interest in the shape of expenditures on
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public wor3 in the island. I have no hesitation in asserting
that there is not a representative from any section of the
Province of Nova Scotia who will not admit that Cape
Breton contributes one-fourth of the revenue collected in
Nova Sootia proper. We all contend, and with reason, that
owing to our population being composed largely of miners
and fihermen who require for use and consumption every
article on which duty is paid, we contribute more than our
proportion according to population; but I only take the
ground that we contribute according to population, and even
on that ground I am confident that our friends from Nova
Scotia proper will extend us their sympathy and urge a
practical return in the way of dollars and cents expended in
public improvements on the island. The exports from the
Island of Cape Breton, as given in the Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns, are as follo ws :

From Arichat ......... ..... $ 50,615
Baddeck................. . ...... .......... 89,926
North Sydney...... . ...................... 142,698

' Port Hawkesbury...................... ........... 236,863
" Port aood............................................. 2,795

S ydney... ....... ... ....... 205,725

Total............ .... ....... ... . $728,657

In view of the fact that we raise coal to the value of
81,000,000 a year ; in view of the fact that we catch fish to
the value of $,000,000 ; and in view of the fact that we
export agricultural products to the value at least of
87à0,000, every reasonable person must admit that our
total exports must amount to more than $ 128,657. They
must admit that the exports from the Island of Cape Breon
must amount at least to one-fifth the exports from the
whole Province, and that instead of the exports being as
shown by the trade returns, $728,658, they must aggregate
at least $2,000000, In the trade returns all the exports
from our island are not credited us, as a large proportion of
our exports are sent to the City of Halifax and dis-
tributed from that point ; and that is the reason why the
trade returns are misleading, leading those who examine
thom to believe that Cape Breton cannot be of very much
importance. In the shire town of the county which I have
the honoi to represent the exports are only put at $2,795 a
year in the trade returns ; but I have no hesitation in say-
ing that the exports from that neighborhood are as large as
those from any other town in the island, with the exception
of Sydney and adjoining ports. The imports are :

Arichat . ......................................... .......... $ 36,321
Baddeck. ... .............. ..... 6,030
North Sydney. ........... ................................. 3,116
Port Hawkesbury.....:.................... 41,1 
Port Hood............................. ..... ... 2,030
Sydney ................................. ............. 45,575

Tutal........ ................... $224,222

Instead of imports, as shown by the Trade Returns, of
8224,223, it should be one-fifth of imports to Nova Scotia, or
83,000,000. I have here statistios which are very interesting,
and which it will not take me long to place before the louse.
They establish that the increase in population from 1871 to
1881, when this Dominion was blessed with a revenue tariff,
was only in the sections where the fishing industries and coal
industries are carried on, and that in some of the agricul-
tural sections there was a decrease. It is absolutely neces-
sary, therefore, that facilities should be afforded the people
of that island for the distribution of the products of the
soil similar to those given to other sections along the
length and breadth of the Dominion; it is absolutely neces-
sary to give our people these facilities in order that they
can have at home that which they can obtain abroad. This
I urge as a reason for railway extension particularly. I
urge as a reason for the improvement of harbors and piers
that the population of those sections interested in the fish-
eries increases so rapidly that it is in the interests of the
Dominion they should have all the facilities necessary to
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prosecute their business. The following table shows the
increase in population in the County of Invernees from 1871
to 1881:

. Hastings...... ..............
River Inhabitants.
North Mountain............
River uennis...................
Indique... ..................
Port Hood ....... ............
Malone.......................
West Lake Anulie.
8trathborne ...................
Broad Cove Iarsh.
Mayarm Harbor..............
Cheticamp...... ...............
N. E. Margaise..............
Zosnys Bridge ...............
B. Lake Au3ic.......
Whycocomah.................,

1871.
2,213
1,095

856
1,022
1,919
1,297
3,112

397
1,442

896
1,442
1,915
1,476
1,029

816
2,398

23,415

1881.
2,357
1,077

833
1,097
2,027
1,498
3,304

430
1,588
1,075
1,757
2,726
1,451
1,246

742
2,444

25,650

Inerease.
144

75
108
201
192
33

146
89)

315
811

217

44

2,375

Decrease.

18
23

25

150

I find that there was a very large increase in population in
the fishing sections of the county which I have the honor
to represent, and, unfortunately, a decrease in some of the
agricultural sections. Now, in a pecuniary point of view,
I hold that it is the interests of this Dominion to give us
facilities for the development of the resources of the island
similar to those given to other sections of the Dominion,
because if the increase in population during the decade
from 1861 to 1871 were progressive, it would not bo less than
4,683 in my county alone in 1881. Unfortunately, however,
the net increase was only 2,235, showing unquestionably
there was an exodus from that county alone daring that
period of not less than 2,448, without allowing for
the progressive increase according to population.
The class of people who, unfortunately, leaves our island
is a class most desirable to retain in the Dominion,
and I regret exceedingly to say that, notwithstanding my
ardent desire that they would emigrate to the western por-
tion of this Dominion, they unfortunately find their way
across to the United States, and it is almost impossible to
influence any of our people who leave the island to take up
their abode in any of the western sections in this Dominion,
they will rather settle around the New England portion of
the United States, or, as a general thing, go further west
and settle on the Pacifie slope. But, valuing the population,
which we lose at $ 1,000 per head, which is a very low
estimate, it aggregates during that decade, 82,448,000. I
have not the slightest hesitation in asserting that, if
$ 3,448,000 had been expended on that island during that
time by the Governments of Nova Scotia and the Dominion,
that population would have been retained, and at least as
great a number more of the same class of people would
have been restored to the island, because, if there is any-
thing in our people, it is a love of their island home, and,
if they have any opportunity whatever, of returning to the
island, they always embrace the very first opportunity te
do so. I find that, during that time, the class of emigrants
that unfortunately left our island, have distinguished them-
selves in the United States and in other portions of
Canada, and I am happy to say that the State
Senate is represented by Cape Bretoners, I find that
Legisiatures in the United States are represented by
Cape Bretoners, I find that the mayor's chair is occu-
pied by Cape Bretoners, I find that the seats of aldermen
are filled by Cape Bretoners, I find that same who emi-
grated from the island have gone to the Pacifie slope in this
Dominion and have returned as members of Parliament, and
I find also that we have supplied Prince Edward Island
with a representative. In view of these facts, I hold that
strenuous efforts should be made to retain these people in
our country. I will not refer to the population of the island
any more than to its population by religions. I find that
the island is peopled by 2,167 Baptists, 45,901 Catholics,
411 Congregationalists, 3,735 Church of England, 2,425
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Methodists, 29,688 Presbyterians, and that there are only
190 who cannot be classed in some religions denomi-
nation. Therefore I think we have a very strong claim
upon nearly, if not quite, all the religions denominations of
this Domiion. By nationalities, I find that the island is
inhabited by 58 Africans, 543 Indians, 148 Dutch, 7,960
English, 12,430 French, 347 Germans, 7,329 Irish, other
nationalities of a mixed character only 241, Scotch 55,436,
and I am happy to inform my friends from British Colum
bia that in our island there is not oae " Heathen
Chinee." Th3 area of Cape Breton is 2,800,680 acres.
The area of Prince Edward Island is 1,365,400
acres. The population of Cape Breton is only 84,500,
although in 1820 it was 26,000, to a population of 16,000 for
Prince Edward Island, but, since that time, the population
of Prince Edward Island, which was more highly favored
in many respects, and particularly in a political respect,
has largely increased in proportion, and is now 108,8l. I
beg to assure you that I do not complain of the expenditure,
in any portion of this D3minion, I do not complain of the
expenditure in any section of the Province of Nova Scotia,
and, while my resolutions would imply the fact that the
City of Ialifax, Pictou, Cumberland and other counties in
Nova Sco ia, owing to a preponderating influence in the
Local Legislature, secured advantages which we do not
possess, it, unfortunately for us, only reveals the fact that
they were truer, or rather that their representatives were
truer, to the interests of their respective counties, or were,
more successful, at least, in securing publie expenditure in
their respective counties than the representatives of the
people of the Island of Cape Breton. But, while I am wil-
ling, as it has already been said in the Local Legislature, to,
support measures for expenditure in all sections of the
Dmini n where it can be shown that such expenditures
tend either to encourage immigration into our
country, or to induce our people to romain at home,
or to encourage them to return from the United
States, I claim that a similar expenditure and for
similar purposes should be made on the Island of Cape
Breton. In conclusion, I may assure this House, as I have
already, I believe, shown, that Cape Breton had many
eventful periods. Lt had its periods of tragedies from its
discovery about 200 years before the discovery of America
by Columbus until the fall of Luisburg in 1758. It had its
period of persecution, when its people were taxed without
a voice in the Legislature of their Province for 21 years.
It had its period of prosperity from 1784 until 1820 when
ruled by a Governor and Council. It had its period of
unjust treatment from 1820 until 1867, when it enjoyed not
much more than the privilege of grumbling. On local
works, they roceived only a fair share of the amount
expended, but they complained, and with reason, that they
had not expended on publie works, chargeable to public
account, on which they had to pay interest in other parts
of this Dominion, a proportion of that which the people of
other sections enjoyed. There was also a period of hope
fut appeal to the Local Legislature and to the Dominion
Parliament for aid for public works on the island; and
lately we have arrived at a period of very general sympathy,
which extends, I hope, from the Atlantic to the Pacific and
which will find expression in expending money
for the necessary public improvements required for
the distribution of the products of our island. I
think that in ail those circumstances our people were
patient boyond measure, and they now look hopefully for-
ward to better treatment in the future. I beg now to ap-
peal to all the nationalities in this Dominion, except the
heathen Chinee, and to all religions denominations as well,
for sympathy, and to all political parties in this Dominion,'
for aid in securing the money necessary to give us railroads
and improvements, on barbors, and breakwaters, which

are necessary for the development of the inexhaustible
resources of our highly favored island.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am sure this House bas
listened with great interest to the hon. gentleman, and with
more approbation of the general line of his speech, which
is no more than it deserves, from the elaborate history be
bas given of the birth, parentage and education of Cape
Breton. I fancy the hon. gentleman feels that be bas
gained what lie desirei to gain by bringing the position of
Cape Breton and its wrongs before this Bouse. I do not
think, however, that this House is prepared to vote for this
resolution as it stands, because I do not think we are suffi-
ciently well acquainted with the wars between Nova Scotia
and Cape Breton to decide which was in the wrong. To
vote for the adoption of this resolution would bo
merely stating, among other things, that Nova Scotia
has wronged and tyrannised over the people and crushed
the energies of Cape Breton. Well, that may be so, but I do
not think the House is prepared, without giving a study
equal to that of the hon. gentleman on the subject, to declare
that Cape Breton has been so deeply injured by the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia. We had great pleasure in hearing
the hon. gentleman's speech, and we wili have still greater
pleasure in perusing it at our leisure in Hansard, and after
we have studied it fully we will be in a position to decide
how far Nova Scotia has injured Cape Breton, and what are
the best means of redressing the wrongs of that interesting
island. So far as Parliament is concerned, wo have tried
to got at Cape Breton by the extension of the lino towards
Canso, and that extension being, I may say, finished, I hope
we will succeed in extending it across the straits to Sydney,
or Louisbnrg, or some other point, perhaps to be selectud
by the hon. gentleman. Everything bas been done in that
direction, and I hope that the great capabilities of Cape
Breton will be developed ere long by the construction of a
railway through the island which will bring it into immo-
diate and easy connection with the rest of the Dominion.
I hope the hon. gentleman will be satisfied with the stato-
ment of his case, and will withdraw the motion.

Mr. CAMERON. In view of the remarks made by the
right hon. gentleman, the leader of the Goverument, and
with the consent of the House, I beg leave to withdraw the
resolution for the present.

Motion agreed to, and resolution withdrawn.

IMPROVEMENT OF THE NORTH SASKATCIIEW AN.

Mr. McCALLUM moved for:
Copies of al reporte, correspondence and surveys, if any, in the

Department of Publie Works as to the improvement of the North Sa,-
katchewan river for the purpose of navigation.

fHe laid: I make this motion in the interests of the people
of the North-West, as well as in the interests of the whole
Dominion. I understand that we can navigate that river
now at certain seasons of the year for a distance of a
thousand miles, and it is desirable that we should have a
thorough survey of that river to see if it is capable of
improvement. Since we have acquired that territory the
Government of this country have expended only $20,000
in the improvement of that river, in removing boulders and
taking obstructions out of it. According to the information
we have, for 800 miles along that river the land is fit for
settlement, the climate is excellent, and the soit produces
good crops. I have myself been as far north as Edmonton,
that is 200 miles north of Calgary; I was there in harvest
time, and I know that the land produces first rate crops.
Edmonton at the head of navigation is quite an important
place-it is a large village. Out of the river gold is taken;
coal is obtained from the river banks, and splendid crops
grow on the lands adjoining the river. It was formerly
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considered, and it was stated in this House, that the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway had chosen the wrong route to the
Rockies and thence to British Columbia. It was considered
that the line should have crossed the narrows of Lake
Manitoba and been carried through the Yellow Head Pass.
I spent two months last summer in that country, and I am
satisfied that in the interests of this country the Canadian
Pacific Railway is properly located, for this reason: The
road passes through what I call the southerly portion of the
fertile belt. A glance at the map will show that the main
Saskatchewan and North Saskatchewan run almost parallel
with the railway at a distance of some hundred miles, and
when that river is properly opened for navigation there
will be two highways for that country. Al the branches
to build from the Canadian Pacifie Railway runuing north-
ward go to that river. We are now chartering roads to
cross the Saskatchewan, and all these lines will be feeders
to the Canadian Pacifie Railway and not opposing railways.
The Canadian Pacifie Railway Company and the Dominion
Government deserve the thanks of the people for the
manner in which they have carried on the work, for the way
in which the railway had been built, for the manner in
which the country has been opened up and for the way in
which they are dealing with settlers. While Government
have done so much, I trust they have not yet done all they
intend to do. The railway is going to be finished. I fur-
ther hope that the Government will place a sufficient sum
in the estimates to secure a complete survey of the Saskat-
chewan River. I call the attention of the Government to
this matter, and particularly the attention of the able Min-
ister of Public Works, and I trust a sum will be placed in
the estimates for the improvement of that great river. In
my examination of that country I could not, of course, go
al along that river; and I reget that I am able to find very
little information with respect to it. It has been navigated
for 1,000 miles at a certain season of the year, but you can-
not go to the head waters with a crait drawing eighteen
inches. Anyone acquainted with water carriage is aware
that you cannot carry freight or passengers with only a
depth of eighteen inches. Before the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way was built 8 cents per lb. was paid for the transporta-
tion of goods from Winnipeg to Edmonton, or in other
words, 8 160 per ton. Sinte the railway has been built, the
rate has been reduced one half. It cost l cents per lb. last
summer to take freight from Winnipeg to Calgary, and 2j
cents per lb. to take freight froin Calgary to Edmonton,
a distance of 200 miles. If the Government would spend
$100 a mile on the trail from Edmonton to Calgary that
expenditure would make a first class road. You can go
three-qurters of the distance in your slippers, for it is like
walking over a carpet. In some places there are some little
creeks and sloughs which will have to be bridged, and that
is al that is wanted to make the trail a first-class road. It is
a very eksy country throngh which to build a railway. I did
not see so much of the Saskatchewan country as I desired,
but I have here a report made to the Manitoba Legislature
by Mr. Thomas Spence, and I cannot do better then read a
portion of it. Mr. Spence says in regard to the Saskat-
chewan country of which I have been speaking :

" Considering the character of the Saskatchewan and its country it
will be advisable to limit this pamphlet to a brief description of the
best localities in its country suitable for more immediate settlement.-
Ascending from its mouth at Lake Winnipeg there are over two miles of
strong current up to the Grand Rapide, which are nearly three miles in
length, with a descent of 43J feet.'

Those rapids form the principal obstruction to the river.
The descent mentioned could easily be overcome by build-
ing three or four loeks, and then there would be free river
navigation from Edmonton to Winnipeg. Mr. Spence con-
tinues :

" The country in the vicinity of the Grand Rapide has a considerable
depth of good soil, and the banks of the river are high; there ie also
abundance of timber for fuel and building and game of all kinds, and
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between this point and the lake would be very favorable for the estab-
lisliment of fisheries. The Pas mission, situated at the mouth of the Pas-
quis, is about eighty-five miles in a direct une froma Lake Winnipeg ;
the banks here are ten or twelve feet high et low water, and the soil a
rich dark mould over a drift clay. At this place there is at present a
small but prosperous settlement, and a Church of England mission has
been established for many years.

" The next most favorable country for agriculture commences at a
point about 140 miles above this, the soil being rich and the timber
of a fair quality, the soil consists of a rich alluvial deposit, 10 feet
in thickness above the water on both sides of the river, and well
wooded with large poplar, balsam, spruce and birch, some of the
poplars measuring 2j feet in diameter. This character of country
continues till approaching Fort La Corne, about 150 miles, and is well
watered and drained by many fine creeks. A few miles west of this is
the new and flourisbing settlement of Prince Albert, situated on the
south aide of the north branch of the Saskatchewan, about 45 miles
below Carleton. This settlement extends for about 30 miles along the
Saekatchewan, the farme fronting on the river and extending back two
miles. The settlers, though principally Scotch, are composed of
English, Irish, German, Norwegians, Americans and Canadians. This
settlement bas increased rapidly, especially within the last two years,
and now number about 300 souls and the people are beginning to farm
extensively. * * * a * The North and South Saskatchewan run
in a north-easterly direction for about 120 miles before they unite. The
channels are almost parallel, and with an average distance of 20 to 25
miles apart. The land between the rivers ie all good. Along the south
side of the south branch the land also is good and fertile."

" The country drained by the north branch of the Saskatchewan from
Prince Albert up to Edmonton-a distance of over 500 miles by the
river--as well as that by its extensive tributary, the Battle River' is of
a general uniform character, more or leus interspersed with woode suf-
ficent for many years to come, but not sufficient to supply the wants of
a large population; but this drawback will be overcome with the
gradual development of the country and opening uu t f the vast coal
deposits and the forests westward on its immediate banka ; and by river
or rail coal can be carried in all directions for every purpose ; and it is
highly probable that we have the most extensive, perhaps the finest coal
fields in the world."

I might go on reading other portions of this report, but I
do not desire to weary the louse. I ask the House whether
it is not necessary that people settling along that great
river should have communication afforded in:order that
they may get the produce of their labor to market. I
believe the Government, at an expenditure of less than one
million dollars, can make the navigation of that river profit-
able in the interests of that country.

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

After Recess.

CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE.-THIIRD !READING.

Bill (No. 15) to continue an Act respecting the Albion
Mines Savings Bank.-(Mr. McDougald, Pictou.)

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 6) to further amend the law of evidence in
criminal cases.-(Mr. Cameron, Huron.)

Bill (No. 11) an Act to extend the jurisdiction of the
Maritime Court of Ontario.-(Mr. Allen.)

SECOND READING.

Bill (Na. 94) to incorporate the West Ontario Pacifie
Railway Company.-(Mr. McCallum.)

REFUND OF RAILWAY BONUSES IN ONTARIO.

House resumed consideration of the [proposed motion
of Mr. Wilson-

For copies of petitions from the County Council of the County of
Elgin, praying for a general measure of relief to Municipalities of Onta-
rio which have aided railways declared to be for Dominion purposes by
gran ting bonuses to them.

Mr. McoALLUM. Before the motion passes I wish to say
a few words on this question. The County of Elgin has
made a complaint to this louse, and asks that this Houae
should re-imburse that oounty for the amount she has spent
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in railway bonuses. In the first place, I believe that tbe
county of Elgin and the city of St. Thomas took stock in
the London and Port Stanley Railway to the amount of
$ 140,000, which amount they got pretty largely returned
to them from the municipal loan of Ontario. They gave a
large bonus to the Canada Southern Railway, and to the
Credit Valley Railway, and having got these two roads
they come here and ask that the louse should repay them
the money they expended in getting those advantages for
their city and county. I remember passing through the
city of St. Thomas, and though I came to the conclusion
that the people deserve a great deal of credit for the assist-
ance they gave these railways which had the effect of mak-
ing St. Thomas a city, still I think they have already been
well repaid for that expenditure. The more fact that these
two roads were declared to be roads for the general advan-
tage of Canada is in my opinion no excuse for them asking
the House to reimburse them for money they spent
for their own advantage. I repeat that the people
of that county deserve a great deal of credit
for thoir enterprise, but I strongly object to the people
whom I have the honor of representing in this House being
asked to pay money to reimburse the county of Elgin for
the advantages they have got. In fact, 1 think they have a
good deal of, shall I say cheek, to ask that that money shall be
repaid them. Why, Sir, the 162 municipalities which have
aided railways want to have 591 other municipalities pay
for improvenients which they made. The hon. member for
South Middlesex (Mr. Armstrong) said the other night that
ho thought there was something in my remarks until he
analysed them, and ho said that ho was the agent of these
people. Well, if the agents do not do what is right, if they
squander the poople's money, the agents themselves may be
dismissed for not doing their duty. These hon. gentlemen
are trying to make a political matter of this question.
Where did it originate ? First in the Local Government of
Ontario, and next in the county of Oxford, and
now they come to this House with a view of
stirring up political feeling. The boundary question
having been settled, they now want to raise another row.
But they cannot raise a plea of that sort, because the people
of Ontario will not be satisfied with relief to 162 munici-
palities until it reaches the other 591. The members for
the county of Elgin think they have a special claim on the
Dominion Government. Why, I was told the other night
that I should not say anything on this question because I
happened to live in the neighborhood of the Welland Canal,
on which a large amount of publie money was expended.
It is true, there was a large expenditure there in the inter-
est of the country; but if any man will look at the Public
Accounts ho will find that there has been a large amount of
money expended for the tenefit of the county of Elgin. I
have a return showing the amount expended in the neigh-
borhood of the County of Elgin, to enable the people there
to take the products of thoir labor to market. Previous to
Confederation there was expended $310,537, and since Con-
federation 8258,574. in ali $569,111, over half a million dol.
lars. Yet the hon. members fron that county now com-
plain; and because they happened to heip themselves a
little they want the rest of the country to reimburse them.
Why, Sir, I can call this nothing but parish politices; and we
had a whole day devoted to it the other day. The hon.
member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) found fault with this
Government because he said they had taken away roads
belonging to the Province of Ontario. But the people have
got the roads, and they have got botter service than they
could have in any other way; they have three or four
trains a day where they used to have only one. Sir, what
do the people in the hon. gentleman's own county say
nbout this matter ? I see that the hon. member for West
Elgin is not in his seat; but one of the papers of St.
Thomas, in that county, the St. Thomas Times, says:

78

"A word with regard to the Canada Southern. Mr. Casey saw fit
the other day to make a demand on behalf of the county and city for a
return by the Government of the amount of aid granted to that road.
The return given ià the same as that urged as to the other roade-that
the Dominion has taken it over. We wonder if Mr. Oasey, when urging
this demand upon Sir John Macdonald's Government, recollected the
time and manner of the Canada Sonthern's being taken over. His oon-
stituents will recognise the inconsistency of hie position when we point
out that the Canada Southern Railway was taken over in 1874 b the
Mackenzie Government without a word of protest froin Mr Casey 1Kr.
Mackenzie himmef brought in the Bil on the ground that au there were
sme bille for bridges conneoted with the road before Parli&àment, it vas
deemed advisable to assimilate the jurisdictions. Sir John Maodonald
appears to have been the only one who raised s.ny question as to the
bil. Mr. Casey had nothing to say against it, ad nothing bas boir
eaid againat it frem that day te thie, when Mr. Caeey geLs np to, dernand
$225,000 for this county and city from the Government for havingU ased the Bill brought in by his leader, Mr. Mackenie, and supported

himself 1 Could inconsistency go farther ?

To prove that this is all true, I have the Act of Parliament
here for taking over the road; but it is not necessary to
read it, as it is admitted ; and I ask, could inconsistency go
further, when the hon. member for West Elgin comes
before this House and urges it as a sin against this Govern-
ment that it did what the Government ho was supporting
for five years itself did ? Does the hon. gentleman think
we have short memories ? Any one listening to this dis-
cussion would imagine that the Province of Ontario was not
in the Dominion of Canada ut al]. Why, Sir, the hon. mem-
ber for West Elgin the other night said that wo were giving
bonuses to railroads that we had no more interest in than in
building a railway to the moon.

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.
Mr. McCALLUM. Well, I often think, from the actions

of hon. gentlemen opposite, in trying to belittie the country
in every way and to make out that it is poverty stricken,
that some of them are moonstruck, and I am more con-
vinced of it now than ever when the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) says " heur, hear " in approval of that.
Another gentleman on that side of the louse got up and,
said that we had as much right to ask a bonus from the
State of Maine to build a railway through this oountry.
The hon. member for West Elgin says that we pay in ful
for this road from here to Montroal. We only pay $ 12,000
a mile. Suppose the Canadian Pacifie Railway had stopped
at Callander, what good would it be to this country? Is it
not necessary that it should reach tide water, and that the
whole line from the Atlantic to the Pacifie should be under
the control of one company ? If we paid .12,000 a mile in
order to get a through lino to tide water, I think it is
nothing more than we ought to do. The hon. member for
East Elgin (Mr. Wilson), I must say, is a little more con-
sistent than the hon. member for West Elgin. I had the
honor of having a seat with that gentleman in the Legisla.
ture of Ontario, when that Government, which the hon.
member for Lambton the other night said was the best
Government under the sun, commenced to bonus railways,
in order to make political capital, and in order, if it is par-
liamentary to say so, to buy up the members of that day.
But to the honor of the hon. member for East Elgin be it
said, ho did not support his leader in that course. He voted
against him on every occasion except when there was
a vote of want of confidence, and I believe ho voted
against him sometimes then. Now, the Government
of Ontario have spent their money and are face
to face with direct taxation, and they come down
and ask this Government to reimburse them. They
talk about party politics. Why, Sir, the very expenditure
of public money on railways in the Province of Ontario
which was commenced when the leader of the Opposition
came into power there, wus in the interest of party politics.
Any man who looks at the Journals of that House of that
day, will find that he turned out Sandfield Macdonald's
Government by a majority of one, and in less that two weeks
ho turned that majority into a majority of twenty-fve.
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Why, Sir, every man had a railway Bill, but to the honor
of the hon. member for East Elgin, he did not support those
appropriations. They spent that money, and they were not
satisfied with the amount of money that had been voted, but
they mortgaged the Province of Ontario for twenty years
for $100,000 a year; and, as I said the other night, they
had to borrow money last year to pay some of those loans.
They had to sell annuities in order to get money to meet
this expenditure. I was told by the hon. member for West
Lambton (Mr. Lister) that we had the greatest Governrment
in the Dominion in the Province of Ontario. He may be
in love with that Government, but I do not think the people
of Ontario will show any love for it long. That bon. gen-
tleman ventured to adopt the role of a prophet and pro-
phesied that we would not come back to this House unless
we supported this motion. I should think that a young
member of this House, no matter how able he might be,
ought to hesitate before adopting that role. I venture to
say that if I want to come back to Parliament, my vote on
this question will not only not prevent my return but will
assist it. I venture to say that the people will endorse the
stand I take, when I say that we should not allow 162
municipalities to rob 591. That is the position I take, I say
that in this matter we have a duty to perform towards the
whole Dominion as well as to the municipalities, and we
must not shirk performing that duty. Hon. gentlemen
opposite say that I am very much like my hon, friend from
Hastings; they say I would like to do away with Local
Governmonts altogether. I have never expressed any such
opinion in the country, but I say that if the different Local
Legislatures decide, if it should be the wish of the people
that we should have legislative union, it would be a question
for them to consider. I hope we have had enough of the
these parish politics, I hope this discussion will finish to-
night, and I am satisfied this resolution will turn out to be
a boomerang that will rebound to those who throw it;
I am certain that when this question is put to the people of
Ontario they will not take the stand expected by hon. gen-
tleren opposite. I protest against the Dominion giving
the municipalities assistance in this shape because to do se,
they will require to rob the other municipalities, and I will
continue to protest against any such course being adopted
until I hear better arguments for it than have been advanced
so far.

Mr. WILSON. I wish to correct the hon. member for
Monck (Mr. McCallum) in his statement that the riding I
have the honor to represent borrowed the sum of 8140,000,
and that we obtained the money from the Municipal Loan
Fnd. I have the satisfaction to tell the hon. gentleman
that we did not get a single dollar from the Municipal
Loan Fund, either that time or subsequently, having bor-
rowed the money from a loan society, and, unlike some
other municipalities, we paid every dollar we borrowed; we
borrowed it from private sources and were called to pay the
principal and interest when thoy became due, so that the
statement that we had borrowed our money from the Muni-
cipal Loan Fnnd was utterly incorrect.

Mr. McCALLUM. I did not say you did; I said it was
paid-from the Municipal Loan Fund.

Mr. WILSON. I acept the hon. gentlemn's denial, but
I must sy I tobk his statement down and am quoting bim
corx4ectly. Ifie liys we received the amount 1ve expendod
on the constrautfon of the road from the Municipal Loan
Fand, he is as far in error in that âtatement as ho was in
the one I chiarged hm with. Re ought to know that
none of the mxinfcibalities, even those that borrowed from
the Muniàt 1 Ihan Pind, ibceived more than t2 per I
capita End * certintonsideration on account of the money
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they had expended on railways. Farther, he says that we
ought to have but very little to say in the matter, because in
the county I represent we have been greatly benefitted
by the railway, that we are in an enviable position,
having splendid railway facilities, and that St. Thomas is
now a city when a few years ago it was but a small village.
Well, if we are in that position, we gained it by the energy
and devotion of our people to the interests of their county.
They were not, perhaps, like the people of the constituency
ho represents, anxious to hoard up their funds and expend
but a small pittance, some 820,000, to improve their locality.
The hon. gentleman is the last man who should say he was
bold enough and would dare to vote against doing justice to
the people of Ontario. I have not a Government at
my back as ho has which would readily gerrymander a con-
stituency for me and make my seat safe in the future; but
on the contrary, I represent a constituency that bas been
gerrymandered in the interests of my opponent and to keep
me out of the position I have the honor to occupy. The hon.
gentleman referred Io the amount of money expended on
the Welland Canal. No one in that part of the country, from
one end of Welland Canal to the other, knows botter than
the hon. gentleman what money has been expended in
opening up the Welland Canal. Further, he states that
I, while a member of the Local Legislature, opposed rail-
way grants, which I admit, and I did so on the same
principle and for the same cause which leads me to oppose
them now. The bon. gentleman gave the whole of
his party away in saying that in the Local Legislature
grants to railways were brought down-for what purpose ?
For a purpose I would hesitate to mention in addressing
members of a Legislature-for the purpose of corruptly
influencing their votes. Does the hon, gentleman mean to
say that the resolutions brought in here last Session were
brought in for this purpose ? If he applies such a charge
to the members of the Local Legislature ho must give it
equal application to the members of this House. Had the
railway resolutions introduced bore last Session the effect
of corrupting members of this Legislature and inducing
them to vote for grants they would not otherwise support.
I do not wish to apply the charge made by the hon.
member to the representatives and supporters of the
Reform Government of Ontario, to ion. members of
this House. I could hardly believe that they would
be induced to record their votes, under these circum-
stances, in any way other than what they conceived to be
in the best interests of the Dominion, but we may have
seen votes recorded which, if the resolutionshad been brought
down individually, might have been recorded differently.
but I as an individual have always believed, and still
believe it, to be a vicious principle, that any Legislature
should be asked to vote in reference to a large number of
railways at one time. The system adopted by the Local
Legislature was far superior to the system adopted here.
Bach Order in Council was brought down, the papers in
connection with the railway which was to receive aid wore
printed and laid on the table of each member, so that ho
might have an opportunity of looking over them and coming
to a correct conclusion as to whether ho considered that the
road should or should not receive aid. Here we had noth-
ing but a resolution presented to the House, we had no
opportunity of forming a conclusion whether the roads pro-
posed to be -alded wore entitled to aid or not, whether they
were in the general interest or not. I therefore say that
the system propoSed tothis House in 1883 was, in my opin-
ion, a very vicious system, and it was not only proposed in
1883 but followed up last Session, and if we are to have
esach and every Session resolutions of this kind proposing
aid to various and sundry railways, I foar that some mem-
bers'of this Legislature may at times be compelled to record
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their votes in a way other than they would if they were left
free to choose their own course. As I have said, I did not
intend to make any further remarks about this question,
and I would not have done so had it not been for the special
reference the bon. member for Monck (Mr. McCallum) felt
it necessary to make in reference to myself.

Motion agreed to.

SECOND READING.

Bill (No. 4) to provide for the distribution of assets of
insolvent debtors.-(Mr. Curran.)

PUTNISHIMENT OF SEDUCTION.

Mr. CHARLTON moved second reading of Bill (No. 27)
to provide for the punishment of soduction and like offences.
He said : In moving the second reading of this Bill, I ask
permission of the House briefly to call attention to its pro-
visions. The lst section provides for the punishment of
seduction under the promise of marriage of any unmarried
female of previously chaste character of 21 years of age,
and provides that, in case of the marriage of the parties, it
may be pleaded in bar of conviction. Section 2 provides
that it it shall be a misdemeanor to effect a feigned or pre-
tended marriage. The 3rd section provides that it shall be
a misdemeanor to inveigle or entice any female of virtuous
and chaste character into a house of ill-fame. The 4th
section provides that the evidence of the female shall be
corroborated by other material evidence. The 5th section
provides that the evidence of the party accused shall be
taken. The 6th section provides that no prosecution under
the Act shall be commenced after the expiration of one
year from the lime of committing the offence. The punish-
ment for these offences is two years in the penitentiary
or a less term in any other place of imprisonment.
This Bill has been introduced on three previous occa-
sions. It had passed the House of Commons on each
occasion, but has failed hitherto to secure a majority in the
Sonate. I think I may assert that public sentiment is in
favor of this Bill; the expressions of public sentiment, so
far as they have been made, have been strongly in favor of
this Bill. Some of the religious bodies during the past
season have taken ground in favor of it. The General
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church passed a resolution
strongly endorsing the position taken in this Bill, and that
resolution passed without a dissenting voice. The principle
of the Bill is not a novel one. A law substantially of this
character has existed in various countries and does at this
time exist. In most of the European countries it exists in
some modified form, and it also exists in nearly every one
of the American States, and I shall cali attention to a Bill
much more stringent than this which was reported from the
House of Lords in England to the liouse of Commons in
1883. The scope of the Bill is a narrow one. It only deasi
with two offences, seduction under the promise of marriage
and a feigned or mock marriage. It has been said that the
Bill does not provide any punishment for the woman. Well,
the Bill in this case provides only for offences which may
have been committed by means of false pretences or by a
mock marriage, and I do not tbink it can be argued
that, in either of these cases, the female is a guilty
party in any sense whatever. Tho Bill which I mentioned
as having been reported from the House of Lords will be
found in the volume of Lords' Papers, Public Bills, Volume
3, of 1883.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It did not pass.
Mr. CHARLTON. It did not pass the Commons last

Session, but I am not certain that it has not passed this
Session. We have no record of the Bill. But I will call
attention to the Bill as it passed the House of Lords. It

was entitled " An Act for the protection of women and
girls." The second section of the Bill provides, that

" Any person who procures or endeavors to procure any woman under
twenty-one years of age to become, either withn or without the Queen's
dominons, a common prostitute; or procures or endeavors to procure
any woman or girl to leave the United Kingdom, or to leave ber umnal
place of abode in the United Kingdom, for the purpose of entering a
brothel abroad, whether he shall or shall not inform the woman or girl
of such purpose, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor"

The third clause provides:
" Any person who by fraud, intimidation or false pretence",-

Such protences as are covered by this Bill.-

" False representations, or other fraudulent ieans, procures, or
endeavors to procure, any woman or girl to have illicit and carnal con-
nections, either within or without the Queen's dominions, with any
man, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor."

The fourth section provides that it shall bu a felony to
have carnal connection with a girl under 12 years of age;
and the fifth section provides that it shall be a misdemeanor
to seduce any girl under 16 years of ago, and it shall be a
criminal assault even if the purpose is accomplished with
lier own consent. The Bill is much more stringent than
the Bill now under the consideration of this House. It is a
Bill that passed the House of Lords by a large majority,
and I cannot doubt that this Bill will become the law of
England, if it is not already the law of England. It was
reported from the IHouse of Lords to the Blouse of
Commons in 1883. We have not the Journals of the
House for the Sessions of 1884; the Bill probably
reached the House too late to be acted on
in 1883. This Bill reported by the House of
Lords, is entirely in consonance with the legislation of the
Most civilised states to-day. As 1 said last Session in advo-
cating the proposition of this Bill, the law exists in various
forms, and in almost every instance in a more stringent
form, than the Bill under the consideration of this House.
It exists in almost every one of the American States, and
in many of those States it has been on the Statute-books
for many years. In the State of New York, I think it has
been on the Statute-book for over forty years; a very strin-
gent law providing punishment both by fine and imprison-
ment-five years imprisonment and $5,000 fine, either one
or both, in the discretion of the court. This law has been
found to work so well that in no single case has there been
any agitation for its repeal in any State where it exists, and
where it has been on the Statute-book for many years. I
think the experience of other countries in this matter will
lead us to believe that the law is perfectly safe, perfectly
proper. Certainly in this country the law with reference
to offences of this kind is in a most unsatisfactory state. I
shall not detain the House by a lengthy argument of the
Bill. It has been under the consideration of the House now
for throe Sessions, and has been fully discussed, and I have
no doubt the members of the Hlouse have their minds
made up as to the propriety or nocessity of passing this
Bill. I have the honor to move that the Bill be now
read the second time.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In looking at this Bill
while I object to several of the clauses, I think the second
and third clauses are sufficient, in my opinion, to save the
Bill. The second clause is this:

" Any man who procures a feigned or pretended marriage between
himself and any woman, or any man who knowingly aids or assists in
procuring such leigned or pretended marriage, shall be guilty of a mis-
demeanor, and shall be punished as hereinatter provided."

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me if there is a crime in the
world thut ought to be punished, it is where a man gets up
a pretended marriage, and induces an honest woman to
believe that he is about to make her his wife; and gets a
man under pretence of being a clergyman, for instance, who
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is not a clergyman, to perform a mock marriage; and induces
her, honestly believing that she is becoming his wife, to
submit to this pretended marriage, and all the unfortunate
consequences that must arise on the proof that the marriage
is feigned. I think this clause of itself is quite sufficient to
save the Bill. Then I think also that the third clause is a
good one, which provides that any person who shall inveigle
or entice any female of a virtuous or chaste character into
improper places shall be punished. I think these two
clauses, at all events, are sufficient to save this Bill from
being thrown out. With that view, and in consequence of
these two clauses being in that Bill, I shall vote for the
second reading.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

BANKING AND LOAN FACILITIES.

Mr. ORTON moved second reading of Bill (No. 36)
to provide banking and loan facilities to those employed in
agricultural pursuits. He said: In moving the second
reading of this Bill I shall not repeat some of the re-
marks I have made before in this flouse on this subject. I
may state that the chief object of this Bill is to remove
certain disabilities under which the farmers of Canada labor
in not having the same banking facilities that are afforded
to other classes of our community. I desire to point out
that though the wealth produced by the agricultural class
in this country can be manipulated and handled by a large
class of middlemen, with all the facilities that a proper
banking system can afford, the very farmers who
produce this wealth, and who enable these manipu-
lators to operate, have not that facility which
shonld ho afforded their industry in this country.
That is one of the chief objects of this Bill. Another
object is to enable the agriculturalists of our country
to co-operate one with another in providing banking
facilities and loan societies so that they may not be obliged
to pay more than a reasonable rate of interest for the
accommodation that we hope to give them under this Bill.
Now, Sir, a few years ago I had the honor to move a Bill
in this House the object of which was to remove certain
great grievances under which the farmers of this country
labored in consequence of the exorbitant rates of interest
charged by loan societies. A Bill was passed which had a
partial effect in that direction, but owing to certain opposi-
tion in this House it did not go as far as it ought to have
gone, and we find to-day that some of the evils that we
attempted to remove by that Bill have not been as
thoroughly removed as they should be. This Bill pro-
poses to remove some of those disabilities. One of them I
shall refer to more especially, and that is the difficulty
under which farmers labor when they desire to have mort-
gages removed from their property. This Bill proposes to
give power to establish loan societies or banks which will
loan to the farmers and give them an opportunity
of being relieved from their loans at a short notice.
Now a great deal of dispute arose with reference to
the time that should be allowed for a farmer to get
relief from a mortgage, and it was argued that ho
should be bound hand and foot to his bond for five years.
Under the old system there was. a 20 year or a long term
plan in existence which was very injurious to those who
borrowed largely, from the fact that when they desired to
take up their loans, through their property becoming so
cumbersome in their hands, and desired to obtain loans on
more favorable terms, they bad to pay a high rate of interest
to the mortgagee in order to get that relief. In other
words, instead of the mortgagees allowing them the same
rate of interest for the money which they had to pay in
order to get that relief, the capitalists allowed them but half
the rate of interest which they charged for the loan. I am
sorry to say that this same process is in operation to a

Sir JoBN A. MACDONALD.

very large extent to-day, not only by loan societies, but also
by private individuals. I know of cases in my own county
where loans are made upon the same system, that is that
instalments are made payable either yearly, half yearly,
quarterly or monthly, and if the unfortunate borrower is
not able to meet the instalments as they become due, ho is
liable to be punished by those who hold mortgages against
the borrowers' property. This is certainly one of the most
outrageous grieva-nces the people of this country have to
endure. Although this Bill doos not give full relief, because
it is not retrospective in its action, it at all event affords an
opportunity, if these banks are carried on upon the prin-
ciple I have suggested or any other principle that can
be devised by this House, of paying off loans for any period
on three months' notice being given ; and it will relieve the
farmers from a great hardship under which they suffer, for it
will provide a banking institution from which they can bor-
row small sums of money, from $10 to $500, in order to carry
on their operations, and can obtain those loans at a rea-
sonable rate of interest and at short dates. I believe, if
this Bill should be adopted by the House, both the position
of the Government and the positions of the shareholders and
borrowers will be met. I do not say that this Bill is framed
with that wisdom and precision which would characterise a
Bill framed by one thoroughly versed in all the intricacies
of banking institutions. But so far as my humble ability
goes, I have endeavored to incorporate in this Bill the great
principles which have been applied for this purpose in other
countries. So seriously is this question viewed in Great
Britain that last year it was ordered by Lord Granville that
a report should be furnished the House of Commons of the
operations of banking institutions based on almost identi-
cally the same principles as those of the present Bill. That
report has been made; it is a very interesting document,
and is well worthy of perusal by hon. members who desire
to see the farmers of our country prosperous, and when I
say that I think the phrase covers the general prosperity of
the people of Canada. I will not detain the House by
further remarks, but will simply move the second reading
of the Bill, which, I trust, will receive that consideration
which I hope and believe it deserves.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT, 1883, AMENDMENT.

Mr. FOSTER moved second reading of Bill (No. 58) to
amend the Liquor License Act, 1883. He said : I desire
to make a few remarks with respect to the very short
amendment I propose to make to the Liquor License Act,
1883. So far as printed it reads simply as follows:-

"Section one hundred and forty-five of the Liquor License Act, 1883,
is hereby repealed."

That, however, does not meet the whole of the case, and I
propose, when this Bill goes into Committee, to add the
following:

" And it is hereby declared that the true intent and meaning of the
Liquor Lieense Act of 1883 was and is that the provisions of ' The
Canada Temperance Act, 1878,' relating to offences, penalties and
punishmente, and the procedure relating thereto, were not and are not
affected or impaired by any provisions of the Liquor License Act, 1883,
or any Act amending the same.'
The difficulty that bas arisen is simply this: That section
145 of the Liquor License Act, 1883, with which this
amendment deals, has been held by the Supreme Court of
New Brunswick to have repealed the penalties and proced-
ure of the Canada Temperance Act. A large number of
cases which were brought up by the different inspectors
appoiuted under the Liquor License Act, 1883, were carried
before that court, and in their decisions the judges have
ruled as I have stated. It might not at first sight seem to
be, even though .that ruling be held to be true, an unmixed
evil or an evil that had to be remedied, because under that

620



1885. COMMONS DEBATES. 621
judgment it was possible to take the forms and procedure of Edward Island. The matter does not therefore exaotly
the Liquor License Act, 1883. But that is not what is stand in the same position as if it were a positive and un-
wisbed, that is not what was contemplated. The procedure supported declaration by tho fouse that the court was
with respect to the Canada Temperance Act bas been fought entirely wrong.
out in the courts from 1879 to 1883, and the different points Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I had not heard of the
have been very fully gone over, and have been, in the Prince Edward Island docision, but it only gives greater
main, settled. To go from that to the procedure reason for our seeing both judgments'and dealing with the
under the Liquor License Act, 1883, which is new, whole question.
would make it necessary to fight over those technical
points again, and that is net a good thing to do, Mr. MLLLS. Yes; but as to what is really nocessary in
and therefore it is of very great moment to the different the way of legisiation it is for tho flouse and not for the
counties and cities whieh have adopted the Canada Temper- courts to decide, and it may bc proper te proceed in some
ance Act, and those which may adopt it hereafter that this other way than the bon. gentleman proposes. Lt is very
matter should be made clear, and that there should be no clear it is not desirable to allow a Iaw to remain in a posi-
doubt as to the procedure or the penalties of the Canada tion in which it je not operative. Parliament has an opinion
Temperance Act holding good. It was not the intention of on the subjet, and the country has an opinion on the euh-
the framers of the Liquor Licence Act of 1873, and not at all ject, and it would be well, if thera is an doubt as to what
the intention of Parliament, that the Canada Temperance the meaning of the law is, that it shoul be made perfettly
Act should be impaired in any of its provisions. In fact clear and workable, and it may be se made by a deolaratory
that was implicitly stated in a section which preceded this. section such as the hon. gentleman propose or in some
But section 145 has been held by the Supreme Court to other way; but it would be very undesirable that we should
have done that, and it is to remedy that state of things that postpone ail action until action should become impossible.
I propose this amendment. Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. Oh, no- it weuld have to

Mr. WELDON. Of course there is no doubt that a great ho one way or the other.
conflict has taken place between the Canada Temperance Mr. ORTON. I am not going into the legal points which
Act and the Liquor Licence Act of 1883. I do net propose have been raised with regard te this Bill, but 1 think what
to oppose the amendment, but I think it should not apply has core up ie an important reason why the fouse should
to cases which have been before the court. There are a show some esitation in aiding any legisiation on this'sub-
number of cases which are considered to be settled, and if ject. I think we must al[ feel that notwithstanding the
this clause is repealed without any proviso those cases apparent feeling of the people of this country in favor of
might be brought up again. That would be contrary to the the continuancc of the Scott Act, the fact that hardly in any
spirit of justice, and contrary to the principle that cases county in this country-I think 1 may say without foar of
once having been decided there should be an end of the contradiction in ne county or municipalit in Canada-i
matter. which the Scott Act has been submitted tl t0 people have a

Sir JOHN A. MA.CDONALD. I think the hon. gentle- majerity et those entitled te vote declared themselves in favor
man (Mr. Poster) must see from his own statement that we of the Act,-when we recollet that fact, and the other fact
cannot well proceed with the second reading to-night, that the operatien of this Act is bringing ruin and disaster
because he says this Bill as laid before the House is insuffi- on a large portion of our people who have a right te daim
cient without an amendment. Now that amendment the protection of the Government of Canada simply from
we have only just heard for the first time, and the fact that they have bean carng on a legitimate
it states that the true intent and meaning of the and honorable trade, a trade legalised and autorised,
Act of 1883 was so and so-and in the face of net only by the consent of the people of Canada, but
the decision of a court of competent jurisdiction by the whole people of this country, I think wo
that the true intent and meaning is otherwise. Therefore, hould hesitate before procceding with legisiation in
I think we cannot without fully considering the effect in that direction, and we should enquire whether the Act je
the first place of the judgment-which we will be able to calculated to carry eut the very desirable object which je
see-and of his amendment, proceed with this Bill. It is a sougît by hou. gentlemen who are sud earnest andserions
very strong thing for the House to do, in the face of a advocates of that Act. I think the time bas arrived when
judgment given by a court, to say that the true intent and it should ho denanded and ascertained by the people who
meaning of a statute is otherwise than a court bas decided. are going te suifer financially from the operation of that
We may come to the conclusion that the court is right, and Act, wheher it je really caleulated te be a temperance Act
that therefore the Act should be amended instead of having or the contrary. If it is calculated te be an Act which will
a declaratory Act providing otherwise than as the court has demoralise our people, which will increase intemperance
decided. Perhaps when the matter is fully considered the among our people, which will lead te evils which do net
House may come to the conclusion that the Act is right, exmt now, 1 think the bon. gentleman who is se auxieus te
that it should be amended as not carrying ont the intent of agitate for the passage of this Act, if he only found that ho
the Legislature. For that reason I think the debate should was acting in the wreng, would bo willing te sop in the
stand over, that the amendment should be printed on the further pursuance of that object. I think tbat is another
face of the Votes and Prcceedings, and that we should have reason why the amendment tending te increase the opera-
before us a copy of the judgment of the court, which I sup- tien of the Act shonld ho fally and carefully considered by
pose we can obtain. With these before us we can do one or the louse.
two things, either declare that the true intent and meaning Mr. ROBERTSON (Shoîburne). I trust the promise
of the Act is as the hon. gentleman contends, or that the whieh lis bean made by the Premier will ho carried eut,
court is right, and that as the language of the Act failed to and that we will have a chance te consider these varions
carry out the intention of Parliament it should be amended. amendmentt the ÇanadaTemperance Act. ThisActbas

Mr. MILLS. I understand that the Supreme Court of been adopted in a large number of censtituencies of the
Prince Edward Island bas taken a different view from the Dominion, and notwithetanding the objections made by the
Supreme Court of New Brunswick, so that though the hon. member for Centre Wellington (Mr. Orton), I think a
declaration proposed to be made by the hon. gentleman may h rga section of the people of this country are favorable te
differ from the judgment of the court in New Brunswick it the Canada Temperance Act. I rise simply te ask the Pro-
would bs in accordwith the decision of the court in Prince mier if he wil permit these Bille amending the Canada
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Temperance Act to be placed at the head of the Order
Paper, so that they may be reached at an early day. Per-
haps they might be referred to a special committee. I
think it is due to the temperance people of this country
that prominence should be given to these measures, and I
ask the Premier, on behalf of the temperance men on this
side of the House, to use his influence to have these Bille
placed at the head of the Order paper. To-day an hon.
member asked that a day should be fixed for the discussion
of an important Bill with reference to the Factory Act, and
I think it would be well that the Premier should, in defer-
once to the temperance men in the House and in the coun-
try, give prominence to these measures in order that they
May be all discussed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. All I have to say is, if,
the hon. gentleman desires that my hon. friend's Bill should
be thrown over, until all the Bills, relating to the whole
question-to the Scott Act and the McCarthy Act-can be.
discussed, my hon. friend behind me may perhaps lose hise
Bill. He brings down a Bill with a specific object, and I
think, in the interest the hon. gentleman speaks for, h. had
better speak on this Bill, and not let any extraneous
matters come in; otherwise the whole thing may bc lest.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne). The most important
Bill relating to the Canada Temperance Act, is that contain-,
ing the amendments asked for by the Dominion Alliance,
in the hande of the hon. member for North Lanark (Mr.
Jamieson); and I wish to have discussed not only the Bill
of the hon. member for King's (Mr. Foster), but also that
of the hon. member for North Lanark.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALiD. It will be time enough
to discuss the Bill when we arrive at it.

Mr. McCARTHY. I only rise to say that if the Liquor
Act of 1883 has the effect which one of the superior courts
of one of the Provinces says it has, it was certainly not the
intention of the framers of the Bill; and I think it right to
say that the way in which this double or second section
crept in was that the anxioty of the hon. mem ber for King's
(Mr. Foster), which I then concurred in, was that the
legislation then proposed should not in any way affect the
Scott Act. The clause as it was would, perhaps, have been
sufficient to have that effect; but the hon. gentleman was
very anxious, and the House will remember that it was at
the close of the Session that the matter was roposed, and
in that way the second clause was put in. do not make
this explanation on my own behalf so much as on behalf of
the hon. member for King's, who, I believe, has been
assailed for allowing it to slip in designedly or without
proper attention.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of the
debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

PATENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. MoCAiRTHY moved second reading of Bill (No. 64)
to further amend the Patent Act of 1872. He said: The
Bill, as I explained when I had the honor of introducing it
to the flouse, is for the purpose of amending one provision
of the Patent Act, namely, that particular section which
g ives to the Minister who has charge of patents jurisdiction
to set aside a patent on the grounds mentioned in this sec-
tio n. The Bill provides, as the House will know, the
machinery for an appeal, and also makes provision for the
examination of witnesses under oath, and for a proper
examination by the Minister who is to try an determine
the question as to the validity of-the patent. Attention has
been drawn to the extraordinary provision in the law 4ya
recent case of very great importance, known as the il1
Telephone case. ln that case, on complaint being made to

Mr. RoBERTSON (Shelburne).

the Minister, he felt himself compelled-and I do not know
but that he was doing quite rightly, if the law is a proper law
-to hear the complaint that was made against the Bell Tele-
phone Company, and after hearing evidence to adjudicate and
determine upon it; and the result was that he held that the
patent was void. Now, that is an extraordinary procedure,
and one which I think had better perhaps be swept away
from the Statute Book altogether. I am not at all quarel-
ling with the provisions of the law, or saying that it is not
a proper law; but when we have properly constituted
courts, with judges who are above suspicion, to hear mat-
ters of this kind, J do not think it is necessary that a
Minister should retain a jurisdiction such as this section
gves him. Ie is an executive oflicer, and is necessarily a
politician; and for many reasons which are sufficiently
obvious, it is evident that this particular kind of jurisdic-
tion should not be in the hands of a Minister or his deputy,
but if it is to be iu the hands of a Minister, I do not suppose
any hlon. member will say that there ought not to be an
appeal. In the case I mentioned, one man has had the
power to determine absolutely that a property valued, as I
am told by the proprietors, at somethin like half a
million dollars, is forfeited, and at one stroie of his pen,
to sweep it away. Now, whether it be half a million
-or a quarter ot a million dollars, or whatever the
value may be, it does appear to me an extraordinary
thing that the right of determining the question of property
should b. vested in one man without the right of appeal.
Moreover-and in-this I have no doubt I shall receive the
support of my hon. friends who stand up for provincial
rights, and who are very anxions that no legislation should
be had that trenches on the rights of the Provinces-I
think it i a very serious question whether the clause to
whioh I refer is not unconstitutional. When a patent is
granted under the authority of this Parliament, or by a
-Department created by this Parliament, that patent becomes
a matter of property, and if the property in that patent is
taken away, I submit, it can only, and ought only to be
taken away according to the law of the Province in which
thg hlder of the patent may reside. Now, this particular
clause gives to a Minister, and also to the deputy of that
Minister, jariadiction to try the question as to the val-
idity of the patent. I think the two things can be
very easily separated. The one part of the clause which
states the terms and conditions on which a patent shall
beheld is clearly within the competence of this Parliament;
but the manner in which the question of the breach of the
cnditions is to b. tried is a matter which appears to be
wholly and exclusively within the competence of the Legis-
latures of the Provinces. To illustrate my meaning: sup-
pose that the patent, instead of being a patent of the kind
I mentioned, was a patent of land in the North-West, where
we have power to grant patents; I do not suppose any
pgrson would contend that in granting a patent of land in
the .Nrth-West this Parliament could annex to it the con-
dition that in case any dispute arose as to its validity it
ahould be tried in any particular way or before any particu-
1ar tribunal. I can se.- no distinction in that respect
between a patent of land and a patent of this kind. What
I am saying now bas no reference to the question as to
whether the law should be swept away; but if it is to remain,
I do not think anyone will have any objection to the Bill.
The first clause provides power to summon witnesses;
the ffth clause provides for the power of examining witiesses
under oath; the sixth clause gives the power te iMiiister
to issue a commission to examine witdesses who may not
b. within his jurisdiction, so as to be summoned by subpæna
-and so on. I will not weary the House with details.
Objection may b. taken to one word in the ninth clause and
I am not at al certain that it should not be eliminated :
"There shall b. an appeal to the Supreme Court of Canada
from any present or future decision of the Minitor." The
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right to appeal from "the present decision " will, of course,
be retroactive. It is a matter of procedure, but it is ques-
tionable whether we should pass anything in. the character
of retroactive legislation. However, this will be left for
the conimittee to determine. For these reasons I hope the
House will accept the principle of the Bill, and in coin-
mittee any amendments may be made which the House
will, in its judgment, think proper.

Mr. COLBY. I do not at all concur in the views
expressed by the hon. gentleman. The 28th clause of the
Patent Act which he proposes to amend was inserted as a
matter of publie policy, and the manner of enforcing it was
deliborately decided by this Parliament at the time the
clause was under consideration. It is very well understood
that in England and the United States a patentee is under
no obligation to utilise his patent for the publie good. He
has an absolute proprietory interest in it, whether he uses
it or not, during the entire period of the patent. The con-
tract is simply, on his part, that he shall, in his applieation,
in his specification, in his drawings, and in his models, so
discover the invention that when his property ceases it
becomes public property, so that any person skilled in the'
arts can then have the full benefit of the invention; but
during the life of the patent, in England and the United
States, the patentee is under no obligations whatever to use
it. He may lock it up; ihe may prevent any other person
f rom using it or infringing on it; he may give the public no
advantage whatever from it, if he chooses. That is not the
policy of our law. Our law is more in accordance with that
adopted by the continental nations of Europe-France,
Belgium, and, I think, Germany. Under our law
the contract is a conditional contract. The patentee
is to have no right to utilise his invention unless
he makes it beneficial to the country which gives him
the privilege of utilising it. He must make it
beneficial to the country by putting it in operation, by
giving the public the advantage to be derived from its use.
We deliberately, by this clause 28, make it a condition
between the patentee and the public that the patentee muet
use it in this country under certain conditions, and we
further stte that the conditions muet be entered in the
body of the patent itself as conditions of the patent. He
takes the patent subject to those conditions, which are in
the interest of the public at large. One condition is, that
lie shall not import that invention after a period of twelve
months from the time he takes out his patent. That con-
dition is imposed in the interests of Canadian industry, in
order that this country may have the advantage of the
manufacture of the invention. Another condition is, that
within two years lie must cause lis invention to be manu-
factured in some manufactory in Canada, so that any person
wishing to obtain it can obtain it at a reasonable price.
This condition is subject to modification; it is in
the discretion of the commissioner, if proper reasons
be advanced, to give the patentee an extension of time; but
the principle of the law is distinctly laid down, as a binding
condition of the contract itself between the patentee and the
public, that he shall not import, after a certain period, and
that after a certain other period lie shall give this country
the benefit of the manufacture of the patent. fow is that
carried into effect ? The law says that the patent may be
set aside by the ordinary courts for other reasons, but as
regards the violation of this particular clause the Depart-
ment of Agriculture ja the tribunal to decide the question.
That provision was made in the interest of the people of
this country and of the manufacturing industries of this
country. Any question arising under it ean be but a
simple question of fact; it can be but a question as to
whether the invention has or has not been imported after'
the period of twelve months, or as to whether it has been
or ias not been manufactured in the Dominion within theo

period of two years. Both are simple questions of fact, with
all the proof of which the respondent himself, the
party charged with having voided his own patent,
is fully seized. If ho has not imported or has not
manufactured, or if ho has imported or has manu-
factured, the facte are clearly to be shown by his own
books. Why was this not put into the hande of the ordinary
courts ? Why was it tiot made a question on which the
ordinary tribunals could pass, beginning with the original
court, thence to the Court of Appeal, thence to the Supreme
Court, and finally to the Privy Council? The reason is evi-
dent. It was Aimply to protect the people, to protect the
manufhcturers of this country, to protect those who may
desire to manufacture and work an invention in their own
interests and the interest of the public, bocause these men
would not enter on the formidable task of attempting to
break down a patent if they saw they would be compelled
to go froi one court to the other, ending with the Privy
Council, and probably be kept in the courts for years. The
Department of Agriculture is the place, the tribunal, a
cheap and summary tribunal; thore overy man, without the
intervention of an attorney, without the intervention o
my learned friend who introduces this Bill, dis-
pensing with that valuable class of people, may go
before the Minister of Agriculture, where the patent is, and
where the model is, and where the proofs are, and make
out his primd facie case that this patent bas been voided on
these two questions of simple fact; and then the Minister
can call up the other party and satisfy himself with regard
to the case. There are no abstruse legal points whatever
to be decided but a simple question of facts; and if any
ineidental question of' law should arise the Minister of
Agriculture has the advice of the Minister of Justice at his
disposal, who is in a position to give a legal decision. My
hon. friend who introduced this Bill was worsted recently
in a case he had before the Minister of Agriculture. He is
not now a Daniel come t) judgment. But my hon. friend's
colleague, in speaking of other decisions of the Minister of
Agriculture, did not speak of' thom at all in a disparaging
way. is colleague, Mr. Cameron, who was an associate
with him in this important case, said, on a former occasion:

" This interpretation has gone forth to the world. It la to be found
in every patent office, and in every patent and solicitor's office. • • •
Im le, moreover, a decision which has received the approval of our highest
courts,

That was a decision in a previous case, not in the last
case.-

" It has received the approval of the Court of Appeal in Ontario, and
It hs reeeived the approval of the Supreme Court, who not only have
endorsed the conclusions, but have endorsed the reason a given by Mr.
Taché, in what is described as hia able juidgment."

My hon. friend's colleague had no fault to find with the
decision of that tribunal. My hon. friend's associate speaks
of them as able decisions, which have reoeived the approval
of all the courts; but in this last unfortunate decision, in
which my hon. friend's client was injured, the matter was a
very serions one, and what is the serions effect and conse-
quence ? The serious consequence is simply this, that a
great and gigantie monopoly has been broken down in this
country; that the people of Canada, by the wise decision,
the just decision, the careful and unexceptionable
deci3ion ef the Minister of Agriculture, find that
a gigantie monopoly has been broken down,
which my friend in this Bill wishes to revive
-for he makes it applicable to present decisions-and the
people of Canada for all time to come are to have cheap
telephoning instead of paying the excessive rates they
would have had to pay had net these patente been voided.
There could not be a botter case in point. Would any weak
company, desiring to give cheap service to the people of
Canada, have ventured to attack that great monopoly, with
all its wealth, if they had known that they were to be
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dragged from one court to another, from the original
court to the Court of Appeal, and from lhe Court
of Appeal to the Supreme Court, and from the
Supreme Court -to the Privy Council? I say that
the very case which he cites as a case which justifies
the modification of this- law, is a case, of all others, which
shows the absolute necessity of this law, if the people of
Canada and the manufacturers of Ganada are to have the
advantages which the Legislature intended them to have,
and which it is wise and in the interests of all the people
of this country that they should have. The whole effect
of that law will be nullified. We have a model room. A
manufacturer goes into that room and sees something
which ho can manufacture conveniently in connection
with his own industries. He goes to the office and asks :
Who is the patentee ? Is this thing being manufactured
in Canada? If not, I desire to manufacture it. Ho satisfies
himself that it is not being manufactured, and he lays his
paimd facie case before the Minister of Agriculture. He
can do it without the intervention of any solicitor. le can
g o himself and can fill up documents which he can obtain.
Tlen the Minister of Agriculture calls for the patentee and
the matter of fact is sifted, and this man can thon go on,
having voided that patent, and utilise, for his own advan-
tage and for the advantage of the people of Canada, this
invention which the patentee bound himself, when he
obtained his patent, to give to the people of Canada.
Would that poor man, that man of ordinary means, that
manufacturer, venture on that if he saw he was under the
necessity of employing able counsel like my hon. friend,
the introducer of this B3ll, and was liable to be
taken from court to court and to be kept a long
time waiting for a decision? He would not. Then
the whole beneficial effect of this law would be nullified by
making it a matter for the courts. The Legislature foresaw
this, and saw that the only way to make the 28th clause useful
to the country, the only way by which it could be carried
out beneficially to the manufacturers and the enterprising
men of this country, was to provide some cheap, some sum-
mary and easy and speedy remedy by which these ques-
tions of fact could be decided. The law has operated well.
Every decision which has been rendered, except the last,
has been satisfactory to the public at large, and the last bas
been satisfactory to all the public, except to my hon. friend
and his associatos and his clients. But no decision ever
rendered by any coui t will, I believe, be attended with more
beneficial results than the decision of which my hon. friend
complains and which he states as a reason why this law
should be changed; for, during all the future, this instru-
ment can and will, by fair and legitimate competition, be
brought at a cheap rate to the door of every man who
wishes to use it throughout the land, and can be obtained
at rates which could not have been dreamed of if this
monopoly could have held this patent, so justly voided in
consequence of their own acts, their own failure to do what
was clearly pointed out in the contract given them at the
time they took the patent. I object entirely to the Bill
which my hon. friend has introduced. I think it is wrong.
I think it is not at all in the interests of the country. I
think that clause will be a nugatory clause, if the matter is
taken from the present jurisdiction and thrown into the
hands of the courts, and I shall feel called upon, if my lon.
friend insists upon retaining that feature in the Bill, to
divide the House upon the subject.

Mr. MULOCK. My hon. friend froi North Simcoe (Mr.
McCarthy), presents this Bill to the consideration of the
House on the grounds, as he argues, that the present law is
unconstitutional. He argues that the law, as it stands at
present, is an infringement on civil rights which were dele-
gated to the Provinces alone, and as an illustration of that
argument, ho states the cae of the grant of lands by the

Mr. CoLmr.

Dominion, and thon asks whether the Crown could after-
wards cancel those patents, and conclules his illustrafion
by saying lie sees no distinction between the position of a
patentee of lands and a patentee under the Patent Act.
Well, if he does not sece any distinction between the twQ cases,
I think others will. There is a vast difference between the two.
In the case of a patent of lands, what is patented ? Something
tangible, something that has a locality-immovable land.
But, under the Patent Act, what is patented is a bare privi-
loge, the creature of Parliament, which can be granted
on such conditions and subject to such terms as the creator
of that privilege may choose to assign to it. The patentee,
under these circumstances, does not at any time own the
absolute property. He has only the enjoyment of his right
sub modo at best, and he cannot say, when the rescission of
the patent takes place, that there has been a forfeiture of
any right. There has been simply a carrying out of the
contract which gave him a conditional privilege only. There
is no absolute withdrawal of the right from him.

Mr. MoCARTIY. I think my hon. friend has misunder-
stood my argument. I did not pretend to say that the
imposition of the conditions is beyond the competency of
this Parliament, but that the trial of that question, the
creation of a tribunal for the trial of that question, unless
it was the creation of a court, was beyond the competency
of Parliament.

Mr. MULOCK. I understood my hon. friend to say that
the property of a patentee in a patent was a private right;
that it became property in the technical meaning of the
word " property" under the British North America Act;
and, that being so, that it was solely under the jurisdiction
of the Provinces.

Mr. McCARTIIY. Morely as to the trial. I quite
admit, of cours,, that conditions may be imposed, and that
they have been properly imposed.

Mr. MULOCK. My hon. friend argued that the House,
in delogating the power to deal with the matter to one of
its own officers, was proceeding unconstitutionally, and that
cannot bo, unless it is shown that the subject matter of the
trial is not under the jurisdiction of this flouse. If the
subject matter to be dealt with is under the jurisdiction of
this Parliament, as this is, then I submit that Parliament,
or the agent of Parliament, the Minister, or any other
agent, eau deal with it. He has not shown any necessity
for this legislation, and I do not think that Parliament is
called upon to amend or repeal measures, unless it eau be
shown to be in the public interest that the repealing or
amending should take place. The only case that can be
cited, the most recent case, the rescission of the patent of
the Bell Telephone Company, I do not think amounts to a
public grievance. In the part of the country that I am
familiar with I arn not aware that the public see that any
injustice was done to the patentees or to thegeneral public.
On the contrary, it is my great pleasure to be able to
testify to the general approbation with which the decision
of the Minister of Agriculture in that case was received.
My hon. friend from North Simwce says: Why not delegate
this to the courts ? We have courts, and as long as we
have upright and impartial judges, lot them deal
with the matter. Does he say that the Gov.
ernment, either this Government or any succeeding Govern-
ment, is not equally fit to be entrusted with this power ? It
is true that there is a nominal decision in each case of an indi-
vidual, but he does it upon the responsibility of himself and
his whole Cabinet. If he is wrong his whole Cabinet will
bear more or les of the blame, and he is, we must assume,
ready to take the responsibilities of his act. He feels that
he is only one individual deoiding that case, but ho knows
that the whole remaining twelve of his colleagues share
the responsibility of his action. Therefore, I think the
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public have equal, if not greater, guarantees in this case,
with the advantage that the Minister of Agriculture
will deal as intelligently and carefully in the matter
as if it were in the hands of the ordinary courts of the land.
Further, I think, Mr. Speaker, there are very great objec-
tions to having more questions of fact taken away from the
judge in the first instance, and transferred to other courts.
It is a cardinal rule, and has become almost an absolute
portion of our law to-day, that no appeal on more questions
of fact can be entertained. We know that in all cases of
appeal the judges are almost conclusively bound by the
decision of the first judge on the question of fact.
And what is the Miister of Agriculture called upon to,
decide here? Not questions of law; merely ques-
tions of fact. H e is called upon to decide
whether the patentee has or has not complied with
the conditions of the Patent Act-namely, has he imported
contrary to law? Has ho manufactured or has ho not
manufactured ? Bare questions of fact. What matter is
there for appeal in such cases ? The question under this
Act is, did the patentee manufacture the article within two
years ? Now, is not one man as capable to decide that as
fifty men ? Another question is, whether ho imported
contrary to law. That is a bare question of fact. We
require no Supreme Court to tell us whether ho did or did
not; we do not require to go to the Privy Council to ascer.
tain that fact. Therefore, I say that oven if we admit, for
a moment, that it were proper subject matter for the pro-
vincial or other courts, nevertheless I say it is in no sense a
case in which an appeal should be allowed if you have con-
fidence in the court of first jurisdiction. Now this motion is
only the first stop. Let the Hlouse to-day pass this measure,
and what will we have our friend here applying for next
year, or the succeeding year ? He will say: Why give this
jurisdiction to the Government at all ? Why not, in the
first instance, take the whole matter to some of the courts ?
What is the life of a patent ? Five, ton, or fifteen years,
at the option of the patentee. Why, before the right can
be determined, the patent will have expired, and thus, prac-
tically, there will be no power to enforce compliance with
the conditions on which the patent was granted. If
that principle is admitted, if what my hon. friend is con-
tending for is granted, thon you may as well say there is
no power left to compel the patentee to comply with the
requirements of the law. It is entirely in the compe-
tence of this Parliament to attach such conditions as it may
see fit as to any privileges it may grant. No public noces-
sity bas been shown for this measure. Therefore, neither
on local grounds nor on grounds of public necessity, can
any argument be advanced in favor of the measure. One
part of the Bill, however, I think might be agreed to-that
portion of it which provides that the Minister may obtain
evidence under oath. That is merely in order to further
enable him to do complote justice, and to ascertain the
truth and the whole truth. To that part of it, without
having heard any argument upon it, I can see no objection.

Mr. WHITE (East Hastings). I am glad to hear that
we have one common sense man in this country, and that is
the gentleman who presides over the Department of Agri-
culture. The hon. mover of this Bill, on another occasion,
said there was to be one common sense man on the .Railway
Commission. Now, Sir, when we have a gentleman who
presides over that Department, and gives such excellent
decisions, and so satisfactory to the public, I think we had,
botter allow this matter to remain in his hands. I am very
glad there is one court in this cousntry from which we can
get a decision so sound, and so early after the action is
entered. The hon. meinber for Stanstead (Mr. Colby)
asked how long after a person entered a case would he be
able to get it through ? You can commence the action in
the County Court; it is then taken to the Court of Queti's
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Bench, thon to Toronto, thon to Ottawa, and thon to the
old country. It takes a great many years and a great deal
of money. Mr. Speaker, I move that this Bill be not now
read a second time, but that it be read this day six months.

Mr. McCARTHY. I am a good deal surprised at the
great warmth displayed by my hon. friend behind me (Mr.
Colby) in his opposition to this Bill. The accusations that ho
levelled at me might perhaps entitle me to return the com-
pliment. I do not know, therefore I do not say, whether
my hon. friend was interested or not in the company that
presented the petition to the Minister of Agriculture. If I
did know I could not say, according to the rules of this
House. Every hon. member, however, must be left to
draw his own conclusion from what we saw and what we
heard, and certainly I have not found any difflculty
in drawing my conclusion upon the subject. Now, Mr.
Speaker, I am not at all quarrelling, and therofore my bon.
friend from North York (Mr. Mulock) need not have
argued so strenuously against a position which I certainly
did not take up, and that is, that this Parliament had not
power to impose any conditions upon the patentee. On the
contrary, I said I approved of those conditions. I do not
think it will very much advance the National Policy, but
I congratulate the member from North York for his adhe-
sion to the National Policy to that extent, because
it will to some extent, at all events, be promotive
of industry in the country. But, Mr. Speaker, I
object to another clause, and that is that any one man, even
a man so great and so just as I quite freely admit my hon.
friend the Minister of Agriculture is, should have the power
to detormine the rights of any person in this country by
his mere ipse dixit. I am astonished to find that any mem-
ber of this House will stand up and say that one man is to
determine vast questions of right, where property may be
in question, of very considerable value, as frequently is the
case, without an opportunity of calling witnesses, and with-
out examining them under oath. We are told it is a ques-
tion of fact; that there is no question of law involved ; and
yet this question of fact is to bind the patentee, and to bind
the complainant, because it binds one party as well as the
other; this question of fact is to be determined upon the
papers sent into the Minister, not even sworn to, and ho,
not having the power to swear them, and without the mon
being brought to be cross-examined, without an opportunity
afforded to everybody, to every subject, of having the
witness brought face to face, and of having an opportunity
to cross-examine that witness. I am astonished that
there should have been found any hon. gentleman in this
House who would stand up in favor of a system such as that.
My hon. friond says, and insinuates, that it is done in the
interests of the profession which I have the honor to belong.
Well, so far as that is concerned, 1 do not think, speak-
ing for myseif, that I require to make practice; I certainly
do not feel as if I desired in any way to promote logislation
with that ond in view. But it is not a fact that the lawyers
are not now employed to go before the Minister, for I think
a number of lawyers appeared in this case, about three or
four times the number that would have been allowed to
appear before any ordinary court; and the Minister, with
bis usual good nature, heard lawyer after lawyer-I think
about a dozen, all told. I only appeared before him on one
occasion.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And probably got as
high fees.

Mr. McCARTHY. And probably got quite as high fes as
in many ordinary cases. That is an argument which might
be addressed to a body different from this-that it is a poor
man's court where questions can be cheaply and quickly
determined. All those are arguments which might be
characterised in language not very complimentary to the
hon, member. The question is this; If the patentee gets
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the patent upon those conditions, conditions which are fair,
is it proper or right that his patent should be taken away by
a tribunal constituted as this tribunal is ? Why, the hon.
member for North York (Mr. Mulock) who has no confi-
dence in the Minister of Agriculture or in any of his
colleagues, as I understand him, thinks we ought not only
to have confidence in the hon. gentleman but should accept
his decision as a higher authority than the courts of the
land, than judges sworn to do their duty impartially, judges
only removable by joint address of both Houses of Parlia-
ment, men who hold office during good behavior in that
way. The hon. gentleman must be-I am not desiring to
make any attack on the hon, gentleman, I am not desiring
to express an opinion about his decision in the last
case, for I desired, and I thought I made myself
plain when I introduced the Bill, to say that if
he thinks proper there should bo no appeal in the last case,
and I think it would be better there should not be-but I
say that this very important case, in which a vast amount
of property is concerned, has bronght prominently before
the people the fact that their proporty may be taken away
by the decision of one man, and he not a judge, a man not
possessing legal training, not amenable to public opinion;
by one man who is necessarily a politician, and whose
judgment will not be accepted in every case, whatever may
be his decision, as one of a satisfactory character. There
have been Ministers of Agriculture, and there will be other
Ministers of Agriculture, and I ask hon. members to try
and remember who they were, and perhaps to look forward
and see who will probably fill that position, and lot them
ask themselves whether they are willing that matters of
such importance should be dealt with and decided by a
Minister who happons to fill the position of Minister of
Agriculture. Moreover, his deputy is vested with the same
power as is the Minister, the deputy who is not even amen-
able to this House, who does not carry with him in his
decisions that tremendous weight which is to be given to
the decision of a Minister, according to the member for
North York (Mr. Mulock), because he sees in it the
decision of the whole Cabinet, a doctrine which members
of the Cabinet will not desire to accept.

Mr. MULOCK. I did not wish to give the flouse to
understand, for a moment, that I supposed the wholf Cabi-
net personally were aware of the decision, or gave it as
their judgment. I simply meant that in giving that deci-
sion the Ion. gentleman compromised his Cabinet, and as
regards the effect, made not only himself responsible but
lis twelve colleagues.

Mr. McCARTHY. Can there be any better argument
than that offered by the lon, gentleman who has just
spoken, for doing away with such a law? He says the
decision compromised the Cabinet, and that the decision
must be viewed with respect to the effect upon the Cabinet
and upon public opinion, and with reference to the chance
of an adverse decision in this House, and matters of that
kind, which certainly would not enter into the considera-
tion of a judicial officer in determining a matter between
two people in this Dominion. No botter argument can be
offered than the suggestion made by the hon. member for
North York in the explanation ho has given to the House.
I desire not to be misrepresented by the hon. member
behind me or by the hon. member for North York. I
desire the louse to understand that this is, as I have said,
a one man's decision, the decision of a man who has no
power to call witnesses, who decides upon evidence that is
not sworn evidence, and upon statements made behind the
back of the party interested, without opportunity being
afforded for cross-examination. Al this, I say, is, to
my mind, so monstrous that I can hardly imagine
it being brought to the attention of the House with-
out the House desiring an amendment made to the

Mr. MoCAnTET,

law. My hon. friend has endeavored to mix up the rights
of patentees with the general and abstract question. He says
in particular no more beneficial decision could be given.
What has been effected ? For this time forth we shall
have cheap telephoning, and will get that accommodation
which is becoming so very essential to men of business
at a cheaper rate. Is that an argument worthy of the
hon. gentleman; is it an argument that ought to have
fallen from a man so distinguished; is it an argument
which could have fallen from any person but one
who might have something more than a public inter-
est in the question? Surely the hon. member will
hardly say it was right to present that as an argument
against ihis amendment of the law, this amendment as
regards the abstract principle, as to whether it is right that
the gentleman whom I have already described should have
the determination of a question of this kind. Surely it was
not in any sense as a bribe that it was held out to members
of the House. But I can tell the hon. gentleman-I men-
tion this for his private information-that, perhaps, so far
as that case goes, ho has not bard the last of it. Accord,
ing to an ancient and well known jurisdiction, the Court of
Queen's Bench has the right to revise proceedings of tri-
bunals created as this tribunal is; it has a right to call on
the Minister to certify to the court all the proceedings that
have taken place before him, and I do not think it is a very
dignified position for the Minister to occupy.

Mr. COLBY. Have you not failed to get such an order
from the court ?

Mr. McCARTHY. I have not failed. The hon. gentle-
man is not very familiar with the procedure taken. There
is at present an application before the court, for the purpose
of compelling the Minister to certify to the Court of Queen's
Bench all the proceedings that took place before him, and
it is an ancient jurisdiction of the court which has been
exercised, because that court always claimed to exorcise
supervision over proceedings of what, according to the view
of the law, is an judicial tribunal. I say if that is a pro-
ceeding which is open, it is not a dignified position for a
Minister to be placed in, to be called on to certify his pro-
ceedings to a judge sitting in Toronto, St. John or Halifax,
for his revision and decision.

Mr. COLBY. Then we do not need this law.
Mr. McCARTIIY. I submit we do need the law. The

proper way to determine such rights is by a properly con-
stituted court of law. If such a trial is surrounded by too
many obstacles and difficulties the law should be amended
by the proper Legislatures. But I do not know why the
law disposing of questions of patents should be different
from the law with respect to rights in regard to other ques-
tions. Rights of property, of character and reputation, we
are willing to leave to the courts of the land; but,-forsooth,
a question of patents is one which some hon. mombers
think the courts are not capable of dealing with, simply
because it involves questions of fact. I deny in toto that
this is merely a question of fact. The Minister knows that
in this very case rather difficult questions of law came up,
or at all events were argued. The question was as to the
importing of portions of instruments said to b patented,
and it was a rather difficult question of law
to determine whether the parts imported were
those which involved a forfeiture of the patent granted.
If, of course, there had been an importation of the instru-
ment in whole there would be no difficulty; but in this par-
ticular case, and probably in many cases, the difficulty
would arise as to the importation in part, and as to whether
they were such portions as the law contemplated should be
manufactured in the country, and should not be imported.
I propose, Mr. Speaker, to ask the House to read the Bill a
second time, I think in doing so I will only be discharging
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my duty as one of the representatives of the people. It is them together. I would ask if that was manufacturing
perfectly true that my attention was brought to this subject them in this country? I say that the industrious people
by the case to which reference has been made; but, as I say, of this country, who give privileges to these patentees, have
my own opinion is, that it would be botter that the power their rights in the matter. But that is not all. The nex'
to review the decision should be omitted from the discussion complaint is, that I, the Minister of Agriculture, or Myand consideration of this particular question. It should be deputy, for whose every act I am responsible-that I am
treated, and I trust it will be treated, simply on its merits, not responsible to the people of this country.
and the merits of the question are: Should it be a matter Mr. McCARTIIY. No.
to be disposed of by a Minister, or by a Deputy Minister,
without any apecial training or experiece, the question of Mr. POPE. "Not amenable to public opinion "-those
whether a person's property is or is not forfeited ? Hon. gen. are his words. Now, I would like to ask, Is a judge sitting
tlemen will remember that myBill is notrepealing; it isassu.n- in court more amenable to public opinion than I am? Is it
ing this right, though I would willingly accept the other possible the hon. gentleman means that I am not amenable
conclusion; but if the Minister is to have that power ought le to public opinion in any decision I may render? Am I not
to have the power of summoning witnesses ? That is the first more so than are the judges who are appointed for life, who
clause. Onght he to have the power of examining witnesses do not have to go to the people, who do not have to appeal
on oath, or of issuing a commission for the examination of to this House for support? Is auch a manless amenable to
witnesses who cannot attend? When ho decides the matter, public opinion than I am ?
should there be the right of appeal; or is his decision Mr. McCARTHY. I said the hon. gentleman was too
irrevocable? If the House does not care to accept the main much amenable to public opinion; that e hlad to. come to
provision, there are some provisions which the hon. member this House-to go to public opinion, to court public opinion,
for North York (Mr. Mulock) thinks should be adopted, and that a judge should not be in that position.
and certainly the House should not say that the Bill should
be read the second time this day six months, but that it Mr. PORE. I say, int nt th e n o e, at if te lhon.
should be read the second time on this occasion. gntleman's Bi passes tere wil no relief o the poor

man; there will be no chance of his getting justice. I am
Mr. POPE. I have listened very attentively to my hon. not saying this in any sentimental way, or because I am

friend from Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), and I have listened to crying out for the poor man's interests; but I do say that
the slurs-I may say, the rather impudent slurs-which tho public would not undertake these cases, as the hon.
ho has cast upon my hon. friend from Stanstead (M.r member for Stanstead (Mr. Colby) has said, if they had to
Colby). I do not think ho had any right to say that m' go to the courts for justice. And more than that, Sir; if
Ion. friend was influenced by having an interest in this they were to be dealt with in that way, when, do you think,
patent. Whether he had an interest in the patent or not decisions would be rendered ? The very object of the Act
I do not know, but I would ask the hon. member for Simcoe is that in matters of this kind decisions shall be promptly
whether he did not have a large fee for carrying this matter given. Of course, there may be other questions of law,
before the courts? and having obtained that foe, whether ho etc., arising out of the Act, in which I have no right
thinks he should not do what he can for those clients of his to decide; they go to the tribunals; but these mere ques.
and show them that he is doing lis best to earn his fee ? tions of fact between the State and fIe patentee I ar
ask him this question, though I do not suppose he is bound to decide, and the result is, I think, that justice,
influenced in that way. I know he is far removed and speedy justice, is dono. There was another point
from influences of that kind. But still lawyers and raised by the hon. gentleman with regard to the
attorneys are like other men-they are apt to be examinations, but I would just say that in this case I
influenced. Not that I think that my bon. friond would bo bad no great difficulty in getting at what I believed to be
influenced, but still I think ho would like to serve his the rights of the matter. I found no difficulty in cross.
client, and to show him that le had done what he could to examining the witnesses, and they were thoroughly cross.
support a measure in this House which he thinks would examined. I am certain we got at the truth; but I felt,
suit his client. I think ho would like his client to feol that ho during the investigation, that if I had had the power-if I
had earned his money, and certainly le las no right to cast had had power to bring before me some men who did not
aspersions on my hon. friend from Stanstead (Mr. Colby), corne there, they might have thrown some light on the sub.
for anything he las done in this House, unless ho is pre- ject. Upon that I do not disagree with the Ion. gentleman
pared to take the same himsolf. Now, what is the condition very much; but upon the other aspect of the matter I must
of these men who came to get this patent ? Did tbey come say I shall have to support the motion of my hon. friend
here blindly? Did they come without knowing what they for the six months' hoist.
were doing? Has anything been forced on them ? They Mr. COOK, I wish to make a few observations in con.
came to get this patent under a contract between them and nection with this matter before a vote is taken. We have
the State. They came hore and said : We want a patent; now in this House the leader of the Government and the
and the Government replied : We will give yon a patent Government bouches, the leader of the Opposition and the
under certain conditions, one condition of which is that you Opposition bonches, the loft contre in the person of the
shallmanufacture that instrument in this country, within a member for Northumberland, N.B. (Mr. Mitchell), and we
certain time, and that you shall not import it after a certain have now the right centre in the person of the member for
time. These are the conditions ; and if those gentlemen North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy). Well, Sir, we are getting
had complied with them, there would have been no case of quite a number of parties here. We find that the hon.
this kind; there would have been nothing of this descrip. member for North Simcoe does not agree with his friend
tion here. But they failed in those conditions-they the Minister of Agriculture upon this question, and he
thought they could dodge those conditions. It is true that taunts the member for Stanstead (Mr. Colby) with being
they did bring in theso articles, and although they failed interested in this telophone business. It las beon said by
to bring them in within the time prescribed by the Act. Idid other speakers that it might be said that the Ion. member
not think the accident of their not getting them in within for North Simcoe was interested. Well, whether he was
the time was a criminal matter. But they attempted to dodge interested or not, of course, in his position as solicitor, this
the conditions by manufacturing all the parts, by punching matter entered lnto his mind from VIe fact cf the question
all the holes, by making all the bars and other parts that coming before the courts. Now, Sir, I am entirely opposed
could be made outside, and bringing them in and putting 1 to taking away this power fron the Minister of Agriculture
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and relegating it to the courts. I believe, as has been said
by the Minister of Agriculture, that decisions of this kind
should be speedy and inexpensive. I know, in the particu-
lar case of the Bell Telephone Company, that universal
satisfaction was given by his decision to the people of
Toronto. The Bell Telephone Company have not rendered
good service, at all events in the city of Toronto. They
have not only not rendered good service, but they have been
impudent. They were a great monopoly and had the
business of the whole country in their hands, and the man-
ager of that company was really insolent to those who were
using their wires. I am very glad that the question has
been decided so promptly by the Minister of Agriculture,
for the very reason that the officials of companies of that
kind will be civil towards their patrons, and we shall also
have a better service. I believe myself that that part of
the Bill which gives the Minister power to subpæna wit-
nesses and examine them under oath is quite right;
but to allow an appeal from the Minister would
be as bad as taking the matter out of his
hands altogether, because it would be relegated to the
courts; and so financially strong is the Bell Telephone
Company, that God knows if we should ever have a decision.
We know the gullibility of lawyers; they like money as
well as any other class of men, and we know that they
would like to have matters of this kind dangling before
the courts, so that they could get as much out of it as
possible, particularly when they have a good customer.
I remember a circumstance of a man who was pretty
wealthy, in a country town of Ontario. fie had a case
in the courts, and a lawyer in his town kept it in court
for years and years, until at last the client became restless,
and said Le would go to Toronto and consult some other
lawyers. His lawyer said to him : "If you are bound
to go to Toronto and consult a solicitor there, I will give
you a letter introducing you to a good firm." He gave
him the letter and sealed it. On his way to Toronto the
client began to feel suspicions as to what was inside of this
letter. He opened and read it, and it ended by saying:
" This is a good fat goose ; pick him well." That is the
way the lawyers act with these good fat geese some.
times-they pick them well ; and I have no doubt my hon.
friend would be no exception to the rule if he got a good
client like the Bell Telephone Company.

Mr. MILLS. While I do not approve of all that the hon.
gentleman's Bill contains, I am disposed to vote for its
second reading. I know that the property in patents is a
property created by this Legislature. It is under the con-
trol of this Legislature, and exists under such conditions as
the law relating to patents provides, and as this Legislature
chooses to attach to the continnuance of that kind of pro-
perty. But once the property is created it does seema to
me that there is no reason for making it an exception to
the general rule, and providing that a Minister, in the dis.
charge of his ordinary administrative duties, shall sit in
judgment and say whether a certain party has property in
a particular patent or not. In fact, the observation made
by the hon. member for Stanstead (Mr. Colby) in regard to
this subject, reminds me of an observation made by a Min-
ister in this flouse some years ago-Sir Charles
Tupper-in reference to the objections which were
then being made to the patent law, that it was
cheaper to steal than to buy. The hon. member
for Stanstead assures the House that the country has largely
profited by the decision of the Minister of Agriculture in
the particular case in question, because that decision bas
put an end to a monopoly. In fact, the argument of the
hon. gentleman, if it had any value at all, would be an
argument against the existence of a patent law; because if
we were to permit any person to engage in the manufac-
ture of any particular article, and refuse him the protection

Mr. oox.

of the patent law, although we might seriously interfere
with the progress of invention within the country, it is cer-
tain that in the production of the article there would be
nothing to pay for the invention itself. But, Sir, I do not
think, whether the decision of the Minister of Agriculture,
in that particular case was a proper decision or not, is the
question that we have now before us. We are not called
upon to review what the Minister of Agriculture did in
that instance; but we are called upon to consider
this question, whether in an important matter, where
complex facts may arise, where the question as to the right
of property may depend upon considerations which the Min-
ister of Agriculture may not be the most competent man to
decide, we should depart from the usual practice of protect-
ing every man' s rights and interests by the judiciary of the
country. It is perfectly obvious that in questions where
the dispute as to a right of property in a patent may arise,
important questions of law may be involved, and it may be
wholly impossible to separate the law from the facts, and
the law as well as the facts must be passed upon. One
feature of the gentleman's Bill-that allowing the Minister
to deal with the question of right in the first instance, and
giving an appeal from his decision-is, I think, objection-
able. I do not think the Minister ought to be charged with
judicial duties in the matter at all. He may be called upon
to report; but it is an unusual proceeding, and one to which,
in many instances, the Supreme Court of the United States
bas taken exception. They will not listen to an appeal
from any but regular and properly constituted tribunals.
It must be a judicial boly before they will consent to con-
sider an appeal from it. Thus, in the case of the Court of
Ciaims, as first constituted, that court was an advisory body
of the Ministers, and the Supreme Court said its action,
not being final as a judgment, they would not consider an
appeal from it. It does seem to me that, while it may be
very proper that the Minister should make a report on. the
case and express an opinion, that report or opinion should
have no judicial value, and that wherever a contest arises
as to the right of property in any patent, that question
ought to be judicially passed upon, and the claim which any
one puts forward ought not to be decided, except by due
process of law had before a competent tribunal.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is just the present
case. Under the patent law there, is ajudicial tribunal, and
it is by the course of the law and in the course of the law
the decision is made. To be sure the judge has not been
called to the bar; be does not wear a gown ; still, be is ajudge
appointed by law and acting as a judge, and, as bas been
already argued by the hon. member for Stanstead (Mr.
Colby), the question is not a matter of law but of evidence,
a matter of fact, and I think the Minister of Agriculture,
who has got his subordinates all around him, trained in the
study of the patent law, acquainted with it in all its parti-
culars, experts in patent law-I think they are better
judges than the judge on the bench of the evidence laid
before them in appeal. If this is a matter to be tried before
a judge the judge should have a jury to assist him. The jury
are not lawyers ; the jury decide the fact, not the judge ; and
here we have the whole of that branch of the Department
of Agriculture, the Patent Office, as a judicial authority and
as a jury as well; and certainly, both as judge and jury, as
competent and more competent thap any judge could ie,
that judge not having the assistance of a jury to decide
upon the fact of the credibility of witnesses. I agree with
my hon. friend that that portion of the Bill which provides
that the witnesses shall not be sworn, and that they should
be liable to De summoned, as at any other court, and that this
tribunal should have power to issue a commission to
examine absent or invalid witnesses, should be passed. I
quite agree that power should be given, but that is a very
small portion of the Bill, This Bill attacks, in fact and in
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substance, the jurisdiction of the Minister of Agriculture as
a court to decide such questions.

Mr. MoCARTHY. No; there is the appeal.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He has the power to sit

upon the case, but in every matter of this kind there will
be an appeal. That is only one of the clauses of the Bill.
I think, therefore, my hon. friend's Bill ought not to receive
a second reading, and I think, also, that the Minister of'
Agriculture should feel himself bound to bring down an Act
to give himself the powers claimed by this measure.

Mr. EDGAR. As it is perfectly - evident a large
majority of this louse are in favor of a portion of the Bill,
I do not see why my hon. friend should not move that
portion of the Bill, amending the Bill by leaving out the
remainder.

Mr. MoCARTHY. 1 would ask leave, on the contrary, to
move the discharge of the Order. If the Government will
deal with the Bill I would prefer they would deal with it.
When the Government measure is brought down it will be
in the competency of any hon. member to nove such
amendments as he may think proper to it. I do this on
the understanding that the Government will deal with the
matter.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings) sked for leave to withdraw
amendment.

Amendment withdrawn.
Mr. MoCARTHlY asked for leave to withdraw the

motion for second reading.
Motion withdrawn and Order be discharged.

Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to and the House adjourned at 10:45 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THURSDAY, 19th Rarch, 1885.

The Spxmxa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PamaZs.

DEPARTMENT OF SECRETARY OF STATE.

Mr. CHAPLEAU moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 102) to amend the Acts respecting the Department of
the Secretary of State. He said: The Bill is quite unim-
portant, except in one clause which provides that the

puty Registrar General shail be appointed by Commission
under the Great Seal instead of by an Order in Council.
The name of the Deputy Registrar General appears in all
the - most important documents, and I think he should be
appointed by Commission and not by Order in Council.
The other part of the Bill is only to mention more particu-
larly by name different instrumente which are to be regis-
tered in the Registrar-General's Office.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

ELEPCTORAL PRANCHISBS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 103) respecting the Electoral Franchise. He said:
It is not necessary togo into a discussion of the Bill. The Bill
is substantially on the lines of the Bill of last year, of which
the general principles were stated to the House. I move
the first reading of the Bill,

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose, after the announcement the
hon. gentleman made the other day as to the proper course
being to make an expository speech, with reference to a
Publie Bill upon its introduction, we should have had from
the hon. gentleman an explanation of tle principle of this
Bill. The hon. gentleman says that ho has not given us
that explanation, because the Bill is upon the general lines
of the moasure of lat year, the principles of which were
then explained to the House. That is rather an elastie
expression, "upon the general lines." One would like very
much to know how far it varies from those lines. But I
must say that, according to my recollection, the hon. gentle-
man did not give any explanation at all upon the introduc-
tion of the Bill last year. I think such explanation as it
was, was upon a still more romote occasion, because
if this Bill is the same old Bill, it is an older
friend than of last year-I think it was in the
year before last that the hon. gentleman said something,
and hoe said then very little. For example, one of the very
important proposals the hon. gentleman then made was to
extend the electoral franchise to the women of the country.
But ho gave no reasons for that; he ontered into no exposi-
tion of the grounds of his action. The hon. gentleman did
give some explanation upon that occasion with reference to
another feature of the Bill. He told us he was about to
appoint revising officers who were also to make up the
lists; they were to make and revise the lists; and ho
declared that those officers were to be appointed by the
Government of the day, as was done in England, where
they were appointed by the Lord Chancellor, a member of
the Government. Well, that was an explanation as far as
it went. The only difficulty about that explanation was
that it was an utterly erroneous explanation, that itdid not
state the facts of the case as they were in England, that the
fact is not such as the hon. gentleman described. The hon.
gentleman is now about to make-I cannot exactly remem-
ber-but I think his sixth or seventh attempt of passing a
Franchise Bill for the Dominion of Canada; he is now pro-
posing for the third time in this Parliament the passing of
the Franchise Bill. - He had decided, as it appeared by
the Speech from the . Throne, that the time had
come to press this measure again. But I think it
was his bounden duty to bave brought it forward
earlier ; I think it was his duty to have brought it
forward amongst the very firest Bills. We had a great dis.
play of activity on the part of the members of the Govern.
ment at the opening of the Session. There were a half
dozen little-I cannot call them Bills-little pelleta, thrown
across the House on the first days immediately after the
Address was passed. We had a little Bill from the Minister
of Finance about precautions as to advances from the Prov-
inces. We had a little Bill, I think, from the hon. Minister
of Railways, and a Bill, I think, from one or two other
Ministers, perhaps. The hon. gentlemen look surprised ; I
dare say they have both forgotten.

Mr. POPE. I am surprised because you happened to hit
the thing juast as it was.

Mr. BLAKE. I thought I hit the right spot. The
simple measures were presented amid the cheers of their
followers, as evidences of their appreciation of the extreme
diligence of the hon. gentlemen opposite in the conduct of
public business; but it was much cry and little wool. And
now at the end of the seventh week of the Session, when
we are told we are to get into the serions business, it is
that the hon. gentleman, takes the first stop towarde bring-
ing forward such an important measure as the Franchise
Bill. The hon. gentleman has not favored us with the
expoeitory speech that we certainly hàd a right to expect
from his former utterances, and therefore ho u.u given me
nothing to reply to as yet.

Motion agreed to, an4d Bill read the firet time,
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CONSTITUTION OF THE TREASURY BOA RD.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 104) relating to the constitution of the Treasury
Board. He said: I may state to the House that the altera-
tions proposed will make the Treasury Board consist of six
members inatead of four, one of whom shall be the Secretary
of State. A large portion of the business in connection with
the examination of candidates for the Civil Service passes
through the Department of the Secretary of State, and,
therefore, it has been considered desirable to add that
Minister to the Treasury Board, and in order that each of
the principal Provinces, at least, should be represented on
that board, it gives power to the Governor in Council to
appoint any member of the Government as the sixth mem-
ber of that board.

Mr. BLAKE. I am sorry to hear this announcement.
As a general rule it bas been laid down by a person who
had considerable knowledge, I think, of these things, that
boards are screens, and the thicker the board the larger the
screen, in my opinion. In practice I have regarded the
Treasury Board as rather a useful institution, and largely
in consequence of the smallness of its numbers. I think
that its efflciency and its sense of responsibility will be very
much diminished by the proposed enlargement of its
numbers, and that the results will be less satisfactory than
those results which have hitherto accrued. The hon.
gentleman's statement as to the reason for the addition of
the Secretary of State is, I suppose, with referenco to
examinations, and that sort of thing, but the Secretary of
State might be made a member of the Treasury Board
without enlarging the numbers of the board. Then the
hon. gentleman announced that it is necessary to have a
representative of each of the Provinces upon the board, and

the day ? Is it British Columbia ? Which of these Pro-
vinces is it that is behind hand ? It is too late, I think, at
this time-of day to make this suggestion. We have had
great difficulties already in this country in consequence of
the false principle upon which the hon. gentleman started
out in 1867 with respect to Cabinet representation, laying
down the rigid rule that there should be at least two
members from each Province. I very well remember when
the hon. gentleman defended the number of the Cabinet
upon, not merely the reasonable ground that, as a rule, the
public feeling of each of the Provinces should be consulted
through mon who had their special confidence-a
very reasonable proposition to lay down-but upon
the ground that these Provinces were tg be rep-
resented by at least two members. That was the
principle stated by the hon. gentleman. Since that time
it bas been found impossible to apply even the first prin-
ciple, that they should be represented at ail, because half of
the Provinces are unrepresented in the Cabinet to-day.
Still less was it possible to carry out the second principle,
that each Province should be represented by two members
of the Cabinet, as the han. gentleman then declared was
necessary. There are wheels within the wheels, and it is
now claimed to be necessary to increase the representation
of the Treasury Board. If that is the principle upon which
we are to act, it is obvious that instead of the Union being
greater, instead of the confidence of the people of this
Dominion in their public men being greater, that confidence
is diminishing, and it is becoming more than ever necessary
that this wheel within wheel arrangement as to the Treasury
Board should have regard to provincial representation,
representation to a certain extent so far as the leading
Provinces are concerned.

therefore he adds another. It is altogether a new idea. I Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman has
had thought until this moment that we had already seven rather forgotten my statement in the discussion on the for-
Provinces- mation of the First Cabinet. The arrangement, I said, was

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I said the leading Provinces. absolutely necessary at the inception of Confederation. We
knew there was a considerable amount of apprehension in

Mr. BLAKE. Well, who is to be the hindmost of those the different Provinces, especially in the smaller Provinces,
six Provinces, to be left out of the Treasury Board ? Which in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, that they would be over-
Province is to receive the honor and satisfaction cf being come by the weight of the two larger Provinces of Ontario
out cf the Treasury Board? Are there six Provinces and Quebec. I stated that such was necessary in the first
represented in the Administration of the day? And if they instance, but if the hon. gentleman will look at the
are not, how is the hon. gentlemen going to get members " Debates," he will see that I distinctly guarded myself
of six Provinces into the Treasury Board ? Obviously, against the idea that this would continue for ail time; but
therefore, we have a Bill to alter the present constitution at ail events, for the time being, I said, it was desirable that
of the Cabinet. every Province should be represented in the Cabinet. I

Mr. MITCHELL. They intend to make an alteration in said further, that in the early stage of Confederation it
the numbers. would be well that each Province should have two repre-

Mr. BLAKE. Ah l it is to allow the hon. gentleman to sentatives in the Cabinet; that a single member would feel
corne in. himself solitary and alone, without any one to act with from

his Province against the voices of the other Provinces,
Mr. MITCHELL. I am much more likely to get in than it being considered at that time, though it now remains

you are. only a memory, that we were comparative strangers to
Mr. BLAKE. I believe that, because the hon. gentleman each other, that the interests of the Provinces were not

who leads the Government knows the hon. member better clearly brought together, that the public men of the Pro-
than he knows me. vinces did not know what would be the consequence of a

certain course of action, and also because, until a veryMr. MITCHELL. And perhaps likes him botter, because recent date, one or more of the Provinces had declared in
he appreciates him more. the first place against Confederation at ail. In order to

Mr. BLAKE. He bas tried him, and there is where ho oil the wheels of the carriage that was going to travel the
is. constitutional road of Union, it was thought well that the

Mr. MITCHELL. He has not found him wanting as you. smaller Provinces of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick
have been found. should have equal representation with other Provinces in

the Cabinet at the inception of Confederation. I am happy
Mr. BLAKE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to under- to say that the suggestion bas been successful. If the hon.

stand this. If it is important that the six leading Provinces gentleman will look back at the " Debates," I think he will
should be represented on the Treasury Board therefore we find I said, judging by my recollection of what I stated
are to have another edition of them. Is it Manitoba or is it then, that in process of time those sectional feelings would
Prince Edward Island which is to stand in the rear, because disappear, and while, as in Great Britain, it was always
at present neither is represented in the Administration of considered that Scotland and Ireland should have

Mr. BLz,
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some influence in the Cabinet, yet, as in Great Britain,
the principal point in forming an Administration here
ought to be and would be power, influence and status
in Parliament. That, I think, was the sum of my
observations on that occasion, or on all occasions when
the subject was brought up. With respect to this
Bill I would say that the particular reason for increasing
the number of members of the Treasury Board to six was
not only that the number was limited to six, but to six
specified officers-Ministers, and sometimes it might happen
that one of those Ministers could nqore conveniently sit
aside and allow another Minister te take his place. There
is this further reason for making this arrangement that it
was sometimes found that we could not get a quorum of the
Treasury Board, four being a quorum, and we would have
a much botter chance of obtaining a quorum at all times by
having six instead of four. With respect to the hon.
member's remarks as to the work of the Treasury Board, I
may say we have found that in its practical operation the
Treasury Board operates to a very considerable extent, as
their attention is directed to matters that are specially con-
fided to them, and, like the Auditor-General, they are very
efficient in the way of giving information to Council in
regard to various matters brought before them. The quorum
vill be four, and I fancy, practically, the Board will be as
it has been, composed of four members. But sometimes, as
I have said, we have not been able to secure a quorum of
the individual members of the Government certified by
statute to form the Board.

Mr. MILLS. The right hon. gentleman has overlooked
the complaint made by my hon. friend in front of me (Mr.
Blake), that the Minister of Finance, in introducing this
Bill, declared that it was necessary to give further provin-
cial representation on the Treasunty Board. It was to that
point especially that my hon. friend directed the attention
of the louse. The First Minister bas told us that this fea-
ture of provincial representation iu. the Cabinet was one
which, although at the time the discussion took place he
declared to be necessary, was one which would ultimately
disappear; that it was necessary in the first instance because
members of the House were, in a great measure, strangers
to each other, and also because some of the Provinces were
not favorable to Union. Al that might be quite true at the
time Confederation was established. But the right hon.
gentleman bas failed to point out to the flouse the necessity
of giving further provincial representation on the Treasury
Board. But the Finance Minister, in proposing this mea-
sure, bas not declared that a larger Treasury Board was
necessary; he bas pointed out that some of the Provinces
which are not now represented on the Treasury Board ought
to be represented. That is the statement of the Minister
who introduced the Bill, and in defence of that statement
the First Minister has said nothing.

Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. The bon. gentleman bas
spoken about representation of the different Provinces on
the Treasur y Board. If any of the Provinces are not repre-
sented in the Cabinet they cannot be respresented on the
Treasury Board. That is quite clear. But this arrange-
ment will give an opportunity to utilise on the Treasury
Board the services of any provincial representative in the
Cabinet. To show you how impartial we are in our oper-
ating of the present Act I may say that Quebec, one of the
largest Provinces, is not represented on the Treasury Board
at all. The four present members of that board are, two
from Ontario, and two from New Brunswick ; neither
Quebec nor Nova Scotia has a representative on it.

Mr. BLAKE. Of what consequence thon is it that the
number should be increased ?

Sir RICRARD CARTWRIGHT. I am glad the First
Minister says that, because 1 thought it was unfortunate
that the Minister of Finance should have formally announced
that it was the desire of the Cabinet to extend provincial
representation to such a body as the Treasury Board. I am
glad to find that the First Minister practically disclaims
that idea, and I think he is deserving of all support from
this side of the Flouse for disclaiming the idea of extending
this provincial representation further. I have heard him
and other hon. gentlemen opposite again and again declare-
and I agree with them-that our object in this Flouse should
be to become Canadians to a groat extent-not forgetting
individual Provinces, but stili remembering that we are
inhabitants of the Dominion of Canada, and that sentiment
I most hoartily agree with. I cannot, however, for the life
of me, see what is the object, after the statement of the
First Minister, of adding the sixth momber to this board.
All of us who have had an experience of this kind of thing
know that a small board is generally more serviceable, and
does its work better, than a large one, and oven if there be
a reason for adding the fifth member, in the person of the
Secretary of State, I think it is a good reason for not having
the sixth member. Five, an odd number, is always more
convenient on a committee, as it prevents a dead lock; and
I do not think, from my recollection of the attendance of
hon. gentlemen opposite at the capital ont of Session, that
he will find it very easy to get four men together, or even
three, which, I think, is the present quorum.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

BANK OF BRITISH COL UMBIA.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved for leave to introduco

Bill (No. 105) respecting the Bank of British Columbia.
He said: I may read for the information of the Flouse a
memorandum which bas been given to me, in explanation
of the objects of the Bill:

" The Bank of British Columbia was incorporated by Royal charter
dated 31st May, 1862, and supplemental charter dated 3oth August,
1865, to carry on banking business in certain portions of British North
America for twenty-one years from date of original charter, or until 31et
May, 1883. By supplemental charter dated llth May, 1883, this time
was extended for a year, and by further supplemental charter dated 27th
May, 1884, the charter was further extended for ten years from 31st
May, 1884, subject to the general banking laws of the Colonies in which
its business may be carriect on. The object of this Bill is to declare
what banking laws of the Dominion of Canada are applicable to the
bank, and the provisions made applicable are those that relate to the
general conduct of banking business, viz :-those providing for returne,
the limit of circulation (which is not to exceed the amount of the unim-
paired paid up capital), the denomination of noteai allowed to be iesued
and the payment thereof ir case of insolvency, dividends, reserves,
powers of the bank in holding real estate, etc., and the penalties for the
breach of all provisions made a plicable to the bank, but the internat
regulations are not touched. The provisions made applicable to the
Bank of British North America are made applicable to this babk and for
the purposes of the Act Victoria is made the head office of the bauk.
The charter of the bank provides for a double liability of the share-
holders, in case of the winding up of the bank. The Bill bas been
submitted to the authorities of the bank in England and bas been
approved by them."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do I understand the
hon. gentleman aright, that all the regulations of our Bank-
ing Act shall in future apply to the British Columbia
Bank?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think at present they

are not required to hold any particular amount of legat
tenders ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And in future do you

require that they shall hold the same amount as the banks
of Canada ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not suppos it is Sir LEONARD TILLE Y. Yes, they will be brought
of very great onsequence. under the operation of the Banking Aot.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. From what date?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. From the date of the passing

of the Act.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THE CHINESE QUESTION.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the report on the Chinese
question, signed by the Secretary of State and laid on the
Table, is correct in stating that on the 12th August last, at
Victoria, British Columbia, in his address at the opening of
the Commission he used the following language :-" I have
only to add that it is the intention of the Government to
bring in legislation next Session."

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is correct.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-GRADES AND
CURVES.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What is the number of grades on the
Canadian Pacific Railway exceeding 90 feet to the mile, and
the aggregate length of such grades ? What is the number
of curves on the Canadian Pacific Railway of each degree
over 6 degrees?

Mr. POPE. The answer to these questions require a good
many figures, but I have answers to both, and I propose to
accommodate my hon. friend so long as lie keeps good
natured. As to the number of grades exceeding 90 feet per
mile, there are nine descending the Rockies; two ascending
the Selkirks; twenty-four descending the Selkirks-an
aggregate of fifty-two miles. As to the number of curves,
there is one of 6-15; 2 of 6.20; 23 of 6-30; 12 of 6·40; one
of 6-45; 103 of 7; 10 of 7·20; one of 7-45; 325 of 8-

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.
Mr. POPE. No, not here; out yonder. One of 8•15 ; 3

of 8-30; one of 8•40; 62 of 9; 141 of 10, and one of 10-40.
Mr. BLAKE. You do not give the number of curves on

the temporary line ?
Mr. POPE. I have given all under six.
Mr. BLAKE. But not on the temporary line, because

there was one there of 11.30.
Mr. POPE. I cannot say as to that.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY -GOVERNMENT
SECTION IN BRITISHI COLUMBIA.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Government section of
the Canadian Pacific Railway in British Columbia is being
worked for freight and passenger traffic, by the contractor
for construction ? Whether such working is by arrange-
ment with the Government ? Whether any tariff of tolls
and charges has been agreed on between the Government
and the contractor ? Whether the Government has a copy
of the tariff in use ý

Mr. POPE. The'contractor-as I believo ail contractors
do-is working the road for bis own purposcs as a con-
tractor. I am told that he also carries any goods or
passengers that come in his way, and I believe that is the
case. There is no arrangement with the Government. No
tariff of tolls or charges bas been agreed upon between the
Government and the contractor, and of course the Govern-
ment las not a copy of any tariff.

TRADE RELATIONS WITH MEXICO.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant) asked, Whether the Govern-
ment lias taken steps towards developing trade relations-
between Canada and Mexico ?

Sir LzoNARD TILLET,

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No ofcial communications
passed between the Government of Canada and the Govern-
ment of Mexico.

ACQUIREMENT OF INDIAN TITLES.

Mr. MILLS asked, What is the nature of the title which
the Government claims to have acquired from the Indians
within the Province of Ontario, north and west of Lake
Supeiior, beyond the Height of Land? Does the Govern-
ment claim the fee in the land on account of their treaty
with the Indians ? Does the Government deny any title in
the Crown or Province prior to the treaty with the Indians ?
Does the Government claim the timber upon the lands, the
mines and minerals in virtue of the treaty made with the
Ildians ? Does the Government claim to have a lien upon
the lands for the sums paid or agreed to be paid to the
Indians ? Or does it claim the ownership of the soil?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Dominion has
acquired, for money or money's worth, the rights to the
Indian titles in considerable portions of country north and
west of Lake Superior from the Indians. TheGovernment
claims to hold whatever rights the Indians had, neither
more nor less. What those rights may be it is not for the
Government to say, but for the tribunals to decide.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman bas not answered my
question. Hie lias not stated what is the nature of the titles
which the Government actually claitn.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They claim whatever
rights the Indians had.

Mr. MILLS. Well, what is that?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is for the courts to

say.
Mr. MILLS. The courts cannot say if the Government

do not say in the first instance.

ST. CROIX COTTON MILLS-PAYMENT OF
TOMS DUTIES.

CUS-

Mr. EDGAR asked, Have all the Customs Duties upon
machinery, plant, and other material imported by or for tho
St. Croix Cotton Mills of Milltown, St. Stephen's, New
Brunswick, been paid to the Government, if not how much
is still unpaid?

Mr. BOWELL. The whole amount of the duty payable
u pon the machinery imported for the St. Croix Cotton
Mills, of Milltown, St. Stephens, N.B., has not yet all been
paid. There is a balance of between $15,000 and $20,000
still due; I do not know the exact amount. Arrangements
have been made for the liquidation of the debt.

Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). How is that ?
Mr. BOWELL. Give notice.
Mr. EDGAR. The hon. gentleman refers to the machinery
Mr. BOWELL. I refer to the whole. I read the

question and said upon the machinery, plant, and every-
thing that is dutiable.

GRATUITY TO CHARLES HUNTER TERRY.

Mr. McMULLEN asked, At what date was the Order in
Council passed granting a gratuity of $600, or eight months
pay, to Charles Hunter Trr, lately employed in the
Finance Department ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. C. H. Terry was retired by
Order in Council on the 20th of May, 1884.

Sir RI0HARD CARTWRIGHT. At which date the
gratuity was granted ?
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Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes; a menth for oaci year's
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes ; a month for each year's

service.

THE WRIT FOR LÉVIS COUNTY.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders are called, I desire to
learn from the Government whether they have given the
necessary information to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery
to enable the writ to be issued for the county of Lévis.
The information has been given for the West Riding of
Northumberland, but up to a little while ago the information
was not given for Lévis, and it is desirable that it should
be given, so that both writs should issue without any delay.

Sir. JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have had no application
as regards the county of Lévis.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman must m- -in of course
no personal application. We had the statement from you,
Sir, the other day, that you had issued your warrant for the
issue of writs both for Northumberland and Lévis in pur-
suance of the statute which rendered that necessary on your
part, and it is obligatory on the Government to give the
information in order that writs may be issued to the return-
ing officers. The same communication which would be
made to the hon. gentleman on the subject of one county
would be made to him on the subject of the other ; but this
statement was made to him in this House, and therefore
the Government as a whole is seized of the fact that these
writs await, or one at any rate awaits his action, and itseems
to me that there should be no delay in giving the necessary
information in order that that writ should be issued.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The usual practice has
been this : When the warrant ls issued, it is sent to the
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, and the Clerk of the Crown
in Chancery communicates that to the Secretary of State,
and the Government acts in the regular way in appointing
the returning officer, and fixing the date of the election.

Mr. BLAKE. Then I am to understand that the Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery, although communicated with as
to Northumberland, has not been communicated with as to
Lévis, I will take occasion to-morrow to enquire into the
matter.

Mr. 0 JIAPLEAU. I do not remember to have received
that information owing to the press of business in the
Hlouse, but I shall enquire about it in the Department.

Mr. BLAKE. I shall expect to hear that the writ hias
gone to-day, Sir.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

House resumed adjourned debate on motion of Sir Leonard
Tilley to go again into Committee of Ways and Means.

Mr. CASEY. When you left the Chair, Mr. Speaker, at
six o'clock on Tuesday, 1 was about to call the attention of
the flouse to the question of the proposed increase of the
duty on flour, and to the views of the millers and others in'
my own constituency in regard to that proposed increase, and
in regard to any other means of attaining the desired object,
namoly, that of assisting the millers out of their present
position, which they claim is an unfavorable one. Two modes,
of course, are open to us of assisting the millers in this
respect. One is to increase the duty on flour to such an
extent as to exclude American flour from our markets alto-
gether. The other isto reduceor abolish the duty on American
wheat-at all events on American hard spring wheat, which
is the only kind, I believe, that our millers care to import.
I wish to state the case as presented by millers of my
own riding in regard to these two proposals and will quote
one or two authorities as to the views of the farmers, leav-
ing it to the House to çonsider whieb of the two proposals
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is the preferable mode, or whether either of two should be
adopted. I must first quote what I may call the official
utterance of the farmers of all Canada on the subject
of an increased flour duty. The nearest thing we have
to an official utterance of the farmers is the utterance
of the Dominion Grange, a large and influential body
having branches in all parts of the Dominion and who meet
and carry on their deliberations with the greatest care and
in the most business like manner. At their meeting in
Toronto on the 6th of this month, the Committee on Legisia-
tion reported as follows:-

" That we still endorse the petitions which thie Dominion Grange
presented to the Dominion Parlia-nent lat year with regard to incres-
ing the duty on flour, and are strongly of opinion that any increase of
such duty would not be in the interests of the farmers, and we therefore
enter our protest againet any increaae whatever."

I know that attempts have been made at times to lead the
farmers of this country, and especially the farmers of
Ontario, which is peculiarly a wheat growing Province, to
imagine that the increased duty on four would in some way
improve their position, that it would enable the millers to
pay higher prices, or increase the demand for wheat, or in
some other way benefit the producer. Here, however we
have the opinion of a large body composed of some of the
most intelligent farmers in thecommunity, expressed at
their meeting in Toronto, that the increase in the flour duty
would not be in the interest of the farmers of the Dominion,
and this is not one utterance only, but an endorsation of the
utterance of last year, an utterance now endorsed after a
year's experience.

Mr. HESSON. Have you the repqrt of the Provincial
Grange?

Mr. CASEY. I have not; but the Provincial Grange is
represented in the Dominion Grange. The Master of the
Dominion Grange is a resident of Elgin, and a number of
the officers are residents of Ontario. I believe Ontario is
fully represented in the Dominion Grange, and their opinion
would receive full weight and probably carry the opinion
of the rest of the grange. I have, therefore, no hesitation
in putting before the House this report of the Dominion
Grange as representing the opinion of the farmers of
Ontario as a whole. There may be some localities where
the farmers think differently; I do not dispute that, as there
are all shades of opinions; but thiB I take to be the mature
opinion of representative farmers from all parts of Canada,
in convention assembled, as near as we are able to get at it.

Mr. SPROULE. Are you aware that the Provincial
Grange asked for an increase in the four duty ?

Mr. CASEY. I am not; but as it happens I am discussing
the opinion of the farmers of Canada as a whole, and we
have been often told in this louse that we muet not con-
sider one section at the expense of others. I quite agree
with that sentiment; I quite agree that in considering the
interests of the farming community we must take the inter-
este and the opinions of that community throughout the
Dominion, and not those of any particuÌar section. I have
taken that opinion, expressed in the only way we know of
in which it can be expressed, and I argue from that expres-
sion of opinion that the interests of the farming community,
as a whole of this Dominion, would not be advanced by an
increased duty on flour. I am sure my hon. friends from
Quebee, representing agricultural constituencies, will not
deny the truth of this assertion as regards their Province.
I myself, as representing a wheat growing constituency in
Ontario, am unable to see that an increased duty on flour
would add to the price of wheat sold by our farmers to the
millers. I make that statement in full view of my responsi-
bility as a representative of a farming constituency, as one
who has always lived on a farm and who claims to know as
much of farming interests as any member of this fouse.
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With regard to the views of the millers, some of them have
communicated their views te me, and in the course of the
correspondence we have interchanged I have arrived at a
fair idea of what they want. One of them says-I will not
q note verbatim, but give the general drift of the letters.
One of them says, in answer to the question as to whether
the abolition of the duty on American hard spring wheat
or the increase of duty on four to 75 cents a barrel would
be most in the interest of the millers:

"We think it would be better for the millers to have the duty
removed fron hard wheat or, if possible, from all grades of American
wheat, for, i our opinion, the increase of duty to 75 cents a barrel will
make very little difference to the millers. We think it would require a
duty of $1 a barrel to entirely stop the importation of Arnerican flour.
We think it would be best to take duty off all grades of American wheat
for milling purposes, but if there are serious objections against that by
removing it from the different grades of hard spring it would help us
greatly at some season"e

In answer to a question as to whether wheat of a similar
character to that imported was grown in Ontario, he said :

"We believe we grow better fall wheat here in Western Ontario
than eau be got from any American market-there is no competitioù in
fall wheat-but no country produces so good a quality of hard wheat as
the American North-West, except Manitoba. Nothing better can be
grown bn Ontario than fall wheat. It is far better fr flour than any
springwheat raiaed here."1

I asked if they could not import Manitoba wheat of the
sa-me character as the American wheat more cheaply than
the American wheat and paying the duty, and was told:

" We have never yet been able to do so (import Manitoba wheat) and
compete with the American flour made from the sanie quality of wheat
(nor do we here especially in the west of Ontario ever expect to do so)
as freights and other things are against us. Some of those millers who
are situated so they can get Manitoba wheat by water might do so at
some seasons, but even then it would not help the milling of the choice
fall wheat of Ontario by our own mills."

1 think this makes it very clear that, so far as our millers
in Western Ontario are concerned, the duty on wheat does
not inure to the benefit of Manitoba by inducing our millers
te use Manitoba wheat; because, even with the discrimina-
tion against American wheat afforded by the duty, it does
not pay our millers to import Manitoba wheat instead of
American wheat. In answer to another question in respect
to the effect the abolition of duty on United States wheat
would have on the prices paid for Canadian wheat he said :

' At certain times the abolition of the wheat duty might affect the price
paid to farmers for home grown wheat, but it is quite impossible that it
should affeet it permanently, as ail are now aware that prices are regu-
bled by the Luverpool market. We should only use American wheat
when other wheat oould not be get, as was the case last eason.'

They had explained in a former letter that the impossibility
of getting wheat enough to keep their mills going compelled
them to close them for part of the year.

" Ogivies and sorne others inay arrange to run their mille on Manitoba
wbeaf, but the great majority mut depend on the wheat tilat they buy
at their mill doorm. * • * In regard to the views of the farmera on
the wheat duty, they would hardly notice it. They look at the matter
very muc1i lu this way, namely, that wheat is generally higher across
the river or lake than in our own markets."

Bearing out the figures I produced to the House on the
last occasion on which I spoke.

"We have very littie faith in increase of duty to an extent to do
good, and would sooner have the wheat duty of. It ndght often make

Zige better for millers here."

Then he goes on to refer to certain improvements in freight
rates that have been lately given to the western millers in
the States. I will give also the effect of another letter from
another firm of millers, which puts the case very clearly.
They say:

"We do feel s great inja#USe is doue the Omnadian milere ander the
presentd i and boadAgarrangmenton whet, probably more grievous
to some mi ewho aren.ot 3o well situated for obtaining wheat as we
are."

"Ten ill se by thiso tthe duty on w'heat handleaps es taah a
my'att we fld it very hard -te obbain vett and keep the mfll rua-
- anfull tim and rquire tostand itili. IL.is utterly impossible for

uuo purchase W*eat in Detreit or Uhinago (which we would lke to do f
gr, CAsT,

at the present time) even without the duty, and export the flour and
make anything more than a living out of the transaction. Take for
Example No. 2 Red Winter wbich is same wheat as raised here in
Chicago is worth to-day 78jc , 77tc., and 78e., per bushel. We cannot
expect to have it delivered nere for less than 7c. per bushel, that will
make the cost delivered here, say 85e. per bushel. We are paying the
farmers here fron 80c. to 85c. per bushel. Now add 15c. per bushel duty
would bring it to $1 per bushel. We could not ship any fiour at such a
cost of material, so the result is we stand still when we cannot purchase
wheat from the farmers."

Now, this is a remarkable statement of practical men,
engaged in milling and wishing to import wheat for milling
purposes. They evidently did not take the duty into
account at all when comparing the rates between Detroit
and my constituency. They say it is as dear in Detroit or
Chicago, with the freight added, as it ia in my own neigh-
borhood, so the duty has not raised the price of wheat in
that part of the country, though it has prevented the
importation of a certain amount of Amorican wheat. It has
had the effect of shutting down the milis for a certain time
in the year without increasing the price to Canadian far-
mers, and appears to be mischievous to the manufacturing
class in that part of the country without being of the slight-
est use to the ag.ricultu•al class. They say:

"The expression of the duty benefittin the farmeis is a fhbulous
theory, and won't bold water, for, when weat gets over a certain cost,
we do no business unless there is a general advance in breadstuffs. We
have noticed the markets very particularly since 1878, and we have
never yet seen the price of wheat in tbis section exceed the prices of
wheat figuring the price in Ohicago with freightto this point."

I gave you some figures the other afternoon for the past
autumn. These gentlemen have watched the markets since
1878, and have found that to be truc during al[ that time
which I found to be true during last autumn.-

" This," he says, "I believe to be universal."

Then he goes on to point out the reason why they cannot
compote in the eastern provincial markets. He says:

" As for perfection in machinery, the most of the mille in Ontario
have the latest and best improved machinery, and can manufacture sud
finish the flour equal to anything in the United States, and those millers
who could not would soon advance. There is a grade of fleur known
as strong bakers and high grade Minneapolis flour, which is meeting
with purchasers in our cities, and it is used by the bakers. Now, if we
could obtain the Manitoba wheat at a rasonable price, we could supply
this trade ourselves. The cost of the wheat delivered here is too mucit."
They feel the pressure of heavy freight rates on Manitoba
wheat as much as the Manitoba farmers do.--

" We do not believe much American flour bas found its way into this
market "-

This is, the Western Ontario market.-
"since the harvest of 1884. The writer did not approve of the Millers'
Associations idea of an advance of duty on flour or 50 cents per barrel
so as to make it $1. a 4 Now we feel the greatest boon
to the millers would be, get the duty on wheat removed, and you will
soon find there will be no American wheat find its way into Canadian
market, as the millers would arrange to supply this trade."

Then he goes on to point out that there are six first class
mills in that county, with capacities varying from 150 te
350 barrels for every 24 hours, making a total production
of 1,200 barrels daily, which are now running on half time,
and hardly that for the last three months, the cause being
that they cannot obtain wheat. He afterwards states that
they employ an average of fifteen men each, so that ninety
men are thrown on half time, and that there is a capital
invested amounting to 8279,000 in these milis, which
is lying idle half the time. I think this is not a pleasant
showing. It shows beyond doubt that the millers have
grievanees, it shows that the way in which the tarif
s arranged is not favorable te their industry, and that
Smething ought to be doue for them In what direction
his something ougit to be is a question for the Government

to decide. It is for them to say whether they will remove
i tax that does not seem to do much good to the ftrmer,
or will reduce it, or whether they will increase the duty en
lour. 1 do not know What the feeling of the farmera of
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Western Ontario would be in regard to the removal of
this tax-they have not yet been consulted on the subjeet
-but, as one of them, speaking only for myself, I
do not believe it does us any good. I bolieve the
only use of the wheat duty has been as an excuse to,
induce us to submit to other taxes which have been very
burdensome to farmers as a class throug4hout the country.
If it had not been for the bait of the wheat duty and the
barley duty held out to us in 1878, we would never have
submitted to allow ourselves to be taxed for the building up
of large manufacturing concerns in other parts of the
country. It was only these two taxes that induced the
farmers to accept the other taxes. It was only the promise
that wAs made that we would obtain benefit from these two
taxes that induced us to acnpt the National Policy. We
have found, from a long experience of six years, that
this policy has not raised the price of grains. The price of
grains bas, aince the adoption of the National Policy, gone
down almost continuously; at any rate, it is lower now
than ever before; and we believe that, as far as that tax is
eoneerned, the policy has been a humbug and we would
suifer very little from its abolition. I have no doubt that,
after the subject has been further debated in the House, the
farmers will express some opinion in regard to it, and that
will deserve the fullest consideration; but, speaking for
myself, I do not believe it does us any good whatever, or
that we would lose one cent a bushel by its abolition.

Mr. HESSON. What is the price of wheat in Chicago
'to-day ?

Mr. CASEY. I have not a nowspaper by me from which
to make the quotation. Perhaps the hon. momber when he
follows me, will give the prices in Chicago and the prices
bere to-day, and then he will have a comparison. I want
to say something about the most remarkable document
which has ever been laid before this louse, the report on
the manufacturing interesta in existence in Canada by Mr.
Blackeby and Mr. Willis. I find that the enquiry
originated in a memorandum by the hon. the Minister
of Finance dated in May last, saying that he had
long oonsiered I the desirability of procuring reliable
information "-reliable information, remember-" as to
the manufacturing industries in existence in Canada,
as regards the number of persons employed, the
amount of capital invested, the output thereof, the date of
establishment and the progress of the several factories, and,
in fact, all particulars that will be of use in aiding the
Government in legislation with reference thereto." It
seems the Government intended to propose some legislation
in regard to these industries during the coming year,
and they wanted information to base that legislation on.
Of course they wanted full and accurate information.
lie recommends that Mr. Blackeby be appointed because
he i a man " who has shown himself fully qualified
for the work." We will see how full and aceurate the
information is, and how fully Mr. Blackeby has shown
himself qnalified for the position he undertook. le oceupies
about 40 pages of a pamphlet of 200 pages, in doaling'
with the industries of Ontario and Quebec, the rest being
taken up with the industries of the Maritime Provinces.
Now, Mr. Speaker, this may give us a hint as to the fullness
of the information obtained by MRr. Blackeby. One-fifth of
this book is occupied by statistics regarding Oatario and
Quebec, the two great manufacturing Provinces of the
Dominion, the two Provinces which outweigh the others
as greatly in manufactures, almost, as they do in population.
One-fifth of the report only is taken up with these two great
Provinces, while four-fifths are given up to industries in the
Maritime Provinces, principally in the city of St. John
and neighborhood. 1t is clear, then, that the informa-
tion obtained about Ontario and Quebee cannot be as full
as that obtained about the industries in the other Provinces,

Now, Mr. Blackeby begias by a sort of general observation
on the country. He admitse, to start with:

"It is true, that in some industries, the privilege of supplying the
Canadian market for manufactured goods with the produce of our own
mille, has been too largely taken advantage of by capitaliste anxious to
put their monev to a profitable use, and in this way the market (which,
although a growing one, has its limits), was, for a time, unduly stocked
with these classes of goods."

This is a very pretty and polite way of puttir4g it. They
were too anxious to take advantage of the privilege of
supplying our people with home manufactured goode athigh
prices, and they overstocked the market ; in other wordshe
admits there was an unwholesome boom in manufactures
which produced a plethora, and which is the cause of the
depression now. This information is thoroughly reliable,
of coarse, becanse it is the Finance Minister himself who has
transmitted it to us. He goes on to say :

" It is now a question of a very short time when, having a thorough
knowledge of' thse requirernents of thse people, manutàcturers in Canada
wil be prepared to upply, enroug the labor of our own mechanie and
operatives, all the demands of the market, at a profit alike to themselves
and the districts in which they are located."

It must have been from Mr. Blackeby that the right hon.
Premier obtaiued his now celebrated expression "ere long."
Why, Sir, when the National Policy was first adopted wp
were told its effsets wore to follow immediately ; t»4 we
were to have manufactures the day after, that the tall
chimneys were to spring up, manufactures were to boom,
and overybody was to make increased profits. But, pow
Mr. Blackeby says " it is a question of but a short time "
when all this will take place. We have had the National
Policy in force for six years and now "ere long " we are
going to get the boenfits of it. Thon ho tells us something
of his methods. le says :

" It muet not be supposed that the statistices given are the total figures
of any particular claes of work or any particular section of Ontario or
Quebec."

ie lias been appointed to get full and thorough information
upon which to base legislation, and he says it must not be
supposed that his statiatica are full in regard to any section.
Oh, no. And then:

" In the limit of time given only sufficient factories could be visited to
give a proper idea of what the general state of trade was in the several
classes and the various districts."

Of course, the factories that he visited in order to get a
" proper idea " of the state of trade naturally would not be
those which were not doing well. In order to produce a
" proper idea " he would visit those which were doing very
well, and which have increased their products since 1878:

"Many towns having large indautrial works have not been visited
at all."

There is his own confssion, the confession of the Govern-
ment's agent:

Il For instance, Almonte, whick may almost be considsered s the seat of
the woollen trade in canada, was not visited owing to lack of time, and
other large industrial towns do not figure lu this report"

The seat of the woollen trade in Canada was not visited 1
Would it not give a " proper idea " of the state of that trade if
the seat of the woollen industry had been visited ? I am
inclined to fancy it was that reason and not lack of time,
which prevonted its being visited. It would soem from the
terms of this report that the woollen trade in the seat of
that industry cannot be as flourishing as it was some time
ago, or Mr. Blackeby would have found some time to visit
it. Why, Sir, ho has been to Aylmer, Simcoe, Tilsonburg,
and various other smatl towns in my county and neighbor-
hood that are not the seat of any particular industry. Re
has been to all sorts of places in Ontario and Quebec. Iýe

as been everywhere he thouglit there was anything
flourishing, but he had not time to go to Almonte, which
was "I the seat of the woollen industry of Canada," and h
goes on to confess to us:
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i Factories which were in existence some years prior to 1878, but

were closed down in 1878, are given as new industries."

The man confesses that himself! He gives as new
industries in this list, factories that were in existence
previous to 1879, but were thon temporarily closed down:

" Such for instance as the sugar refineries in Montreal, the bridge
works and rolling mills at Hamilton."

And yet, Sir, the supporters of the Government will be
quoting thesé figures throughout the country showing the
great increae of prosperity, the increase in the sugar busi-
ness, and in regard to these works at Hamilton, and others,
without telling the people that Mr. Blackeby himself con-
fesses in this report that these industries had been in exist-
ence years before. Why, Sir, he does not even pretend to
give full information of the industries which were in exist-
ence in 1878. He gives a list of each town and what
industries were there in 1878, and what have been estab-
liehed since, but ho does not pretend to tell us how ho got
at those that existed in 1878; but judging from the
cases in which we can track him I believe he has only
put down, of the industries existing in 1878, those
that are in existence now. if there were in a town
in which eight existed in 1878, and still exist, ho
would put down eight in 1878 ; but ho made no effort to
find those that were in existence thon but have failed since. I
know that maust be so with regard to St. Thomas, the county
town of Elgin, We find that he groups together Aylmer,
Simcoe, St. Thomas, and Tilsonburg, and ho says the whole
four towns had only five industries between them in 1878.
The statement is perfectly absurd. It is a statement that
ho must have known would seem absurd, on the face of il, to
any resident of that county. The Town of St. Thomas at
that time had, to my knowledge, at least twelve or fifteen
establishments which must be classed as industries. I do
not pretend to know the naines of all of them, but I am
sure there were that many that I know of myself, and there
must have been more that I do not know. But ho returns
the industries in the whole of these towns now as only thir-
teen. Why, St. Thomas alone had more in 1878 than lie
returns for the whole group now, and I am sure the whole
number now is considerably greater than ho states. He
does not know how to make the best of his case. He has
not returned the towns now as being as prosperous, some of
them, as they really are, though ho bas taken good care to
put them down as much less prosperous in 1878 than they
really were. Take all the western part of my constituency;
take the towns of Ridgetown, Highgate, Duart, iRodney,
Dutton, Bismarck and Fingal, which do a large milling,
manufacturing and foundry business; ho has not
visited them at all. He has tried to make out
the case ho was sent to make out, but ho has
not known how to do it. In the Town of St. Thomas again
ho puts down a foundry and iron works as having
started in 1882, whereas it was in operation before
1878, but the property changed bands in 1882, and
therefore ho put it down as a new industry. That is
enough, perhaps, of Mr. Blackeby's report. If the Govern-
ment wanted to obtain correct statistics of the industries
why did they not adopt the plan which has been followed
with such success in Ontario? Why did they not establish
something like the Bureau of Industries which is in constant
correspondence with every industry and every farmer
throughont the Province, collecting from month to month,
as well as from year to year, careful statistics of the pro-
gresu of the country. hy, Sir, the ion. member for Mon-
treal Centre (Mr. CJurran) the other day paid these statis-
tics the compliment .of quoting them in preference to the
statistics of the Dominion Governmont because they were
fuller, and more accurate, and more straightforward, I must
say, than the returns from which I have just been quoting. I
shall refer, perhaps, to these returns at a later period.
In regard to the prosperity spoken of in Mr. Blackeby's

Mr. Aàszr.

report I am reminded of an article which appeared on
Monday last in the St. Thomas Times, a Conservative
organ; and I must pay it this compliment, that it is one
of the ablest Conservative papers published west of Toronto.
It ranks among the first Conservative papors for indepen-
dence, honesty and straightforwardness. It is a strange
coincidence that this article appeaed in the next issue after
the hon. member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster), visited St.
Thomas. I can only hope that he had a conference with
the editor of that newspaper, and that the very correct
ideas as to the state of the country which are expressed in
that article were inspired by the hon. momber to whom I
refer. If so, it shows that ho acquired a truer opinion of
the state of the country than ho had whon he addressed the
House. The St. Thomas Times, of March 16th, says:

" We read, from time to time, in American papers, of large numbers
of men in manuf cturing districts out of employment ; so of minera in
the coal mining districta. We are told that there ha been over-produc-
tion and hence mines and factories have to be closed and bands turned
out of employ. While this has been largely the case in the United
States it has been the case in some districts in Canada. * * * It does
not, however, appear so plain why tens of thousands of the people of the
United States should remain in idleness while they have millions of
acres of untilled lands in the south and in the west and in the north.

* * * The sarne is true of Canada; we have room for mil-
lions and support for millions in the North-West. We employ immigrant
agents and send them to Europe. We offer inducements to get men to
take our lands for nothing, or at prices within the reach of the poor.
Why should not means be taken to get the poor and the idle from our
own cities to occupy the land that would afford the industrious at leat
a comfortable living?"

Here is a Conservative paper, a well informed newspaper y
published in a city which has, perhaps, retained its pros-
perity during the present depression botter than any other
in Canada, declaring that it is a very strange state of things
that people should be lying idle in cities while we have mil-
lions of untilled acres of fertile land. It continues :

''Why should not the unemployed be assisted to go and cultivate the
soil ? Why should they spend months doing nothing, waiting for the
fitfnl employment that the factories afford ?

This is a very strange contrast to the report of Mr. Blackeby,
who says that men are earning higher wages, that more
men are employed, and that each man is getting a fair
day's wage for a fair day's work. Does this mean that our
workingmen are getting a fair day's wage for a fair day's
work ? Would a Conservative organ confess to such a state
of things existing if it were not satisfied that there are
thousands idle, and that there are men who cannot get
a fair day's wage for a fair day's work ? It continues:

" If some of the means spent on immigration agents to the old coun-
tries of Europe were applied to helping off some of the unemployed in
our cities, it would be quite as good an investment, perhaps better.
There should not be want and destitution in countries that possess
millions of acres of productive lands lying waste."

The editor admits there is want and destitution. Ho says
there should not be. Again:

'' It is not necessary that thousands of a reserved fore. of workmen
should remain idle in our towns for three or ix months of the year,
waiting for a boom in the factories."

Are we not told that the factories are booming all the time ?
Can we believe there is a boom among the factories at the
present time ? The St. Thomas §imes says there is not.
The article continues:

''That is how the dangerous classes are manufactured. Let as many
as can find regular work stay, and let the others be assisted to go where
they will become independent."

If you read this in connection with some of the promises and
pledges I hoard the other day from the lips of the hon.
Premier about the coming prosperity, independence and
riches of the workingman, of the coming time when ho
would be able to pay far higher prices for evorything the
farmer had to soli, you cannot help smiling ; but I confess
it is a sad smile, not a smile of pleasure, but a amile of pity
for those poor men who have been duped by thoe promises
into voting for the introduction here of a so-caled national
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system of finance, whicb has brought them to the condition
in which they now are, as it is described by one of the
hon. gentleman's own organs. I say, thon, that on the
whole, by the admission of Conservatives themselves, the
National Policy las been a failure. l lias failed
to produce the results promised to any single class
in the community. It has failed to secure continuous
prosperity for the manufacturers. It ias failed to procure
continual employment for the workingman. It has failed to
procure good prices for the farmer. It has failed, last of all
but not least of all, to procure reciprocity. I las failed, I
say, to procure continuous prosperity, even for the indus-
tries which theGovernment most particularly desired to
protect. Perhaps the most specially protected of the indus-
tries is the cotton industry. We all know there was a boom
in that industry. It is shown in this report that the amount of
capital invested has about tripled. What has been the result ?
Is that trade prosperous? If you look at the stock lista for
the last few years you will find that the stock of the Canada,
Hudon, Cornwall, and other mill formerly stood at 137,
190, or 200. In some of the companies the stock was quoted
at twice the amount invested. Now these stocks range from
25 to 65. I think the Canada Company stock, that sold
three years ago at 190 odd, now stands at 45, or about one-
fifth of what it was three years ago. The stock of some
of the others is at 25, or about one-fourth the capital
paid when the company was first started. Is that a state
of prosperity? I received Oswald's circular, which I believe
is sent to all of us from Montreal at the oponing of the year.
I could not find from it that any of those companies had
paid dividende during the lastyear. Hore, then, are eigh tor
ton millions of capital invested, which is not paying any
dividend. There are no dividends paid to lshareholders, no
wages paid to operatives, and the stock of the com-
panies has gone down, in some cases, to a quarter of the
amount originally invested. Can that be called a state of
prosperity ? I am sure there are many, including some
members of this House, who most loudly advocated, and most
strongly supported the National Policy in the interest of
this very manufacture, who have found that the protection
of the cotton industry has not secured its prosperity.

Mr. HESSON. Where are the cotton lords ?

Mr. CASEY. An lon. gentleman wants to know
where the cotton lords are. They are now where a good
many Irish landlords are-they are pretty hard up. They
lorded it nobly during the time of the boom, so long as
they could lord it over us; but now rates have fallen, their
property bas depreciated, and they are finding ont that
even a lord may sometimes find himself bard up, even
though he be a cotton lord, and has all the influence and
power of the Government at his back to try and make his
property valuable. But their fali was inevitable. So long
as there was only a certain number of mills, the boom
continued. But when the home market was supplied, and
over supplied, the boom had to stop. It is not a temporary
depression. There are more cotton milis and machinery
in Canada than will be required to supply the needs of
this country for years and years to come. They are barth-
oued not only with actual manufactures of cotton but, as
this newspaper (St. Thomas Times) states, with the
facilities for making more goods. The facilities for pro-
duction are too great for the size of the country, and we
are destined either to continued depression, or continued
short production by the mills which are now in existence.

As to the farming class, the National Policy has been a
scial failure. It gives them no protection. The claim

ot they are given protection is now given up by almnost
everybody who discuses the subject, and although their's
is almoit the only unprotected industry in the country,
agriculture ais the only industry in Canada which has shown
during these years au unabating and constant rate of pro,

gress. Agriculture has progressed steadily during these
years; it is progressing steadily now, and I believe, taking
it all around, apart from the low prices, it is in a fairly
prosperous condition. The hon. member for Montreai
Centre (Mr. Curran), who spoko the other day, quoted the
statistics of the Ontario Bureau of Industries, to show that
the price of farm land had gone up in Ontario. I bolieve
ho quoted them correctly, and I believe from my knowledge
of the gentleman who collects those statistics that they are
as correct as they eau be made. I bolieve that the value
of farm property in most parts of Ontario has gone up.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Hear, hear.
Mr. CASBY. But to wbat do we owe that? I1 it to the

National Policy ?
Mr. WHITE (Hastings). To the Mowat Government.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman has taken the word
out of my mouth-we owe it to the Mowat Goverument.
He has taken the word out of my mouth, for we do owe it
to a large extent to the Mowat Government; but above
all to the enterprise, the business ability, and the
general vigor and push of the farming community them-
selves, and of those classes of shippors with whom their
prosperity is so closely bound up. We owe it to the develop-
ment of the export trade in cattle and beef, in sheep and
in cheese; to the improvement in the production of cheeso
and to some extent to the improvement in the character of
our butter, though that improvement has not been so great
as we would liko. Besides all this we owe it to railway
devolopment, to the drainage of the land by open drains
and tilo drains, and to many other agencies of this kind
entirely distinct from the National Policy, and for which
we have not to thank this Government here in the alightest
degree. I say that the farmers' own industry and energy
have done a great deal, but without the aid given by the Gov.
erument of Ontario those would not have accom lished
as much as they have doue, and I am gadthat
the bon, member for Eat Hastings (Mr. White)
has confessed his agreement with me on that point. I say
that the increase in the value of land is owing partly to the
devolopment of railways, and our railway system las been
developed tremendously by the assistance given by the
Provincial Government. It bas sent local railways, com-
peting railways, into all parts of the Province, and it has
assisted municipalities to build their own roads-it bas done
everything possible to promote the construction of railways.
It ias in the second place given facilities to farmers to
borrow money at low rates of interost for open and tile
drains, and any one coming from my section of the country
will know that in those two respects alone, the measures of
that Government have added more to the value of land in
Ontario, and to the profits of Ontario farmers, than this
Government could ever hope to do, by any National Policy
they could bring down, or by any other policy they could
establish. As a matter of personal experience I can saythat
tile drainage often doubles the value of lands and almost
invariably pays a larger percentage on the money invested
than could be got out of any other investment. The profits
are frequently estimated at from 25 to 35 per cent.'and the
Government lends money to farmers at 5 per cent. interest
for the purposes of tile drainage. Is it not a direct benefit
to the farmer to have his land doubled in value, or his
profits increased from 25 to 35 per cent. a year, and that at
a cost to himself of only 5 per cent. on the money he borrows,
if he as not the money of his own to spend? The
improvement in the making of cheese has ha agreat deal
to do with the increased value of land. How has that been
brought about? Has this Government done anything to
bring it about ? The Ontario Government has assisted
cheose making by assisting dairymen's institutes to
whioh learned specialists in that line are brought
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to instruct the dairymen of Canada. By this means,
and by distributing literature bearing on dairy work, cheese-
making has been improved to such an extent in
Canada that wo are now almost confessedly at the head of
the world. À few years ago we were nowhere compared
with 'the United States; now we are ahead of that country
in the Euglish markets, and it is an actual fact that Ontario
cheesem-akers have been taken home to England and Scot-
land te teach the dairymen of that country how to make
cheese.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). Will the hon. gentleman
permit me to give one reason why Canadian cheese has
gone up ?

Mr. CASEY. Certainly ; state it.
Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). Previous to the introduction

of the Nationar Policy the Americans shipped inferior
Americsn cheese through Canada as Canadian cheese,
thereby lowering the reputation of our make, but now they
must miake themmelves responsible for their own cheese or
else pay the duty.

Mr. CASEY. This shows just about how much hon.
.entemen opposite know of the effect of the National

Policy. The. hon. gentleman attributes to the National
Policy the fact that bad American cheese has ceased to be
marketed as Canadian cheese, and lie is not aware appar-
ently that the National Policy has not increased the duty
on cheese at ail.

Mr. FEIRGUSON (Leeds.) I know we had two cents a
pound before the National Policy.

Mr. CASKY. Two of the articles with which the National
Policy has not, iaterefered 4t ail are butter and cheese, and
I have, therefore, taken those two articles as illustrating,
most particularly, the fact that wherever the Government
kindly deaves, an industry alone it prospers, and that
wherever th.ey do interfere they injure. No, Sir; I say
the, Natioual Poliey, as regards the farming industry,
has been a linge and gigantie failure, and that the improve-
mente hic have taken place in agriculture-and they are
great-'have been due to the industry and enterprise of the
farmers themselves, and to the assistance of the Local
Government of Ontario, and perhaps theGovernmentsof the
other Provinces, though I am not so fuUly posted with regard
te them.

But, Sir, the National Policy ie only one of the many
failures of which the present Administration has been
guilty ; and La y(guilty of failure," though we would not
ordinasrily say that, because when they came into power
they professed that they were going to be, always suoces-
fui, that Providence was with them, aud that they
were sure of being succeseful at -all timeo, so that if they
failed it*haaheen by some wrong doing of their own; they
are "guikyofefailure," And have-not mezely been unfortunate.
There h~aeon asuperstition that the right hon.-gentle-
man who leadesthe Govenumeat las a talisman whick makes
himsalwaya secessfui; andl do not know anything which
hlss onributed so much to his suceeas the widespread
epinion t he aways would be uccesasful, that everybody
bEeMeed in his star. But that superstition is rapidly beoom-
i»g obsolate; if net, it shows that those whe once enter en
the îervioe of a leader-those who follow the fortunes of a
prophet--annot detach themelves. from hilm no matter
how eerelya they are admonished by facts that his star
is no longer in the aseendant, and that the continuous
sueess which hey hoped for is fàiling him. It muet shake
the belief of those gentlemen in the right hon. gentleman's
sueem-i hie tabisman-hia star-to find that in regard to
theig.quor question, in regard to the boundary question, in
aegard tei. diealowance question, he as led them
imsoursa wh"suhave been disastrous to Île pawty.

Nr. OAssT.

In regard to the liquor license question, first of all, he was
wrong in policy in attempting to get control of the liquor
business in the different Provinces. It was not a thing he
should bave desired as a matter of policy. It was a
troublesome thing. It would give him a little patronage;
but the trouble it would cost him would be greater than the
good he would get from the patronage. But, Sir, actuated by
a feeling of personal rivalry against the Premier of Ontario,
whom ho described as a " little tyrant," and to whom
lhe was going to teach good manners, ho determined to get
control of that business. In doing so ho was doubly wrong
-wrong in policy, and wrong in the means he adopted for
carrying out that policy; for after having one Aet after
another, we know that :at present, by the decision of the
highest tribunal to which the question bas been carried,
the McCarthy Act le not the law of the land in any of
the Provinces, and we do not believe it is going to be. He
has made eneinies amongst the temperance people, and
amongst the liquor dealers as well. That one blunder
has cost him more votes than ho could have hoped to
obtain if the means he used had been successful. With
regard to the boundary question, his blunder was equally
great, He refused to accept the decision of a fair tribunal
as to where the real boundary of Ontario was ; lie has
fought for years against accepting that decision ; and now
we have the decision of the highest tribunal in the Empire,
that the territory of which he tried to deprive Ontario,
always did belong, and now does belong, to that Province.
Now, I want to emphasise that he was not only wrong in
contending as ho did in reference to that matter, not only
mistaken in law and in equity, but that he was committing
a gross blunder in the way of policy. He could not have
made a grosser blunder in policy than in setting the senti-
ment of Ontario against him as he did in the boundary
matter. He has dit3hed forever the hopes of his lieutenant
in the Local Legislature to lead a Government in that Pro-
vince, by compelling him to follow him in that policy.
Whatever hopes that gentleman had previously enter-
tained, when ho was compelled to follow the mistaken
line of policy of his leader in this House, he lot his
hopes in Ontario. Blunder upon blander, not only in
the nature of the policy to be pursued, but in the method
of carrying it out 1 But now we come to the greatest
blunder of ail, the blunder of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way policy. I am not at present discussing whether
t-he actiond:f the4overnmentin regard te that workduring
its whole history has been a orime or net, but I wieh to
show that it lias bcen what is much more reprehensible than
as crime in the opinion of many people, and that is a blander.
I am not going to give my own authority, but the authority
of the ofcial organ of the Goverument itself. The Toronto
Mat in February lset, said :

" A mistake wau made at the threshold of the undertaking in suppos.
ing that the lin could be constructed for 30,000,000 scres of land and
$30,000,00. This blander was perpetuated in 1881, when it was assumed
that the road, as it then stood, with 426 miles from Lake Superior to
Winnipeg, and 2-15 miles from Kamloops to Port Moody, nder con-
struction by the Gowemmeat, could be completed for 25,00MO#0 aures
and 25,000,000. If the land uubsidy could have been sold for two dol-
lars an acre within the period occupied in construction, both the firut
and the second estimates might have sufficed for the work.

Why could not the land subsidy be sold for that price
during the progress of the work? Simply because the rail-
way company, the creatures of the Goverument, followed
the example of the Government itself, and blundered too.
They buudered by constructing the road twice or three
times as fast as was necessary. They were told time and
again, by the best minds of the country that this was a blun-
der, but they went on blundering as the Government hWd
done in the first instance; aud after unnecessarily increas-
ing their expenses, and building faster than the 6euntry
cauld be settled, they found their lUnd subsidy loft on thair
hande oemparativoly valueless. Then the MaU go.êon to
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depreciate our country-to do that which the Globe has
often been untruly blamed for doing-to say that our land
is not worth as much as that across the lino:

" If our land subsidy ot 25,000,000 acres be worth two dollars an acre,
the Northern Pacifie lande must b. worth much more. For while the
population of the whole Territory through which the Canadian Pacifie
rune, from Callander to the Pacific, does not at this hour exceed 200,000,
the amaller and more compact region traversed by the Northera Pacifie
is comparatively well settleà. * * * If it be said that the mountain
section of the Northern Pacific was more costly than the mountain
section of Canadian Pacifie Railway, and that in the case of the Cana-
dian Pacifia the heavy work on the Pacifie slope has been assnmed by
the Goverument, the answer is that the Northern Pacific had no rock
division, 650 miles long, such as that which stretches in unbroken
desolation between Port Arthur and Callander."

Six hundred and fifty miles of unbroken desolation in
Canada ! It is the Toronto Mail that is saying this ! Six
hundred and fifty miles of unbroken desolation on the line
of the Canadian Pacific Railway ! Why, Sir, if the Globe
said that, it would be paraded through the country; it
would be shouted from every Conservative platform,
and copied in all the papers, to the ends of the
Dominion, as an instance of the virulent and libellons asser-
tions of the Globe with reference to Canadian land. It is
bad enough te have the Mai, the oficial organ of the Gov-
ernment, calling it a blunder; but it was not alone in that.
Shortly afterwards we had the Gazette of Montreal, which is
credited with being the organ of the gentleman who is to be
the next Finance Minister or Minister of Railways, or what-
ever he is to be, stating on February 20th :

" Ramor has been busy for some weeks past with the affaire of the
Canadian Pacific Railway. The company is reported to be seeking
further assistance from Parliament, to have incurred a floating liability
to a considerable amount, and to have failed to raise a lua in the
money market, and it is no longer a secret that these reports are sub-
stantially correct."

The Gazette says that the company bas failed to get along
so far with the money it has had. That is a confession of
failure, a confession of blndering.-

" The company has been compelled to obtain the money for these pur.
poses en its credit and that of its directors, and has in this way created
the floating liability now existing. But the expectation entertained by
the company of being able to borrow in the open market such money as
might be required to properly equip the property bas been disappointed.
Twice during the year means were sought for the extension of the
branch lines in the North-West, but, though liberally subsidised with
land, though promising to be profitable from the outset, capitalists have
declined to invest in these enterprises, principally because of the arbit-
rary mortgage on the whole property of the company held by the Gov-
ernment.
Is not this a confession of failure-a confession that the
credit of the company has declined ? Perhaps it is an
attempt to destroy the credit of the company ; at all events,
it is a confession that the scheme of relief devised last year
was a blunder, because it did not succeed in relieving the com-
pany. The money given last year evidently was net suffi-
cient; and yet the security taken from the country by the
Government was of such a nature as to prevent the com-
pany borrowing the money elsewhore. There is a failure
on the part of the company to do what they expected to
do with this money; there is a blunder on the part of the
Government in their policy with regard to the company, a
blunder which has been fatal to the eompany's credit in the
markets of the world. But that is not all. We have again
in the Mail, of March 7th, a more determined attack on the
credit of the Canadian Pacifie Railway:

" It is to be regretted that Mr. Stephen was unable to deal with the
Opposftion assaults upon the financial standing of the company. The
Globe the other day produced a heap of figures to prove that the mem-
bers of the syndicMae had made ana were making millions out of the
work. The sime tables were exhibited a year ago when the company
wae appling for the loan of $22,500,000 and the country was asked to
believe tat Mr. Stephen and his associates could not possibly require
more money for the honest purposes of construction, inasmuch as by
the GLobe's figuring they had amassed colossal private fortunes even,
thon. It was subsequently learned that, at the time that-loan was hang-
ing in Parliament, the leading members of the compsy stood indebted
on thir poal anarantae, as well as by the obligatiol of the road, to
the extent of may mlUions, and that if the loan had been refused they
would have been ruined and hundreds wlhthem. If the truth couldb -

told just now-(I do net know wT it could not)-the Ume state of
affaire would probably be exposed.

The Mail thus says that probably the condition of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway is as bad now as it was last year
before they got their loan of $22,500,0001 If that is not a
confession of failure on the part of the railway, and of
bungling on the part of the Government, and of soathn&g
worse, perhaps, on the »art of both, I do not know what
would constitute such a confession. They say they were in
a desperate condition last year when they got 824,500,000,
and are just as badly off now as thon. Where have all the
millions been sunk?

" If the truth could be told just now, the same tate of thing- voald
be feund to exist, but, as the Opposition well know, the ecmpany canmot
lay their books before the word, nor by showing their ere *am
exemption from illusage.''

Poor company 1 They are covered with sores, these " mores"
appear in the- books; and if they show the books to
the world, the world will know all about tbem? The
metaphor is a very mixed one, and the only meaning I cmn
get out of it is that there is something very rotten in
the state of the company, which would be seen by
the public if only the books were shown, and for that
reason they cannot show their books. Talk about show-
ing their sores and claiming exemption for ill usage 1
What more could an exhibition of the books do to damn the
credit of the company and make it utterly impossible for
them to obtain loans in any part of the world than these
revelations? Was it. the intention of the Mail, in making
these revelations, to croate public sympathy for the eom-
pany just as mendicants croate public sympathy by aho>w-
ing their sores to the public ? Or is it possible that after
all they may only be artificial sores, as is sometimes the
case with mendicants' sores, got up to create pity, and
which can be washed off with soap and water as soon as the
sturdy tramp gets bis pocket full of alma and ges off
with his companions to enjoy thein ? Is it not possible that
this plaint of the Mail is a more pretext to excite pity, and
that the case is not quite so bad as represented? Bat, Mr.
Speaker, this is a digression. The principal object of my
quoting these expressions was not to discuss the Canadian
Pacifie Railway policy, but to show that, according to the
Globe and the Mail, nay, on the confession of the Herald itself,
the credit of the company is gone, and the ps1icy of the Gov-
ernment bas failed in making the company strong and pros-
perous, or even in enabling it to borrow money. The Herald,
on March 9th, said:

" Bven the Goverdment gairantee has not availed te provid ay
capital fro private sourees, even the credit of the aompay, backed by
the Government, bas not been able to provide the money needed."
If the credit of the company is worth nothing, and the credit
of the Government which backs them is worth nothing, is net
that as thorough a confession of failure as can be imigined ?

But, leaving the question of failures of Government policy,
I want to call attention to the fact that we have not merely
oar own experience to go by in dealing with Customs
matters, in dealing with tarifs and expenditures, but we
have also the experience of a great nation beside us. We
all know that the favorite argument nsed for the National
Policy in 1878 was the prosperity of the United States
under a highly protective system. It was useless to tell
the people that the circumstances in the 'United States were
different, that the 'United Ssates had practically free trade
over half a continent, and that it was the internal free trade
and not the external protection that built them up and
caused them to prop or. The great faets stared the people
in the face that the United States had protection, and that
they were prosperons, and it was useless to argue that the
one was not a conseq ence of the other. What is the, state
of things to-day? We aIl kaow that the last presdéential
election turned on the great question of the tarif, and that
the triumph of the Democrati&part-was the triumphef th*
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revenue tarif principle. I have here a quotation from the
speech of Mr. Hendricke, the Vice-President eleet, which he
made after the election. He was asked what was the Deo-
cratic policy of taxation? fHe said it was expressed in four
propositions:

"First, taxation shall not exceed the needs of the Government-
that was borrowed from President Arthur. Secondly, taxation shall
only be for publie purposes and not for private gain and speculation."

The declared object of taxation in this country for years
has been private gain and speculation, and has led to
commercial speculation as wild as any "wild-cat " boom in
the North-West or elsewhere.--

" Third, in the adjustment of the taxation care shalh be taken not to
hurt or harm capital. Fourth, taxation shall be heaviest upon articles
of luxury and lightest upon articles of necessity."

We do not apply that rule, we put articles of luxury on the
free list and tax the articles of necessity. I may say these
four articles express approximatoly, that is.Jhaving regard
to the different circumstances of the two countries, t4e
doctrine of the Reform party in Canada on the subject of
taxation; and the triumph of that platform in the United
States is the omen of a similar triumph in Canada for a
similar policy. But that is not all. That cornes from a
man who is a supporter of a revenue tarif. Let us hear the
opinion of a member of the outgoing Administration, the
Administration which was elected as a protective Govern-
ment, to hold office as such. The nearest corresponding
official in the United States to our Finance Minister is the
Secretary of the Treasury. His Report which corresponds
to our Budget Speech was made to Congress on the first
of December last, and in that statement after pointing ont
that after the war stimulus was given to the growth of pro-
tected industries, he said:

" Stimulus was found in railway building and in extravagant expen-
ditures induced by superabundant currency, aud the time has now come
when the manufacturing industry of the Uaited States is in dire distress
from plethora of manufactured goods. Some manufacturing companies
have been foroed into bankruptcy; others have closed their mills to
escape it."

Just like the position in Canada:
" Few mills are running on full time, and as a consequence a very

large number of operatives are either deprived of employment or are
working for wages hardly sufficient to enable them to live comfrtably
or even decently."

This is the utterance of the protectionist Finance Minister
of a protectionist Government:

" Nor are manufacturers and their employés the only suffereus by the
present depression of our manufacturing indstry.'
He admits they are the principal ones. He goes on then to
point out that the only hope is the development of foreign
trade, that to develop foreign trade a readjustment of the
tarif will be necessary, that a commission should be
appointed to consider what that readjustment should consist
of, and he says:

"In the commencement of its work the commission should I think,
regard the following points as being settled :-First, that the public
revenues are not to be in excese of what may be required for the suppott
of the Government and the gradual reduction of the public debt."

This protectionist Finance Minister has given up the whole
theory of protection, and laye down as the first principlo to
guide the commission in the United States that the tariff
should be for revenue only 1 That, I consider, to be a
triumph for the theory of a revenue tarif greater than any
achieved for many years, because this is the utterance of a
man who was in ofice because he had been a protectionist.

Mr. HlESSON. That is the theory ; what is their action?

Mr. CASEY. Their actions has not been anything,
because they have gone out of power, but the revenue tarif
Government, whose platform I have just read to the louse,
la in power now and will undoubtedly readjust the tarif in
that sense. fegoes on to say:

Er. OAsT.

" That th. existing duties upon raw materials which are to be used in
manufacture should be removed, and that the duties upon the articles
used or consnmed by those who are the least able to bear the burden of
taxatton should be reduced."

So much for his ideas on tariff. The theory of protection
was abandoned even before the new Government came into
office. He goes on to deal with the shipping interest, and 1
must read a few lines in regard to that which will be my
last quotation from Mr. MeCullough:

"In direct connection with the condition of our foreign trade il the
condition of our merchant service. The causes of the decline of our
shipping are so well understood that any remarks on this point are
quite unnecessary."

I think thoy are. I recommend this view of the case to
my hon. friend from Gloucester (Mr. Burns), who thought
shipping was so greatly improved by the National Policy:

" The humiliating fact stares us in the face that, while the United
States not many years ago led all nations in shipbuilding, and was
second only to Great Britam in ocean tonnage, it has almost ceased to
be recognised as a maritime power; that nearly all of our agrieultural
productions and manufactured gooda which find a market in Europe or
South America and the articles received in exchange for them are
carried in foreign shipe; that the many thousands ofAmericaus who
annually visit Europe on business or for pleasure go and come in Buro-
pean steamers; that large foreign steamship lines are in fact supported
by the people of the United States. Al this is not only humiliating to
our national pride, but it stands in the way of the improvement of our
foreigu trade."

That is the declaration of the Finance Minister of the
United States.in regard to shipping, and the efects of a
protective tarif for 25 years on that industry. He goes on
to say that there is no hope for the shipping trade except
in bonuses from the Government:

" The let-alone policy has been tried for many years, during which
our ships have been swept from the ocean, and we pay every year many
millions of dollars to foreign shipowners for freights and tares."
He says they must give them subsidies :

" The amount of necessary aid would be insignificant in comparison
with what has been granted to manufacturera by protective duties, and
nothing would be paid until the services were rendered."

He admits that protective taxes are a subsidy to manu-
factures:

"It is admitted that all protective duties and subsidies are incon-
sistent with the teachings of political economy, but, true as these
teachinga may be in the abstract, they are disregarded by aIl nations
when they stand in the way of national welfare."

fHe admits they are true, but says "you must follow a false
course sometimes in the interests of the country." They have
been following that course for many years, and they have
not found it to pay, and even the outgoing protectionist
Government of President Arthur was forced to give up its
protectionist theories and adopt a revenue policy before it
left office and the Democrata took its place.

In general, our review of the state of the country is not
reassuring. We have found failure upon failure. We have
found the leader of this Government led into repeated
rivalries with the leader of a Provincial Government and
led into new failures in consequence of each of those
rivalries. We have found him worsted in every one of then
and bringing failure upon himself and embarrassment upon
the country by these repeated blunders. We have found that
the policy, by the promise of which he induced us to return
him to office, ias become a failure like the rest. He and
his associates, when they left office in 1873 and for years
afterwards, were discredited politically, I might almost say
they were discredited personally as politicians, b the
events which led to their exclusion from office. By the
promise of this policy, which was to make us happy and
prosperous all round, they induced us to return them to
power again in 1878, hoping they would make us rich by the
National Policy, and that the punishment they had already
received would prevent then fron falling again ito the
evil political courses to which they were formerly addicted.
But we have been sold in both directions. Notwithstanding
the punishment they then received, we have the same
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extravagance, the sme corruption, the same degradation of
political sentiment throughout the country, that character-
ised their former appearances upon the stage. We have all
that repeated over and over, and we have in addition
the fact that the price they were to pay us for
returning them to power has turned out to be
valueless-that the policy which was to make us all rich
has made some of us a great deal poorer and cannot justly
be credited with making any considerable class in the
country richer. This cannot continue. The country is
boginning to see that it bas been sold in both directions.
The indignation is growing through many sections of the
country. It will not be denied that there is disaffection in
Quebec, that there is disaffection in Ontario, that there is
disaffection in New Brunswick and in all the other Provinces
among the right hon. gentleman's own supporters. The
difficulties he has created by his evil courses are coming
upon him. The chickens are coming home to roost-whole
focks of them-some as members of deputations, some in
the form of his own supporters in the House asking for
impossibilities to be done to carry out the promises made
to them and not fulfilled. The end cannot be long deferred,
the end of broken promises and falsified hopes, the end of
the reckless course of policy into which he has been betrayed.
It may be postponed till the next election, but, unless that is
brought on very soon, it is very probable that the disap-
pointment of the hon. gentleman's own supporters with the
lines of policy he has introduced will lead to a breaking up
sooner, as happened once before when he had a large
majority in the House and it melted away like snow in the
sun,.

Mr. RYKERT. What a pity. Would you not be sorry ?
Mr. CASEY. The right lion. gentleman (Sir John

Macdonald) laughs. We have seen him laugh before, when
charges were made against him, but we have seen also his
majority melt away from him.

Mr. RYKERT. When ?
Mr. CASEY. In the autumn of 1873.
Mr. BOWELL. What did it cost yon?

Mr. CASEY. They claimed a majority of 36, but the
Government was defeated before it went to the pollis, and,
when it did go to the polls, it was defeated so crushingly
that it was clear to every one that the people had pro.
nounced a verdict of general condemnation against that hon.
gentleman and his associates. I say that verdict was tom-
porarily suspended in consequence of promises made te us
which have not sinte been fulfilled. That verdict must now
be carried out, and the hon. gentlemen, who have been out
on bail, so to speak, must be called up for sentence and
must suffer that punishment which they have so richly
deserved. •

Mr. STAIRS. Though it ie rather a late stage in the
debate, I desire to make a few remarks upon the subjects
which have been discussed during the last few days in this
House. I shall not reply very directly to any of the
remarks of the hon. gentleman who has just sat down,
because I consider that he has been replied to most fully in
the course of the debate by the different gentlemen who
have spoken on this side of the House. I hope the louse
will bear with me if, in the course of my remarks, which
will be more directly connected with the Maritime Pro-
vinces, and especially Nova Scotia, I dwell upon some of
the general subjects that have already been treated. Sev-
oral subjects have been touched upon during this debate
in which we in Nova Scotia are very deeply interested
indeed. The lion. member for South Huron (Mr. Cart-
wright), I think, in reply to the Finance Minister, made
some aspersions on the prosperity of Nova Scotia. I desire
to reply to these i and also desire, with the permission of
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the House, briefly to touch upon the question of the sugar
tariff, and the sugar trade, in reply to the hon. member for
South Brant (Mr. Paterson). But in the first place I wish
to refer to some statements of the member for Queen's,
P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), in regard to the shipping interests of
Nova Scotia and tho Dominion. I think, Sir, that the hon.
gentleman did not do himself justice in his remarks upOn
that subject. That I may not misrepresent what he said I
would refer the flouse to his remarks upon that subject, as
found on page 582 in Ransard. The general tenor of
his remarks was in the direction of blaming the National
Policy for the decrease in the shipping of the Dominion
which has taken place during the last five years; and at the
same time he claimed credit for the Government of the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) forthe increase which
took place ia the shipping during the time he was in power.
Now, Sir, I need not point out to the House how
untrue such a claim is. Every hon. member knows that
the Government in power at that time had nothing
whatever to do with the prosperity, or want of prosperity,
of the shipping industries of Canada engaged in the foreign
trade. I have gathered some statistics which show that
nearly every country in the world.engaged in shipping has
suffered a decrease during the last four or five years greater
than the decrease in Canada or Nova Scotia, or even in
Prince Edward Island, from which that hon. gentleman
comes. I regret that I shall have to wesry the House
with a few figures, but still in a case of this kind it is
impossible to reply to the hon. gentleman's statements with-
out msking use of figures. Now, I think his comparison
was very unfair in one respect and that is when ho con-
pared the shipping of the Dominion of Canada with that of
the United Kingdom. Everyone knows that the
shipping of the United Kingdom at the present time
is largely composed of iron steamships. It ls well
known, too, that the increase in the shipping of that
country has been in iron steamships, and not in sailing
vessels ; and I shall be able to show that not only has there
not been any increase in the sailing vessels of the United
Kingdom during the period to which that hon. gentleman
referred, but there has been in reality a decrease to a very
much groater extent than has taken plaee in the Dominion
of Canada. In the list which I shall read the tonnage refers
only to sailing vessels, and I would ask the hon. gentleman
to note especially.the percentages of decrease or increase :

Country. 1878.
Hamburg..... .. 144,821
Germany .... 949,467
Finland 293,921
Prussia.. ...... 457,620
Holland.......... 299,522
Belgium .... 10,319
F acem......... 730,075
italy....... ...... 666,137
United States-

Registered... 1,458,209
Licensed and

Enrolled.. 1,586,878
United King-

dom....... 4,238,692

Norway.......... 1,475,017
Sweden.. ........ 454,491
Denmark......... 204,586

1882.
138,462
915t446
272,147
378,82t
217,517

8,750
66,75
885,285

Decrease. Per cent.
6,359 3 

eu
34,021 31
21/174 7ý,y
78,796 17?a
82,005 27ý
37569 34ý

163,268 22?
80,852 8?er

1,137,724 320,485 inc. 21?%

1,672,38 . ......

364,650
1881.

1,4514,777
450,368
191,983

617,042 dec. 141

20,238 1
4,123 -ll

12,603 6i'

In the case of the United States, I admit there was a slight
incroase in the shipping engaged in the home trade that is
called the licensed or enrolled, and which is engaged in the
coasting trade. In the case of the United Kingdom there
was a decrese of 14J per cent. But in the oomparison
instituted by the hon. gentleman, he said there was an
increase in the shipping of the United Kingdom. Of
course I do not say that ho said there was an increase in the
sailing ships of the United Kingdom, but ho said there was
an increse in the shipping, and thon ho made a comparison
of the sailing vessels ut Canada, aud the sailing vessels and
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steam vessels of the United Kingdom, which everybody
knows was not fair.

Mr. DAVIES. In al sailing vessels and steam vessels of
Canada. I included the sailing vessels and steam vessels
in my comparison.

Mr.STAIRS. I accept the hon. gentleman's correction,
but I am certain it does not affect the case at all, because
every one knows that the steam vessels of Canada are in
such small proportion to the steam vessels of the United
Kingdom that really his correction does not mend the mat-
ter for him at all. I would be perfectly willing to revise
the figures to suit him, and still I would be able to prove
my position. Nova Scotia was estimated in 1878 to possess
553,368 tons of shipping; in 1882, 516,778 tons, or a decrease
of 1j%- per cent. only, which I claim is a very favorable
showing considering the condition of the shipping trade
throughout the world. Canada possessed in 1878, 1,330,000
tons of shipping, as against 1,260,000 in 1882, or a decrease
of 5j per cent. The figures taken by the hon. gentleman
included both sailing vessels and steamships; but as the
number of steamships in Canada is small the difference will
not have mach effect on .the calculation. Prince Edward
Island in 1878 possessed 54,250 tons of shipping ; in 1883,
49,446, or a decrease of S{ per cent. In 1882 the
shipping was not so large; there was a very big jump from
1882 to 1883, and there must have been some exceptional
circumstance in 1882 which reduced the shipping unnatur-
ally. I think I have proved that the cause of the decrease
in Canadian shipping during this period of four years
cannot be ascribed to the National Policy or to any-
thing connected with it. It has been due to something
outside of Canada altogether. I believe the por-
tion of the shipping of the Dominion in which there has
been a decrease is that engaged in foreign trade, crafts which
leae our ports on long voyages and seldom come back to
our shores again. What is the competition which has
caused this small reduction? There is no doubt but that it
is the large increase in the iron ships of England and of
some few other countries. It is due to those iron freight
steamers which are now going al! over the world, which are
taking freight to all parts of the east through the Suez
canal, which trade many years ago was done entirely by
wooden ships. It so happens that it has not been so mach
a case of iron against wood as a case of steam against sail,
and I am very sorry to say that Canadian sailing ships have
not been able to compete in many important trades
with the steamships of England. This change is noticeable
in our own harbors. Take Montreal. Year by year more
of the products of Canada are taken away by steamers,
and more and more of our imports are brought to this
country by steamers. So it is that our sailing vessels are
not able to compete with steamships. We hope and trust,
however, that in time Canada may be able to compete with
England or any other country in building iron steamers, and
that is the only way wo shall be able to continue that increase
which we made for many ycars, from 1867 down probably
to 1878. It is very difficult for us to compete with the
iron steamships of England. It is not only difficult for
Canada but for every other country in the world; and
therefore, if we are not able to do it here I am sure under
the circumstances we need be ashamed of ourselves; never-
theless we must endeavor if possible to uttain that end. I
should not like to say, or even to hint, that the hon. gentle-
man's remarks on this subject were made with the intention
of deceiving the House; but I think when he came down
with figures respecting shipping he should have looked a
little more closely into the subject before he presented
them to the House and sent them through the country, en-
deavoring to make Government liable for something entirely
beyond their control. A brief remark was made by that
hou. gentleman in regard to the export trade of England,

Mr. Swaus.

and he dwelt upon it, and upon the large increase made in
it during the last few years, and also on the value it was
to that country. I want to point out here that I think there
is something in this export trade of England which we
must not overlook. When we observe -that it has been
holding its own during the last fewyears we must remember
that it is very generally acknowledged by many men in
England who are well qualified to judge, the export trade
of England during the last few years bas in very many
important articles been maintained at a loss, or if
not at a loss at a very heavy reduction in profits. The
people of England have been holding tifeir own, they have
been exporting their goods to very many countries of the
world, and in very many cases have been sending them in
against protective tariffs; but the manufacturers have been
obliged, in order to do so, to sacrifice their profits. Is it
not a proof that in a large number of important manufac-
tures in England, cotton and iron notably, there are very
many of the manufactories idle. This, I believe, is
the result: That protective tariffs, which they have
been endeavoring to meet, have obliged them to bring
down their prices so that in cotton and other particular
industries it is now impossible to manufacture at a profit;
and the effect of it, I believe, will be that in a few years we
will see that English manufacturers will feel still more
keenly, than in the past, outside competition.

It being six o'clook, the Speaker lef t the Chair.

After Recess.
Mr. STAIRS. When you left the Chair, Mr. Speaker, I

had been showing that the statements of the hon. member
for Queen's, Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies) with
respect to the shipping of the Dominion were totally inac-
curate. I had shown most cle %rly that the causes to which
he had attributed the decline of shipping from 1878 to 1882
were not the right ones, and that those causes were entirely
beyond and outside the control of the Dominion Govern-
ment, or in fact of anything within the Dominion itself. I
had also shown in the course of my remarks that the hon.
gentleman's claim that the increase in shipping from 1874
to 1878 had been caused by action taken by the Govern-
ment then in power, was altogether inaccurate and not
borne out by facts. Both of those things had occurred for
reasons altogether beyond and outside the control of the
Dominion Government and the people of Canada. I will
now go on, with the permission of the House, to take up
another question of very great importance to the whole
Dominion, that is the question of the effects of the tariff on
the sugar trade of the Dominion. This question was argued
a few nights ago by the hon. member for South Brant (Mr.
Paterson), and in reply to him I am glad to be able to
assure the House that it only needs careful consideration
of that hon. gentleman's own figures to allow every one to
see the fallacy of them. And in treating the question this
evening I shall not go out of his figures atall, but shall pro-
ceed entirely upon the data ho has put before the House.
The hon. gentleman in opening his discussion on this par-
ticular subject said:

I think I can make the matter sufficiently plain and eau give figures
that any hon. gentleman can work out for himaself, and ascertain the
accuracy of the statements of the Finance Minister, that under this tarif
of hie the people are getting it as cheaply as under the Mackenzie tariff."

Now I would point out that his first comparison on this
subject was made between the price of sugar in bond and
the price by retail in a small town in the interior of Canada.
His comparison at this time was made at a public meeting,
held in the town of Belleville, not long since, I think, and I
presume he imagined that perhaps his audience might not
see fully the fallacy of his statement, But I can hardly
think that any intelligent audience such as is brought
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together in a Canadian public meeting should have heard
hie figures without seeing wherein he was wrong. Whai
did he do? In the first place ho took the bond price and
compared it with the duty paid price, and when I get alonp
a little further I shall elaborate more fully how ho did this
Ie compared the bond price, or the wholesale price, witb

the retail price, and he compared the prices in the largei
town ot Kingston with the smaller town of Belleville. The
hon. gentleman must see that such an attempt to arrive at
any true opinion of the state of the sugar trade of Canada
was erroneous and wrong, and that it was unfair to gc
before a public audience and take the bond price, the price
at which sugar could be laid down in bond at Kingston, and
compare it with the retail price in Belleville. With rofer-
once to a convereation ho had with a dealer he says:

"He said: I have sugal, No. 9, Dutch standard, that I bought for83. 3d. sterling per 100 lbo."
I presume ho means 112 lbs. He went on:

"I then suggested we should make a calculation of the cost. We
sat down and made a calculation; we added the commission, the freight,
and all charges ineurred before the sugar could be placed in bonded
warehouse, and the resuit was, that we tound the sugar cost him, laid
down in his bonded warehouse, $2.15 per 100 Ibs. You can sell that,
I said, for 2j cents per lb. and do well. He answered: Yes, I wish I
could sell al! the sugar I can shovel out at that profit for a year, and
then I would soon retire. At the meeting, in the course of my speech,
and after referring to the way in which this sugar question had been
placed before the people the previous night by a Conservative speaker,
I asked the audience, at what price can you get your sugar to-day? Agentleman in the audience-whom, I presume, was a friend of the Gov-
ernment, because, as lie replied, there was a ring of triumph in his tone
-said, I can get 20 Ibs. good yellow sugar to-day for $1. Yes, I
answered, sugar is very cheap; I believe yuu can, but ail I have to tell
you is this, that here, on this platform, is a gentleman, well known in
Kingston, with whom many of you have traded, and he is prepared
to-morrow, if you will go to Kingston, to give you 40 lbs. of sugar for
$1, provided you will pay the duty."

Now I say that in that comparison he endeavored to lead
that audience to believe that it was fair to take sugar ut 40
Ibs. for the dollar or 2î cents por pound, and set it against
sugar at 5 cents per pound, the retail price in Kingston. fHe
said further :

" If you have faith in that, and if it be true, you will find that you can
get 40 Ibo. for $1, but I lancy before you can get it out of the bonded
warehouse Her Majesty's officers will demand from you a very large sum
per lb."

Now I say again that where the hon. gentleman erred in
this case was that he endeavoured or wished the meeting to
assume that under the tariff of hon. gentlemen opposite
they could get their sugar out of bond in Kingston without
paying the duty at ail. The hon. gentleman laughs, but if
lie did not intend that, his remarks had no point at ail.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant.) Did I not say that they paid
the duty ?

Mr. STAIRS. Yes.
Mr. PATERSON. How could they get it without paying

the duty ?
Mr. STAIRS. Yes, but your comparison was to show the

difforence in the price of sugar under the present tariff, and
the price under the tariff of the preceding Government.

Mr. PATERSON. No; it was not.

Mr. STAIRS. Then there was no point in what you
said. In proceeding with his remarks he went on to argue
that Conservatives have profesed that the duty in ail
cases does not add to the price. Now we know that in one
clas of duties that proposition may ho true, but there is
another clas in which it is not true, and it has never been
claimed by Conservatives in this House or in the country
that it was true. If the duty is a revenue duty, such as it
is on raw sugar, we muet add the duty to the price, and it
was never otherwise claimed. Lot us see how the dnty
stands in this particular clas to which the hon. gentleman
allades. Taking hie own figures, ho says that it may be

bought for 8s. 3d. sterling for 112 pounds in Glasgow. That
b was the estimate in his own figures and those of hie friends,

according to which landed in Kingston it would be $2.15 in
bond. I assume that to be correct, as it probably ie. Now
what duty is paid upon that sugar under the present tariff?
The duty which would ho paid on that sugar if it graded
between No. 9 and No. 14 would be 75 cents per 100 Ibs.,
or î of a cent per pQund; and 30 por cent. on
8s. 3d., or 54 cents, making $1.29 per 100 Ibo. Se
that sugar could have been laid down iu Kingston duty
paid at $3 44, and the selling prce would probably be in
Kingston as ho estimated it, 83.79 per 100 lbs. He should
have compared sugar which cost $3.44 per 100 Ibo.,
landed duty paid, in Kingsten, against a price which ho said
was 5 cents per lb,, or a selling price of $3.79 per 100 Ibo.
against a selling price of 5 cents. Now lot us see what
would have been the cost under the tariff of the late Govern-
ment. Under that tariff the sugar would have oost to sell
on the same basis which ho fixes, 83.70, or landed, $3.35,
which is only 9 cents more per 100 Ibs. which the people of
Canada are now paying for that sugar under the present
tariff than they would have paid under the tariff of the late
Government. So much for this aspect of the case as applied
te yellow sugare. Lot us now apply it to the case of gran.
ulated sugars. He accepts the price of that sugar as
given in the Mail at three and one half conte.
Now, I do not mean to say that that is a correct statement
of the price ut which granulated sugar could perhaps be
bought, or the correct price at which granulated sugar can
be entered for duty ; and I did not claim so. But I claimed
that the people of Canada can get sugar at 3j cents a pound,
which is very nearly equal in quality to granulated sugar;
and let us see what that sugar, costing 3½ conte in Glasgow
would cost landed in Canada. The cost would be 3î cents,
to which add 1 cent per pound, and 35 per cent. on 8½
cents, or $2.22 per 100 pounds, making the cost of the sugar
$5.72 duty paid, against at the least 6î or 6î cents per
pound which the hon. gentleman claimed was the cost in
Canada, or from 87 cents to $1 per 100 pounds more than
sugar of the same quality coula be imported for. Now, it
may h said in reply to ihis, that granulated sugar could
not be imported ut this price. The hon. gentleman has
erred in the latter part of his speech respecting the import
price under the present tariff. I wish to point out that
granulated sugars form but a small proportion of
the consumption of sugar by 4he people of Canada.
It may not be amiss here to say that the hon.
gentleman's figures prove a great deal too mach
for his case. If the people of Canada choose to pay 5
cents a pound for sugar which they cou Id import from Scot.
land and retail at 4 cents, I am sure the hon. gentleman
will not complain that it is through the fault of the tariff or
the Government; I am quite certain that ho will not make
either the louse or the people of this Dominion believe
that it is. Then, Sir, I think the hon. gentleman very much
exaggerated his case whon ho talked about the increased
cost of sugar to the people of Canada under the presont
tariff. After giving the total consumption of sugar in the
Dominion as 170,000,000 pounds, ho said:

" The 170,000,000, allowing for the waste, would make about 150,000,-
000 poundu of sugar; 150,000,000 pounds at $1.28 cents per 100 pounds
would be just $1,920,000, the export price for ayear's consumption, if it
were all granulated sugar."

Now, as I said before, not more than one-fifth of ail the con-
sumption of sugar is granulated. If we take the sugar, on
bis own showing, at 31 cents, the difforence in the cost of
that sugar from Scotland under the present tariff and under
the tariff of the late Government is exactly 35 cents per 100
pounds, or 10 per cent. on 83.50. But take the Glasgow
sugars, the yellow sugars, which are the cheapest-take the
grades oosting 8s. 6d. in Scotland, and what we pay under the
present tariff more than under the tarif of hon. gentlemen
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opposite is only 9 cents per 100 pounds. Now, the hon.
member has said an increased duty of 9 cents per 100 pounds
has cost the people $1.28 per hundred pounds. Such a
claim is too extreme to command any attention from
moderate men. But let us see how he makes it up. The
increased duty on the sugar ho claims would be on about
30,000,000 pounds of granulated at 35 ets., or $105,000, and
on 120,000,000 pounds of yellow sugar at 9 cents per 100
pounds $108,000 or $213,000 altogether, instead of $1,920,-
000 at which the hon. gentleman estimated it. We know
that if Canada were buying yellow sugars from Glasgow,
they would on the average cost more than 8s 3d per cwt.,
but double that cost would only make $100,000 a year
more than my figures above given, which the people under
this tariff have to pay more than under the tarif of hon.
gentlemen opposite. But even that is more than offset by
the sugar being made in our own country, and by the com-
petition which is now se general among the sugar refiners
of the Dominion in keeping down the price. It is utterly
impossible then, as said before, that the tariff of the present
Government could have increased the cost of sugar to
the people of Canada to the extent claimed by the
hon. member for South Brant. i am rather inclined to think
that instead of the hon. member's figures prov-
ing that there is too much duty on sugar, they rather
prove the reverse, and show that the protection to the sugar
refiners is net sufficient. As I am talking on the question
of sugar, I will, before passing to anything else, touch
briefly upon some remarks which were made by the hon.
member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) on the
same subject. The hon. member, referring to the Minister
of Finance, says:

" The hon. gentleman boasts of his success in dealing with the sugar
question, and in establiohing the West India trade."
Thereby implying that the tariff has not improved
the West India trade. Now, I wilI prove later on that the
tariff of the present Government has done very much indeed
to improve that trade. The hon. member says further:

" Whereas in Glasgow to-day you can bny a fair quality of sugar, I
am informed, for $2 per 100 pounds, in Oanada we have to pay $5 per
100 pounds for sugar of the same quality."
In this statement the hon. gentleman bas made exactly the
same error as the hon. member for South Brant. He says a
little further on:

"Why, from the importatign of a little over 100,000,000 pounds in my
time, we got a revenue in excess of that which the hon. gentleman now
receives from 170,000,000 pounds. True, that is not of first class quality;
true, about 20,000,000 pounds of that is waated in the proces of refining;
but even so, we are probably to-day importing the equivalent of 150,.
000,000 pounds of refined sugar. Now, that sugar stands us at least 3 cents
a pound more than it could be bought for in the open market."

Now, the hon. member for South Huron terribly exagger-
ated his case, for if lie does not there intend to imply
that this 3 cents per pound is in addition to the tariff put
on the sugar by any Government in this country, there is
no point in his remark. against the National Policy at ail.
But we know that the price of sugar has not increased to
the extent of 3 cents a pound over what it was under his own
tariff. The difference in the cost of yeliow sugars under
the two tariffs, as I have already pointed out, is not more
than 9 cents per 100 pounds in the cheaper kinds, and per-
haps from 12 to 15 cents per 100 pounds in the botter kinds
that would come from Glasgow. Possibly, under the present
tariff, we may be paying from 9 te 15 cents per 100 pounds
more than we did under the tariff of hon. gentlemen oppos-
ite. But let us look for a moment into some figures
in connection with the trade in sugar during the
lat few years. In 1878 there was imported
into Canada 101,000,000 pounds of refined sugar.
There was imported into Canada sugar coming from the
countries of production raw sugar 7,900,000 lbs., of which
92. per cent. was rofined and 7-Br per cent. raw sugar, In

Mr. STAms.

1880 a great change took place in these figures. Only 26p 1 per
cent. of refined sugar was imported and 73ib per cent. of
raw. la 1882 10A per cent. refined was imported and
89- per cent. raw; in 1883, 6i per cent. refined and
83-h per cent. raw; in 1884, 91 per cent. refined and 906
per cent. raw. I rather imagine that of this 9-, some raw,
might have crept into the returns which I have been obliged
to assume as refined, coming from certain countries, probably
England, and which is likely raw beet sugar. These figures
prove beyond doubt that the policy of the present Govern-
ment bas not only stimulated the refining industry, but has
also very much assisted trade between the Dominion and
those countries in which sugar is produced. But they show
something more; they show an increased consumaption
of sugar in Canada from 109,000,000 Ibo. in 1878
to 171,000,000 lbs. in 1884, and that the people
in 1878 paid a larger sum of money for 109,-
000,000 lbs. of sugar than tbey did in 1884 for
171.000,000 ibs. In case it should ho said in reply that
sugar at present is much lower in price, I would also point
out that we paid out in 1880 for 116,000,000 pounds of
sugar about $2,200,000 less than we did two years previons
for 109,000,000 lbs.; so that much less money went out of
the country for sugar in 1880 than did in 1878. These
figures further prove that our trade with the countries of
production has been very much encourged, but I want to
draw also the attention of the louse to a phase of this trade
in which the people of the Maritime Provinces are much in-
terested, that is the amount of sugar that comes from the
West Indies. In 1878, of ahl the sugar imported into the
Dominion, 7 per cent. came from the West Indies, includ-
ing British Guiana; in 1880, two years later, under the
fostering policy of this Administration, this quantity had
increased to 62 per cent. In 1881 it was 60 per
cent; in 1882, 60 per cent., in 1883, 58 per cent
and in 1884 it had fallen to 44 per cent. It will be
worth while, I think, to enquire into the causes of
this falling off in 1884. One of the causes
undoubtedly is the very great production of beet sugar
in Germany, Austria and some other of the European
countries which have been competing very heavily with the
cane growing sugar countries of the worid and besides this
the tarifi, as arranged at present, operates, to a certain
extent, against our trade with the West India Islands. The
beet root sugar trade, as it injures for the present the West
India trade, deserves the consideration of the Government.
The tariff at first accomplished the purpose· for which it
was intended ; it encouraged our West Itdia trade, and a
larger portion of our importation of raw sugar came from
the West India Islands, but during the last few years a
great change has come over the sugar trade of the world,
sugar being produced in different ways and handled in
different ways; it is being bought and sold in different
ways; and these facts-the facts connected with the beet
root sugar especially-affect our trade in sugar with the
West ndia Islands. The East Indian archipelago has also
been competing heavily with the West Indies; but if our
West India trad e suffers, no doubt this Government will
seek a remedy, for if we are certain of one thing it is that
there is now in power a Government who, when a case is
clearly put before them and they are convinced that any
particular trade in the Dominion is suffering, are not only
willing but able to take steps to remove the dificulty.
I am convinced hon. gentlemen on this side will take the
proper steps. Can that be said to be the case with
gentlemen opposite ? It is known all over Canada that dur-
ing the time they were in power numberless deputations
waited upon them, numberless petitions were sent to them,
in matters of trade, praying that they should do something
to remedy the difficulties under which our manufacturing
and other industries were Iaboring, but ail the representa-
tions were unheeded by the ex-Finance Minister (Sir Richard
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Cartwright) and his oolleagues. There was one way, I
believe, in which it was thought some stimulus could ho
given to our West India trade, and that was by enforcing a
heavier duty on our beet sugar; but it was soon seen that
would not have been in the interest of the West India trade
and that it would at the same time injure the refining
interest of the Dominion. Into this question i need not
enter, as it has already been dealt with by other hon, gen-
tlemen. What the remedy is for this state of affaire i am
not going to point out; I have simply given these figures
to show the state of the West India trade, to show the
improvement which took place in this trade during preced-
ing years, and the falling off that it has exhibited during
the pat year; and I simply ask the Government to give the
question that attention they are always prepared to give
every subject connected with trade and commerce which
comes belore them; and I have no doubt that once they
are eonvinced of the facts, they will apply the proper
remedy. With regard to the adoption of the polariscope
referred to by the hon. mem ber for Cardwell in his remarks,
I wish to correct a slight inaccuracy into which he fell. I
understood him to say, respecting the wishes of the people
of Nova Scotia, as regards adopting a change in tho mode
of eollecting sugar duties, that the adoption of the polaris-
cope, as a means of -collecting sugar duties, would be
prejudicial to our trade, with countries of production
other than the West Indies. I want to remove that
misapprehension. The present position of the West
India Ilands, as regards the duty collected on sugar
from these islands, is that they have to pay a little
heavier duty than the sugar from the more distant countries,
on account of the greater value of sugar in the West Indies,
owing to the lesser distance they have to traverse to get to
market. What the people of Nova Scotia, who are engaged
in the West India trade ask is, net that any differential
rates may be made to operate against our trade with other
countries, but that our trade with the West India Islands
may ho put on a fair basis. The present contention of
these gentlemen is that the islands are at a positive disad-
vantage, and it is well known that it is more to the interest
of the people of the Dominion to cultivate trade with the
West India Islands than with a part of the world ton
thousand miles away. Not only, theroforo, is it in the
interest of importers of sugar in Nova Scotia and
New Brunswick that if possible some remedy should
ho applied, but also in the interest of the whole Dominion,
because we want to build up a trade between the West
India Islands and the Dominion, not only in sugar but in a
great many other articles which the Dominion of Canada
can manufacture and is now as well able to supply to those
islands as the people of the United States, who have a large
proportion of the trade at the present time. H1aving dealt
for a few moments with the question of the sugar trade, I
will take up some of the matters referred to in the speech
of the hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) in relation to the Maritime Provinces, and especi-
ally in relation to the Province of Nova Scotia, I will quote
a few lines from hie speech:

i When I come to the Maritime Provinces what do I find? Their's, I
muet admit is a hard case. They were brought into this Confederation
by distinct promises on the part of the hon. gentleman and his collea-
gues which have been rathlessly violated. It was at least a tacit under-
tandinothat nosach tariff as that we now labor under should be

impoea ponthem."l

I do not need to answer this point, because it was most ably
answered by the member for King's, N. S. He dis-
tinctly explained that the question of the tariff was the
issue before the people of Nova Scotia in 1878 and that a
large majority of the representatives from Nova Scotia came
here pledged to support the policy of the right hon. the
leader of the Government. He also pointed ont that the
bye elections botween 1878 and 1882 resulted on the

whole in a continued support being given to this policy.
He pointed out as well that in 1882 the policy was
stiil sustained in the Province of Nova Sootia, and that since
that time the bye elections which have taken place have
not only shown no loss but have resulted in a gain of
one member to support the policy of the prosent Govern.
ment. In the face of this, I do not think it needs that any
supporter of the present Government from the Maritime
Provinces should get up and give any other reply to the
charge made by the member for South Huron on this point.
If the people of Nova Scotia have accepted this tariff, if they
pronounced upon it in 1878, if they supported it in the bye
elections since that time, and again in 1882, and if they still
support it since that date, he needs no other answer and the
people of Canada need no other proof that the people of
Nova Scotia by their vote at the polis have supported and
continue to support the policy of hon. gentlemen on this
side of the House. He does make some brief references to
the resolutions laid upon the Table of the Nova Scotia House
of Assembly a few days ago. It is not necesary in this
House that I should seriously attempt to answer this. I
would not waste the time of the House by making a speech
upon it. The question has never assumed a serious phase
in Nova Scotia at all. The hon. gentleman who moved the
resolutions in the Legislative Assembly of Nova Scotia I
believe is sincere in the policy ho thon promulgated. He
bas been a consistent supporter of repeal since 1867, or at
least since I have known him in public life, but Iassert here
that he finds very few to support him oven among his own
friends. The organs and the members of the party to which
he belongs will not go so far as to advocate repeal in Nova
Scotia, and that being the case, his iefrence to this ques.
tion needs no serions reply from any member from Nova
Scotia. The hon. gentleman from South Huron, a little
further on in hie speech, refers again to the position
of the Maritime Provinces, speaks of our languishing
industries, says the people are not profiting in the
slightest degree by the National Policy, " but are
earnestly looking forward to see whether t he hou gentlemen
are taking any steps whatever to ensure them reciprocity
with the United States." And thon ho goes on te criticise
the policy of this Govornmont in the way in which they
bave handled the question of rociprocity. I am not going
into that at all. i believe that reciprocity, if we get a fair
treaty, would be a very good thing for Nova Scotia, and I
believe as well that the hon. gentlemen on this side of the
House are not only perfectly willing but have also shown
most fully by their logislation of years ago that they are
prepared to meet the Government of the United States
whenever that Government and people are willing to come
forward and meet us, but I arn thoroughly convinced, judg-
ing by the experience of the past, that the talk of a recipro-
city treaty with the United States is only words thrown
away. But, though they attempt to charge us with some-
thing on this question of reciprocity, I think we are very
well able to show that the difficulties in the way of obtain-
ing a reciprocity treaty are not altogether on our side of
the House. Just let us see. Here it will not be amies to
refer to a short remark which was made a few mo monts ago
by the hon. member for Elgin (Mr. Casey), who criticised
the member for Gloucester (Mr. Burns) for his remarks
upon reciprocity, and the Government for not having
made any announcement whatever on that point, and
assumed that, because they had not made any announce-
ment, therefore they had net taken any stops at all to
secure reciprocity. Such an assumption was altogether
unwarranted. In fact, it is quite certain that, no matter
what the Government has done in the natter, they are net
going to take that hon. gentleman fully into their con.
tidence; but I have the best authority I say that every
stop is being taken to secure a reciprocity treaty that eau
be, I have bore a report of an interview which took place
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ie, of Akron, Ohio, President of the the prosperity of the Maritime Provinces and of Nova Scotia.
way, and I will read you a few linos The hon. member from South Huron does not object, in

running down the Dominion Government, to include the

one of our reporters Mr. Ritchie stated that, Maritime Provinces ; but if he says anything against the
es Capitoi, he had met a greet many repre- Maritime Provinces in an assembly where I arm present, 1
he had talked about Canada, its rescurces and shall endeavor to disprove his statements and show they are

upon the uestion of a poliny of recie, not correct. I eontend the picture he has drawn of the

a.cer which Canada rceived from Eopre of ita condition of Nova Scotia is not a true one, and I am pre-
ocity treaty was hardly necessary, as, in the pared to prove it. If I can prove that the country has con-
e country must come to the United States tinued to gain in wealth from 1869-as I could not get the

m their present condition." statisties from 1867-to 1878, that it has not only gained
to the utterances of some of those hon. absolutely in weaith, but has gained relatively with other
that they really have made them to Provinces of the Dominion, I shall have proved that during

e described, I think it will show that the period the National Policy ias been in operation that
made, that the hon. gentlemen opposite Province has improved even more rapidly than previously.
me, at least in part, for the difficulty If I can prove that the capital in the savings banks has
o rest upon the present Governmont in increased to a large extent I shall have proved that the
y treaty, will be proved. I will take a prosperity of the country has increased, a proposition which
om a speech of the hon. the leader of 1 defy any hon. member to dispute. On the 31st December,
ew Glasgow. He is roported in the 1869, the paid-up bank capital of Nova Scotia was
èllows:- $1,890,000-perhaps a little more, as the returns ai that
to exchange your property you would find- timo were not very complote. On 30th June, 1884, the paid-

roduce more than you required for your per- up bank capital of the Province of Nova Scotia was 84,858,000
d not get rid of it. To restrict or prevent you or an increase of $2,967,000, or about 154 per cert. The
n descre to exchang~ v ould be a restriction
rebel. Restrictions which have a tendency to deposits in the chartered banks not bearing interest on
ral channels arA injurions to the many. Your 31st December, 1869, were $1,157,853; and on 30th June,
o with the neighboring Republic ; your exports 1884, $2,000,000, or an increase of $844,000, or about
there, and your importa should come from 73 per cent. Then the deposits in these chartered

banks bearing interest, which I think will more clearly show
the speech made by the hon. member the saving of the country, were, on 31st Decembar, 1869,

r. Blake) in Charlottetown: - $1,366,000 ; and on 30th June, 1884, $6,518,000, an increase
ee trade la best for all sections of our com- of $5,151,844, or 377 per cent. Now we come to the sav-
r present interests, your agriculture and di"- in banks. On the 1st July 1869 the de sits in the
ed? Can it beo said they are protected? If y .
men should be protected, why should not ail Dominion savings banks-we have no post office savings
bor be protected ? There is no law to prevent banks in Nova Scotia, but we expect to have them soon
where he will for labor." -were $722,000; and on 30th June, 1884, they were
that does not touch the question of $6,493,000, an increase of $5,770,000. I have not calculated
t to remark that if there is no law to the percentage, but if the hon. gentleman from Digby (Mr.
from looking where ho will for labor, Vail) wishes to reply ho can make up the percentage ; it is

vent the employee from looking where somewhere in the neighborhood of 600 or 700 per cent.
nt; and if the policy of this country Now, Sir, I submit these figures show that there is an absolute
of employers, it will therefore increase gain in the capital and prosperity of that Province from
yees. That is a proposition which is I869 to 1884. The sum of all these figures shows that the
position of the hon, gentleman: increase in what you might call the available capital and
change of productions with other countries. savings of the Province of Nova Seotia during those years
e markets of the world. What prevents you was $14,735,000; at the same time all the ordinary invest-

of man debars you by legislation Your monts of the country and all the ordinary improvements
.ed States, but by the lea of both countrioaeastgv
ous is prevented. Thet country vould h a went on as usual. During the last few years there was a
and a large number of other articles, if their very much larger sum than ever before invested in manu-
go." factures, And in the improvement of the farmers'
ker, that assertion of the hon. member bouses and outbuildings throughout the whole Pro-
e facts. I think it cannot be claimed, vince. No one who knows Nova Sootia from one end
ime, that the laws of both countries to the other but must admit that amongst our people
e of the natural products of Prince generally there has been a very great increase in thoir
he United States. There is a law at prosperity, and they are now living much botter and in a
every hon. member knows, which will more prosperous manner than they were in 1867. Now,
nt of the Dominion, just as soon as Sir, let us see how the increase in these particulars in the
ie United States are willing to enter Province of Nova Scotia compares with the increase in the
aty, to take off the duties on those Provinces of Ontario and Quebec. The paid-up bank cap-
ited States would admit free from our ital in Ontario and Quebec on 31st December, 1869, was
he hon. gentleman made that assertion $30,727,000; on 30th June, 1884, it had increased to
d was not quite correct in claiming $55,063,000, an increase of 815,335,000, or about 50 per cent.,

both countries. The difficulty that as compared with the increase in Nova Sceotia during the same
Prince Edward Island in their trade time of 154 per cent. The increase of deposits in chartered
to the Government of the Dominion, banks not bearing interest was, in Ontario and Quebec, on

Governmont and people of the United 31st December, 1869, $16,849,504, as against $41,541;195 on
hese extracts to show the difficulties 30th June, 1884, an increase of $25,691,691, or 148 per cent.,
overnment of the Dominion in obtain- compared with Nova Scotia's 73 per cent. In that particu-
ty. They not only have to contend lar class of deposits I am prepared te admit that tho3e Pro-
without but they have to contend vinces did go a little botter than Nova Scotia, but I will show
re not made in the interests of Canada that in some other particulars we went a little better than
Now, Sir, to return to the question of they did. The deposits in chartered banks bearing interest,
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in Ontario and Quebec, amounted, on 31st December, 1869, on. The markets for the farmers are muoh botter than
to $26,283,248, and in June, 1884, to $45,800,382, or 74 per formerly, and the return I have given shows that all classes
cent. increase compared with Nova Scotia, 377 per cent. are very much better off. If this be the case, what is the
The House will see that, as compared with the increases in reason of the depresson of which we hear so much ? There
Ontario and Quebec, the increase in Nova Scotia has been must be some reason, and I will endeavor to explain what I
not only equal, but I believe superior. Not only did I say think is the cause of it. Whereas, throughout the whole
I was prepared to prove that there had been an increase of Canada there bas been a great increase in the pros-
from 1869 to 1884 in Nova Scotia's prosperity, but that the pority of the masses, still we must admit, and all who
increase-had been very fairindeed during the last five years are acquainted with business will admit, that during
of this period as compared with the previous ones. Before the last ten or twelve years a very great change has
I go into that proof 1 will just say that the increase in the taken place over the whole world in trade and business.
paid-up capital of the chartered banks, in deposits bearing All who have engaged in active business know that whereas
interest, in deposits not bearing interest, and in deposits in twenty years ago it was very easy for a man in any ordinary
the savings banks in Nova Scotia was from $5,137,069 to community to make a good living with care and economy,
$19,822,084, an increase of $14,725,000, or 286 per cent., as at the present time competition is so great that it is a very
against an increase in the same classes ofdeposits and bank difficult matter indeed. Wo have had over-competition,
capital in Ontario and Quebecof 128 per cent. I have shown over-trading. It seems now-a-days that people are in sach
there has been a steady increase in the available capital a hurry to get rich that they fail to get rich at all. If you
savings from 1869 to 1884, that the incroase compares admit this is the case, you cannot show that there has not
favorably with that of Ontario and Quebec ; and I will now been at the same time a steady improvement in the con-
establish that during the period, 1879 to 1884, the increase dition of the mass of the people throughout the whole
was quite as great as during either of the previous periods. country. The trader may not be as well off as formerly,
The paid-up bank capital in Nova Scotia was, in 1869, the wholesale merchant may not be so well off, and is not
$1,890,696; 30th June, 1874, $3,466,931; 1879, $4,295,878; so well off as formerly. But at the same time the working
1884, 84,858,207. The House will see from the total figures classes are a groat deal botter off. The difficulty is not
that the increase during the last period has been a very that the men are not well able to buy articles and pay
fair one. good prices, for they are buying more goods every year;

but the difficult is in the merchants themselves, though not
Mr. VAIL. Net se large as betore- f rom causes over which one merchant could have control,
Mr. STAIRS. It was very much larger from 1879 to but from causes that are affecting the whole mercantile

1884 than from 1874 to 1878. I admit it was not quite as community througheut the world. Now it bas been
large as from 1869 to 1874, during which time hon. gentlemen said that Confedoration and the abrogation of recipro.
on this aide of the House were in power. If that argument city has somothing te do witl the dulness et the
will suit the hon. gentleman ho is quite welcome to it. times in Nova Scotia. No doubt the abrogation of the
Deposits not bearing interest in 1869 amounted to $ 1,157,853; reciprocity treaty was a disadvantage te Nova Scotia. No
in 1884, $2,002,677; increase, $844,824, or about 73 per cent. one who knows anything about that Province will c1Aim te
I notice in the bank returns something exceptional in the the contrary, but I hold that it is net the main reason of the
deposits not bearing interest in 1879, because there was a diffieulty that is troabling us in Nova Scotia just now. I
very large falling off in one of the banks during one or two believe that the people ef Nova Sootia have largely got
months, showing that there was some special cause in over tho trouble which wa experiencod when that
operation. From 1874 to 1879, however, there was a treaty wu abrogated. They have settled down te new
decrease in the deposits not bearing interest from $979,164 modes of business; they have foand new markets, and they
to $841,488 ; from 1879 to 1884 the increase was from are prosporing fairly well. Tho difficulty with regard te
8841,498 to 82,000,677. We now come to deposits in banks the prosperity of the trading commnnity is that it is now
bearivg interest, and if the hon. member for .Digby (Mr. impossible for marchants, eut ef the larger businesses they
Vail) ean obtain any consolation from these figures, ho s new have, te maintain the profits which they had twenty
welcome. Ilere are the figures: 1869, $ 1,366,734; 30th years ago, and 1 regret te say ln some respects that condition
June, 1874, $2,177,100; 1879, $2,990,310; 1884, $6,518,582. of things applies more to Nova Scotia than te any other
The savings bank balances in Nova Seotia were as follows: part ef America. Nova Scotia i8 a smaîl Province; the
30th June, 1869, $722,419; 1874, $1,530,981; 1879, trade ef our dealors is confined pretty mach within the
82,499,406; 1884, $6,493,277. Hon. gentlemen will see Province, and it happons, frei our geographical position,
that the last figure shows an increase within a fraction of that ery town there is a port ef entry-evcry town ef
$4,000,0. any size is a sea port, and it is as easy for the

Mr. VAIL. Give us the dividends.import as it is forMr. AIL.Giveus he dvideds.the merchants ef Halifax. This condition et things iB much
Mr. STAIRS. I want hon. gentlemen opposite to know to the disadvantago of the menciants of Halifax, but ne

that the enormous increases, as I have shown, have taken gentleman should complain ef that, because itis te the advan-
place in the deposits in the chartered banks, bearing interest, toge ef tie merchants ef Nova Scotia. Frei the position
and in the deposits in the savings banks, a class of deposits and size of Ialifax-this is the groand for many ef the
which show most quickly and clearly the increased savings complaints et the Halifax wholesale merchants about the
of the country. If it be said that those increased savings state et business-we cannet do mach ef the business that
took place at the expense of the business of the country, I we used te do, or rather the business cannet realise the
deny it emphatically. I say that the available business capital profits which 1V used te realise. A large portion ef tho
of the country was increased; that the business of the country import trade ef the United States ges threugh New York;
absorbed the usual capital, besides which there was a very so ln Montreal, ln regard te the Canadian trade. It the
large expenditure of capital for the ordinary improvements goods are net beught in Montreal they must pass tirough
going on through the Province generally. I have endea- Montreal te go te their destination. That is net tie case
vored to prove that the people of Nova Scotia at the present in Nova Scotia. No doubt, le the course et tine, these
time are, as a whole, mach botter off than they were le things will settie tiemselves; bat at the presant tine hui-
1867. To those who know the Province well it needed no nesa l undergoing a change that has prodaced disadvank s
proof at all. Anyone who has travelled from one end of it for many et our people, bat Viese diadvautages are moribed
te, another li aware that improvements are oonstantly goin t causes w tich are net ine ight woe omer con
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plain that Confederation affected the merchants of
Nova Scotia very injuriously, but I must say that
these are generally gentlemen supporting the oppo-
site side of the House; and no matter how much they may
suffer from the competition which comes from Canada, no
free trader can legitimately complain of any competition
which gives the purchaser cheaper goods. I am quite con-
fident, in reference to the Province of Nova Scotia, and the
city of Halifax- and I believe the remark applies to a very
large number of the dealers throughout the country. I
believe they are to-day doing a larger business than they
did in 1867. I do not think there is a prominent wholesale
business bouse in Halifax that is not doing a greater volume
of business than in 1867, but I regret to say that on account
of those circumstances connected with the change of
business to which I have alluded, they cannot make the
same profits out of the larger business as they previously
did out of the smaller ones. Now, Mr. Speaker, I had
intended to take a little more time in making some replies to
hon. gentlemen opposite, but as I see the hour is getting
late, as I do not wish to weary the House, as I have been giv-
ing a good many figures, which are always wearisome to
listen to, and as the debate las gone on for some timo, I
think it is botter that I should conclude. I would just say,
in concluding, that I have faith in this tariff ; that I have
faith in this country, in spite of all the criticisms of hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, from their leader downward; I have full
faith in the prosperity of the country in the future; I have
faith in the policy of the right hon. gentleman at the head
of the Government, and his colleagues; I bave faith in our
North-West, in the Canadian Pacific Railway, and I bave
faith that in the future they will, as they bave in the past,
carry out those measures which will best conduce to the
prosperity of this great Dominion.

Mr. GILLMOR. 1, Mr. Speaker, sympathise with you
when a debate of this kind is before the House. I am sure
you often feel that of making many speeches there is no
end, and much listening is a weariness to the flesh. I am
not your right hand man. Other things being equal I might
prefer it, but I arm the next to it, your lei t hand man. I do
not propose to criticise the speech of the bon. member for
Halifax (Mr. Stairs), who has just taken his seat, He may
have made an able argument in defence of the policy of the
Administration, but I failed to appreciate it. It reminded
me of a story I once heard of a Negro preacher who attended
a meeting. He gave out a hymn and they undertook to
start the tune. They tried "Old Hundred," but failed,
and thon they tried "Coronation," and they failed in
that. They tried some other tunes unsuccessfully,
and thon they sat down. The preacher turned
round to them and said: I thank you; because
I think you did the very best you could. So I think that
whether this hon. gentleman succeeded or not, he tried hard
enough and, therefore, he should be thanked, for ho did the
best ho could. One thing I can promise, with regard to the
remarks I am about to make, and I am sure you will be
pleased with the announcement, that is, I have not
any figures to present ; I have not looked into the Trade
and Navigation Returns for the purpose of presenting
statistics. I know they have been perused from end to
end and that the House will be sick of statistics. This is
the twelfth Session in which I have listened to the debates
in this House, and I have nover missed an important debate,
or any important speech in a debate. You would hardly
think that, because I am not strong, but I think that very
few men can say that in twelve Sessions they have not missed
a day in Parliament. I have sat here a great many days
when I did not feel very well, but I prefer, during the sittings
of th fHouse, to be in my seat. I have listened to the speeches
which have been delivered inI this debate and i have enjoyed!

Xr, Sums.

them, though there bas been just one interruption whieh I
have sometimes felt like making - though, of course, it
would be out of order-when some lon. members were
speaking. I was often tempted to get up and shout
" Ananias and Sapphira." Ido not mean that I was
disposed to shout "Ananias " when a mistake is
made, or when a man is really making an error.
But when I hear a statement made after study for weeks,
and it does not exactly accord with my ideas of what is
proper, I wantto shout "Ananias." I have had occasion thus
to do very frequently, although I have thoroughly enjoyed
their speeches. Now, it must be apparent to anyone who
observes closely, that there is a great difference in the style
of speeches now with regard to the policy of the present
Administration compared with those of last year and the
year before. Thon, there was great exultation; now we
hear an apology; things are not quite as bad as they might
be, and even the little deficiency in the policy is not
chargeable to the policy, or to the authors of the policy, or
to the party, but to the Opposition. If it had not been for
the Opposition, who opposed the policy in season and out of
season, in the House and in the country, and said it was
bad; if it had not been for their opposition, there would
have been no failure at all in the National Policy, or in any
other policy of the present Administration. Now, Sir, there
is no reason why the Opposition should favor the policy of
the Government. The Opposition have opposed that policy
because they thought it was bad. The Government were
warned by our leader and by other gentlemen on this· side
of the House, night after night and day after day, that their
policy was bad. Their policy is not our policy; their ways are
not our ways, and their thoughts are not as our thoughts-
they are as different from ours as light is from darkness.
Therefore we are not responsible for their policy. We
did not desire that the country should suffer, but we were
satisfied that it would, and I am satisfied that it has. They
are hunting around now for some crumbs of comfort, some
spots where prosperity exists. If their policy was a success,
it has now been five years in operation, and prosperity
would be seen everywhere. In order to find some little
prosperity somewhere, they sent commissioners all over
the Dominion. I think it was Diogenes who took a lantern
and went out to sece if ho could find an honest man.
Diogenes would now require two lanternsif he went through
the country to find the success of the policy of hon. gontle-
men opposite. We find depression everywhere; every-
body knows that business is depressed. I do not mean to
say that any policy could be devised to prevent depres.
sion; but when these hon. gentlemen were on this side of
the House they were continually holding the Govern-
ment of that day rosponsible for the depression in
business. That was their policy, and therefore they
ought not shirk the responsibility that now rests on them,
from their own standpoint. They told us that their policy
was going to make the country prosperous-that steady,
upward, progress was to be the effect of it. That has not
been the case; but the platform on which they based their
promises of prosperity has been an utter and entire failure.
Now, I do not intend to deal particularly with each branch
of what they term their policy. You know my attention
bas been directed more to the protective tarif than to any
other part of their policy; I think that is more important
than any other part. Any mistakes hon. gentlemen may
have made in any other respects will be more easily
remedied than thoir mistake in adopting a protective
policy, because the evils it entails gain strength as they
roll on; they fix a burden on the country which the longer
it lasts the more difficulty it will be to remove. Therefore,
1 look on the National Policy as the worst part of their
policy. Now, in looking amongst my papers I find a
memorandum book containing some sentiments which I
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gleaned, some from essaye on political economy, some from
newspapers, and some from my own thoughts; and before
commencing my speech, I will read them:

"l It is as much a law of our nature to exchange with one another
those things we have to sel for those things we have ta buy as it is to
breathe. it was clearly the design of our Creator for the benefit of the
race. Notice the different articles in a household which we cannot
produce or sell, but can produce something else and purchase them.
Society l one vaut hive of buyers and sellers, every man carrying some-
thing to the market and bringing something away. Everybody
exchanges. Yon do something for me, and I will do something for you.
The farmer brings the fruits of the field; the mechanic bringu his
skilled labor; the laboring man brings bis strong arm ; the fisherman
brings the various products of the sea; the school teacher brings his
knowledge; the merchant, the physician, the lawyer, the clergyman,
al exchange their abilities aud skill for something that other men
have to give them. Itis impossible to divest ourselves of the faot that
this desire to exchange la a universal law of our nature and of society,
and any system which interferes with the fullest freedom of exchange is
wrong. Freedom of exchange is as much a natural right ai the right to
think or breathe. Every man bas a natural, self-evident right to put
forth efforts for hie own well-being ; and whenever two men find that by
exchanging efforts with each other they can add to their own happiness,
they have an indisputable right to do so; and it is a high-handed
infringement of natural rights when any authority interferes to restrict
or prohibit the freedom of exchange, except that act is justified by
solid proof that other private or public rights are infringed which are
as well founded as the right of exchange. Al the restrictive laws
which have ever been made overlook entirely the mutual benefit to the
parties of every act of exchange, without which benefit the exchange
clearly would not take place at ahl."

These are words of wisdom; these are like apples of gold
set in pictures of silver; these are principles which the
National Policy controverts; these are the rights which the
National Policy seeks to deprive the inhabitants of this
.Dominion of; those are the fundamental principles of
political economy. Now, I always listen to the hon.
member for Cardwell (Mr. White) with a great deal of
interest, He is, evidently, an able man, and I listen to him
with great pleasure for the ability he displays and the
eloquence he possesses. We are never disappointed in a
speech from the hon. gentleman. It is always well prepared
and well delivered, but there is no man I have ever listened
to who understands how to make error appear interesting
any better than does the hon. member for Cardwell.
Of course, that is not exactly the word or the phrase that I
would prefer to use, but I have not the command of language
sufficient to find any term to express my opinion of ;his
speech botter than that. In that speech ho said:

" We have been enjoying for some time past the free traders' para-
dise-a cheap country to lve in. The real trouble has been that articles
have been too cheap, and that very thing which hon. ge 2tlemen opposite
have been arguing we should endeavor to bring about ls the very thing
which has produced the difficulty trom which, to some extent, we have
been suffering during the last twelve months. Go to a merchant and
ask on what hie hopes resta for a revival of business. HIe will tell you
in the fact that prices are beginning to stiffen, as he expresses it, and
there are likely, therefore, to be better times."

I accept the paragraph in so far as the free trader's para.
dise is concerned. I know that this is not the best world
of which we have any knowledge, but it is next to the best,
and to be able to procure what we need to make life
pleasant, adds much to make our journey through it
agreeable. The desire to live in a cheap country and
to have a cheap market is universal, and that sentiment
marks the difference between the Government and their
opponents. They believe in having a dear country to live
in; we believe in having a cheap country to live in; they
believe in high prices for the necessaries of life, and all we
require; we believe in low prices. I am always happy when
in an open, free market-I can get what I want at the
lowest possible price, and I am sure hon. gentlemen opposite
think the same way. Despite their professions they them-
selves have the saie feeling, for it is a universal feeling.
Nobody goes out to find where he cau buy at the highest
price; everybody wants to buy at the lowest price;
but of course it makes greater difference to the
poor man than to the rich, whether they can
bay at the lowest price or at a higher price. I know how
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much a dollar is worth; I am a workingman myself; I
have earned my bread by my toil; I know what it is to earn
a dollar in the woods, in the mill, with the sade and
the shovel and the he, and when I have so earned a dollar
I ought to have the right to spend it in the cheapest market,
and the Government has no right to enact laws to make
that market dear when it would otherwise be cheap.
Another expression I have heard in this debate is " cheap
and nasty." I believe the hon. gentleman, the leader of the
Government, has the credit for that saying. I do not agree
with him; I do not consider that anything nasty can be
cheap. Everything nasty must be dear, and we ought not
to have it at all. With regard to the Ministers, I tell
you, Sir, those who are in Government employ, those who
rule the country, do not know the value of a dollar. They
get their dollars quite differently from those who
toil for their livelihood, and those who toil are the
great mass of the people, for whom these hon. gentle-
men ought to legislato. They out to legislate so that
the people may get as much as possible ont of their
earmnngs. Of course the hon. member for Cardwell does
not know what it is to be poor, and I am not anxious that
he should ever know it; it does not make much difference
to him whether a barrel of flour costs $5 or $10, but it makes
a great difference to the mass of the population. It is very
important for the poor man who has earned $5, whether he
can get a barrel of flour or only half a barrel of flour for it,
and many a time have I seen a poor man struggling to sus-
tain hit family, after he had accumulated sufficient to get a
barrel of flour, express the wish, over and over again, that
he had enough money to get a bag of meal as wel[, so as to
stretch out the flour until he could earn enough to get
another barrel. Of course I will be told this is more senti-
ment ; that I am only trying to curry favor with the
poor. But, Sir, I do not want to curry favor with the poor
or the rich; all I want is to express my sentiments here
fully and freely, and I only wish I had more ability, more
power, with which to urge the claims of the people. How-
ever, I do the best I can, and that is all any one can expect.
With regard to purchasing in a cheap market, I have never
been a Minister of the Crown, I have never been on a mission
to England, but I venture to say that the very best apparel
in the wardrobes of hon. gentlemen opposite have been
purchased in England at the people's expense. I venture to
say that the West of England broadcloth and everything
else they wear, and they have the best, was bonght when
they were on the other side. There was nothing wrong
in that ; they were in a country where goods are cheap and
whère it is cheap to live ; they found cheap goods and
purchased them; they arrayed themselves in purple and fine
linen at cheap rates and brought them home. There was
nothing wrong in that, but if any one of these hon. gentle-
men forgot to open his trunk on his way back, and let the
Custom house officer examine it, that would be rather
nasty. I do not know whether any one of them did forget
or not, but if he did it would be a nasty matter. Of course,
in this country, there are not many people who are very
poor, and for them there are fortunately institutions of
benevolence where their wants can be supplied. This idea
of a dear country being a good country for any body to live
in is a mistake ; and it is now re-acting. Dear coal means
less coal, and less coal means want, and cold, and suffering.
Dear bread means less bread, and it means hunger for a
great many when it is dear, and want and suffering. Dear
clothes means less clothes for the poor, and in some cases it
means rage. And dear blankets means less blankets and
suffering to be endured by the poor in consequence of the
high price of blankets. I remember reading a little story
in some book, of a poor woman with a large family, who
was in very destitute circumestances. She got ber little ones
ready for bed at night, and had very little to keep them
warm. It was a cold night, and she piled over them sorn
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straw and some rags, and last of all she got an old door and
laid that upon them. After she had got them covered up,
she asked one of them: "Do you think you will be warm ? "
" Oh, yes, mother," said the little one, "we shall be warm
and comfortable, but what will the poor children do who
have no old doors ? " There was more heart in that little
child, that will live and shine when all those who want to
increase the cost of living for the poor have gone to their
reward. I never think of that without feeling for the
poor, and feeling that the gratitude of that poor thing
under those circumstances it would be well if
some of us felt when we are enjoying the bleseing
and comforts of life. This idea of dear things, this
curse of poverty, this curse of hunger and of rags, travels
right back through society. These rags go back to the
manufacturer. Dear clothes means less clothes, and that
means less business for the merchant, and less business for
the manufacturer, and so the rags travel right back through
all the industries. Dear bread means hunger for the
poor, but it also means less sales for the grocer, and that
means less sales for the miller, and that means less sales
for the farmer; and so we cannot violate a natural law
without feeling the effects of it somewhere; and, therefore,
it is best for all concerned that everybody should be allowed
to buy in the market as cheap as can be found. There is
not so much difference between the rich and the poor at
last. The rich and the poor must lie down together,
and God is the Father of us all, and therefore we îught
to remember that as we journey through life, and no class
of men ought to consider it more than those who are at the
helm of affairs. I think the National Policy ignores all
that ; I think it is opposed to all these benevolent and
humane principles. In this Dominion we are blessed with
abundance of coai. That is a gift from our Creator. That
is intended to be cheap, that everybody may participate in
the bounty of the Giver of all Good. In this coun-
try we have vast wheat fields, for which we ought
to be thankful. That is intended for the good of
the race, for the good of the country, and these
gentlemen propose to make that dear for the people.
The Creator intended that it should be cheap for the people,
and plenty of it. We have great herds of cattle and flocks
of sheep, in order that we may be fed and clothed, and this
we ought to be thankful for, for "the cattle on a thousand
hills are Ris," and all comes from Him; but we are trying,
by our legislation here, or at least the gentlemen on the
Government benches are making all things dear, trying to
fix taxes upon them and to make it difficuit for the people
to be comfortable and happy. A cheap country to live in
-if that is not the Grit's paradise, it is mine. Take it all
in all, England, with all her faults, is the greatest, and the
wisest, and the best nation the world has ever seen.
England has led the way in art, and in arms, and in com-
merce, and in freedom, and I hope she may long continue to
lead the van; but, in all that England las ever done, there
is no part of ler history that shines out more brightly than
when she fought out the battle against protection and made
England a cheap country to live in. The statesmen and the
philanthropists of England saw the millions of starving
poor. I was there myself once when a boy. The agitation was
going on at that time for the repeal of the corn laws, and I
took occasion, in my rambles through the cities, to talk with
the poor, and I went into those basars which were situated
all over England, in the towns and cities I visited, and gave
my small contribution to help that work. They succeeded
in removing that curse, and I did not think that, forty years
after I was there as a lad, I would be standing in Parlia-
ment trying to combat the evil under which that nation
had groaned from generation to generation. But that is
the fact, and as they had had to struggle many a long
year, I fear that that is a fight still before us, and that
many a man is to fall before this inoubus, this evil, this
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curse is removed from this Canada of ours. I know that
perhaps it is expedient for some men, and may be for many,
not to express their opinions, because the combined infin-
ence of Governments, and manufacturers, and monopolies, is
almost more than a man's election or position is worth if he
ventures his opinions, but timid as I am constitutionally,
when I feel it my duty to express my opinion on a great
question of this kind, I shall do it, no matter what the
consequences are. That battle has been fought out in Eng-
land, and no statesman, whether he be Tory or Liberal,
will ever reverse that verdict. You do not hear this agitated
in England ; and why should they ? Do they want to go
back-to rags ? Do they want to go back to hunger ? Do
they want to go back to depression ? Do they want to go
back to the condition in which they were before they arrived
at the conclusion that people in England should live
as cheap as the world could give it? They should have
bread as cheap as the world could give it; they should have
meat as cheap as the world could give it; they should have
every necessary of life as cheap as the world could give it,
from the lat on their head to the shoes on their feet. Do
you suppose they would ever undertake to go back to that
condition ? No, never. But * we have gone back, and we
are in the position they were in before that change was
made. I will read an extract from the speech of the hon.
member for Cardwell (Mr. White):

4Ask any commercial traveller who has been in England buying
goods what condition he found there; ask any one who hs an oppor-
tunity of testing the feeling of the commercial circles in Great Britain ;
look at the records of people out of employment, and at the record of
failures, and you will find the statement ls absolutely accurate, that for
a quarter of a century no such depression has existed in England as that
which has existed during this last year1'

I have no doubt that is correct. I dare say that there is
great depression in England, and that the commercial trav-
eller was correct in his statement. I have not seen any
commercial traveller that has been uin England, but I have
seen a good many commercial travellers that have been in
Canada. Le did not see them, and I did not sec the gen-
tleman he saw; but I have seen a good many cmmercial
travellers, and I have talked with them in regard to the
condition of commerce in the country. Some of them have
been on the road for twenty years, and they have told me
that they have never seen such commercial depression during
their time as there is at present : such a stagnation of trade,
so hard to dispose of their goods, and especially in the
Maritime Provinces. I know that to be the fact myself,
although I am not away much from home, but I have cor-
respondence, and I am aware of the fact that commercially
the country bas not been so depressed for a great many
years. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not charge the Government
with this depression, except so far as increased taxation has
helped to produce it; I do not refer to it because I think
they were the cause of bringing it about. Bat let them
remember when 'the Liberal Government was in power
what they used to say. I can see a face here and
there that was here at that time. I remember their
faces ; I remember their speeches; I remember their
voices, and I remember their unreasonable demands, and
their unreasonable charges against the Government, of being
flies on the wheel, of letting the people leave the country,
of allowing business to become depressed, of getting a small
revenue, and all that sort of thing. And that gives rise to
much of the speech-making that there is at this time-it is
just to bring to the recollection of those hon. gentlemen
how they treated their opponents then. Now, I am not
silly enough to suppose the Liberal Government could
prevent a depression ; and I am not silly enougih to charge
the present Government, seriously, with having caused this
depression; but I can say they told the people they could
do it. They told the people that if they where in power
they could bring back prosperity. I ask then now to do it;
I ask them to fulfil their promises now. I ask them by
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their policy to croate such a prosperity that they will not
have to go about with a lantern to find it.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Take a lantern to Lennox.

Mr. GILLMOR. You had botter take some light into
your own noddle. I will read another extract from the
hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) where ho says:

" Now, Sir, times have been less active, perhaps-that would be the
better way to put it-less active recently than in 1882 and 1883, and
there are reasons for it altogether apart from the question of the Govern-
ment's policy, or any policy that might be adopted. We had first a
large withdrawal of capital from legitimate enterprises to put into
speculative enterprises in the North-West. In Toronto, for instance,
when the North-West Land Company, which had bought a large amount
of land from the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, opened their
books, I am told there was almost a riot in the effort to get into the
room to subscribe for the stock of that company, so valuable was it sup-
posed to be. People were auxious to go into all these new enterprises.
The tendency of the age, I am sorry to say, is a gambling tendency, in
commercial as well as in other matters."
He might have added politics.

" There is an eager disposition to make fortunes rapidly. People may
ait down and play draw-poker-that is an innocent game, for draw-
poker, in its practical sense, is to play for quarters; and the people who
lay draw-poker for quarters would object to being regarded as gam-

blers. We know that there was an idea that in the North-West there
was a remarkable opportunity for making rapid fortunes, and people
took money from their ordinary legitimate business and put it into
North-West enterprises and lost it, to the great injury of the credit and
business of the country at large."
Now what a humiliating position. " Less active;" " a little
depressed," the hon. gentleman says: it never was so bad in
England for twenty-five years; commercial travellers tell
him so; everybody knows it; there never was such distress
there for a quarter of a century ; times were horrid in tho
United States, but here in Canada they are less active. Now
thore is where the skill of my bon. friend comes in-just a
little less active here. Oh ! no depression here, bu t it is not
quite as good as it used to be. It is not quite so good as
we could desire, but it would have been fully as good if it
had not been for these terrible Grits, if it had not been for
the opposition to the National Policy. Well, now, with
regard to the evils. I do not know anything about draw-
poker ; «i never played the game ; but I agree with my hon.
friend that it is not a very serious matter. It is not
half as bad, even if everybody was playing draw-poker,
from British Columbia to Halifax, as the National Policy
is. Now, about this boom. I wish I had the ability
just to describe this boom. What brought about this
boom ? These gentlemen are responsible for all these
things, so far as that is concerned. They lauded the North-
West to the skies. They told the people: There is a
chance there for great fortunes. They wanted their
predictions to be fulfilled, and they encouraged the peoplé
to go there. They started the lottery, and told them there
were great prizes to be drawn. Only invest your money,
said they, and become rich. The people took the tickets
in this lottery and invested their money, but the hon.
gentleman never cautioned them. He beard there was
a great rush in Toronto to invest in lands in the North-West.
Did he go up there, in the kindness of his heurt, for feur
they would loose money, and did he crowd in and raise his
voice, and tell them not to invest in the North-West, not to
invest in Winnipeg; that the prospects were illusory, and
that the result would be bad for them? He says it now-
ho is very wise, after the thing bas happened, and ho wants
to shirk the responsibility of having encouraged that specu-
lation. I charge the loss upon them. They encouraged it.
And the Finance Minister himself-what more could ho say ?
He said no more than the rest. Hie told the people all over
tho land: Now is your time, boys. Seven years of plenty,
seven years of prosperity before yon. Start out now, and
make your fortunes. About the end of the seventh year I
would advise toetake in sall. And bore is a gentleman
making this able speech and throwing the responsibility
off on to other people. From week to week, and from

month into month, did not our ablest men on this side of the
House raise a warning ? Did they fail for a moment to
caution hon. members of the mischief that would result ?
But I never hourd one of them detract from the country.
However, I am satisfied the country wts lauded very much
above what it deserved. I am satisfied, if the truth was
known, that there are not 150,000 persons in the North-
West, including Manitoba. They told the people in their
speeches there was nothing but sunshine up thore; that it
was a paradise. Now, the settlers have been disappointed.
You have been taking the people's money to bring thom here,
and pay the expenses of many of them, and they have gone
into the neighboring Republie. I charge the responsibility
upon the hon. gentlemen opposite, and the mon who have lost
their money have a right to charge thom with having
encouraged this gambling speculation, with having estab.
lished this lottery; and when the drawing bas taken place
the prizes are not there, and the country is suffering for it,
and is depressed in consequence. Many have taken tickets
and have lost their all, and have cursed the National
Policy.

Mr. IVES. Still they vote all right.

Mr. GILLMOR. Yes they do ; and that astonishes me
more than anything else. 1 have no more extracts to read
from the hon. member's speech ; but I really am not
joking when I say that I think ho is one of the ablest men
in this Parliament, and ho makes excellent speeches ; but I
was really amused whon I saw the laudations of that speech
in his own paper. I was a little amused, and it brought to
my mind a little circumstance which happened down near the
border. There was a Sister White, who was a member of
the church, and very egotistical and conceited, but still
she was an able speaker and very attentive at prayer
meeting. She was at prayer meeting one night, and
on the way home called at Brother Jones'. She said
she was sorry ho had not been at tho meeting; that
Sister Cartwright had been at the meeting and she was a
very good speaker, very able and very orthodox; but
some way or other she was so harsh in ber expres-
sions, she had had so much vinegar about ber, that
no one could enjoy religion when she spoke. She
also told Brother Jones that Sister Paterson was there ;
that she had a good voice and was a good speaker; but
she was at the other extreme-she had so much sugar
about her that there was a reaction the other way. Then
there was Sister Charlton, a good speaker, perhaps the best
of all; but she was a new convert and people have not
much confidence in them. And, therefore, she failed to get
up a good feeling. And right here comes the simile.
Sister White said to Brother Jones : I wish yon had been
there to heur me. When I addressed myself to the sinners
I made them open their eyes; I made them feel they
were right on the verge of destruction ; but when I turned
to the saints and described the future for them, they
shouted, Glory, Hdllelujah. Indeed, Brother Jones, I tell
you, I spoke most beautifully. I do not vouch for the
names in this story, for I have forgotten them; I vouch
simply for the circumstance and the occasion. The evils
of this protective policy are coming back sooner than I
expected. I never expected to see the National Policy
succeed. But fortune favored the Government for a time ;
but retribution is coming on them now; they have
shown it all through this discussion, in their countenances
and in their speeches, ând no one can fail to understand
that they were being punished for their folly. I
feel like saying to thom: Bear in mind, gentlemen,
that you bave had a good deal of prosperity, many years of
rejoicing, but remember the days of darkness, for they
will be many; you are getting whipped now with the
lash, but before long you will be chastised with scorpions.
My prophecies will prove more true than yours, unleas
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I am very much mistaken. If it does not there is no
use in having a devil. The country is this year having the
first spasm. Desperate diseases require desperate remedies.
If the spasm will cure the country and defeat the Govern-
ment I am willing to stand the spasm. I am willing to run
the riisk. That reminds me of a circumstance that happened
to a man who became unfortunately addicted to drinking,
and who became a drunkard. He suffered a great deal from
the indulgence and had to endure the awful horrors of
delirium tremens, and other effects that follow. At last he
reeolved to knock off, and he did it suddenly. The conse-
quence was that the reaction was so great he became very
sick and had a spasm. Ris friends went fur a doctor. The
doctor came and said ho has stopped drinking too suddenly.
You must take a little liquor; if you have a second spasm
you may get over it, but if you have a third spasm you will
die. The man replied: I want to live, doctor. These spasms
are dreadful; but I know what it is to suffer the effects of
drunkenness, and much as I want to live, I think, doctor, I
will try the second spasm anyway. I feel just as that man
did as regards the Government. As far as this country is
concerned, I will try another spasm, if that will cure the evil
I read, during the recess, in some paper, the following:-

" A meeting of the manufacturers of white cotton was held to-day in
the office of Messrs. David, Morrice & Co., for the purpose of deciding
the best means to relieve the market of surplus stock, which keep prices
depressed and checks the demand. Some days ago the manufacturers
of grey cottons had a meeting, and, it is understood, decided to export
the surplus stocks of grey cotton to England. Two courses are to be
considered to-day by the manufacturers of white cotton. The first course
is to close down the milis altogether for some months. This wu.uld
involve the dcattering of operatives some distance, and caude a
depression and also some injury to mill machinery, which gets out of
order when not in use. The alternative is to follow the example of the
manufacturera of grey cottons and export gouds, at a great los, to some
market, probably England. How great a loss such a course wouid
involve may be gathered from the fact that cotton dealers are pro-
tected in the home market by duties amounting to about 30 per cent.,besides the protection which the cost of freight on English goods gives.
The loss would probably amount to about one-half uf the actual costs
of the goods. The result of such a course would be to immediately
relieve the home market of the surplus stock and a consequent sharp
advance in prices here."

Now, Mr. Speaker, whén this policy was being inaugurated,
when it was being lauded to the skies, and we were told what
it was going to do, we were assured that competition
would always keep the prices low. Now, what have we
here ? How have they carried out this promise ? We find
that as soon as stock accumulates and prices are likely to go
down they immediately propose to send their surplus
abroad, to slaughter their goods in a foreign market, and
supply them cheap to the people of another country. While
the poor of this country are buying their cotton goods and
paying thom good prices, whenever competition arises they
want to slaughter their goods in a foreign market, and thus
always keep the prices high for the poor people at home.
That is my hon. friend's idea of a good country to live in.
I do not agree with him. I think it is a bad country to live
in, and I think a policy which ias that effect is a bad policy.
It will not do for them to have cbmpetition and keep
Prices low; they have to get rid of their goods somehow,
The first thing they should do, and the Government should
do,.if they are lovers of their country, if they wish to benefit
their own people, is to give their cotton cheap to the poor
people of this country. But if they did that they would
not make money; and so, in order to keep the prices high
for the home consumer, they send their goods abroad and
give the foreigners instead of their own people the benefit
of low prices. If they can man4facture here so as to send
their manufactures abroad and sell at a profit, they
are always sure of the home market. If you manufacture
anything cheap enough to go abroad you will never allow
the foreigner to come into the home market, whother free or
taxed; they will always have this market, for they have
protection enough in freights and commission to give a
profit, anyway, if they can only do that. Now, what,-

Mr. GILLMOR.

ever lon. gentlemen may say, there is a great commercial
depression in the Dominion. I am glad to say that Ihave seen
the time when it was harder for people to live. Fortunately
for the Government the prices of the necessaries of life are
low, notwithstanding the protective policy. Bread is cheap;
sugar is cheap-no doubt about it-and many other things
which the people have to use or wear. If they were not I
would not want to take a risk on your lives. If those things
were not cheap for the people, notwithstanding your tariff,
I tell you you would look a good deal bluer than you do
to-day; and you deserve no credit because these things
are cheap. What is troubling the Government now?
The National Policy has been five years in existence and
why are these delegations coming here? The protected
industries have had five years of a fair chance, four of them
very prosperous, and yet they are still coming; they are
never satisfied. Scripture tells us that there are three
things which are never satisfied, but if that Scripture were
to be written now-a-days they might have added another-
the manufacturers. They are never satisfied; they are
bore day after day: one delegation about this thing, and
another delegation about that ; some wanting a little more
duty on flour; others wanting a little more duty on some-
thing else. The truth is, your policy is not, and it never
can be perfect. But I notice that there are no delegations
coming up here from the farmers, from the lumbermen,
from the fishermen-three classes that compose a large
majority of the people of this Dominion. They do not
come to this Government or this Parliament asking for any
favors on that score. They are depressed; they suffer
from the depression in commerce ln common with others,
but they know that they need not apply hore-they know
that no lumberman, no fisherman, no farmer, need apply
here. They must grin and bear it. There was
once a poor woman who was in deop affliction,
and a minister called in to comfort her in her
distress. He said, " My dear woman, do you rest on the
promises ?" "Yes, I do," she replied. " Please tell me,"
he said, " what promise you rest upon." ghe said: " I find
most comfort in that blessed promise, 'grin and bear it."'
That is the promise that the fishermen and the farmers and
the lumbermen have to rest upon; they have the blessed
comfort of grinning and bearing it. 1 hope they will not
have to grin and bear it for a great many years, but I am
afraid they may. It may be asked why are these manufac-
tures so depressed, after all the advantages which have been
given to them ? If they have the right to take so much
money out of the consumer why are they so depressed ?
It is a natural question. Now, that is very possible, too.
A law may be so enacted that a great many people can be
fleeced and yet nobody be made the richer. That has been
the effect of the National Policy. Inducements were held
out to manufacturers and capitalists to go into manufac-
tures, to invest their money, in order that they might
become suddenly rich. They took the bait; they invested
their money; but, instead of going on reasonably fast,
instead of going on moderately and cautiously, as
they should have done, they have invested millions
in these enterprises; and what is the result ? They have
invested their money, and it is idle, if not entirely lost ; and,
I think, the Government and their policy are responsible for
that loss. They told a story when I was a boy, which illus-
trates the idea that misery loves company. A sharp Yankee
came to the town with an extraordinary kind of an animal in
a box. You paid a quarter of a dollar and you looked through
a little glass into a box, and got a view of this wonderful
animal. Firet one came, paid his quarter, saw the animal,
and went away. Another came, and then another, and so
on, until the whole oommunity had paid their quarters, and
got a view, and the last man lot out the secret and told them
that the wonderful animal was only a common house cat,
with a very long tail, which the man had turned up over her
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back and fastened to her ears. These gentleman have ail
been looking at the wonderful animal. They have lost
their money and you do not hear so much grumbling as you
would under other circumstances, for the reason that misery
loves company. They were anŽ ious to get rich too fast, and
they overloaded, and they went down. I remember, and
some others here will remember, the time when the steamer
Royal Star was taking a circus from Eastport,
to Boston. She had a menagerie on board, and
in their company was the American giant; I remember
him very well; he was a very large man. The
steamer took fire, and a great many lives were lost, and
a great deal of property. In the coffers of the cirous
was a good deal of gold and silver. This man,
being a very strong man, and a good swimmer,
thought he might get rich on the occasion, and make a grab.
Hc 'ilied his pockets with gold and silver. He had only a
short distance to swim to the boat from the burning ship;
he jumped over the side, and went to the bottom as quick
as lightning. He was greedy, and wanted to get rich at
once ont of the spoils, and that was the result of his greed.
He took his riches down with him; he had that satisfaction;
but those who rested on the advice of the Government cannot
even do that. I come now back to the tariff question. Direct
taxation, is the most equitable, and decidedly the best
system of raising a revenue that can be devised, if you could
only make the people believe it; but I do not expect any-
body for some time to come to venture on that mode of
raising a revenue in Canada. Up to the time of the adoption
of the National Policy we had what might be called a revenue
tariff, although there was a great deal of protection in that
tariff. Under it, for every dollar that went into the Treasury,
the people I think paid half a dollar or perhaps 75
cents into the pockets of the manufacturers. That was a
very large protection under that system. Now, my idea of
the correct policy for raising a revenue is that prevailing in
Great Britain. They put taxes on nothing that is produced
in the country. To illustrate what I mean; the duties are
bere taken off tea and coffee, and the Government claim
that they have dore very much for the people in removing
thase duties. Well, if they wanted 4.o help the people, it is
not from tea and coffee that they would have taken the duty,
but from flour and meal something that is produced in the
country. If there was a tax to-day on tea and coffee every cent
of that duty would go into the Treasury, and the country
would get the benefit of it, because it is not produced in the
country. Now, with regard to the taxation of the people
under this policy, I am not thoroughly informed about it, but
1 have thought of the subject; and I believe that for every
$20..000,000 oollected from the people under this National
Policy, we have paid more than 820,000,000 into the
pockets of the manufacturers oi this country. Now,
that May astonish hon. gentleman; but- I say, in order
to raise $20,000,000 for the Government of the coun-
try, you take 40,000,000 and more out of the pockets
of the people. I may be extravagant in my esti-
mate; but 1 think I am under rather than over the
mark. Here is the way I illustrate it, as I have done before.
I go into into a merchant tailor's shop in Ottawa to buy a
pair of tweed pants. I ask him to show me a piece of
Scotch tweed worth about $1.50 a yard. He shows it to me.
I ask him to show me a piece of Canadian tweed about as
good as that. He does so, and I ask him : What is the
price of that? That is $1.50 a yard, too. Now, you
will understand that there is about three times as much
Canadian tweed, taking ail the grades, used in Canada now
as there is of Scotch tweed. I take the Scotch tweed for
my pants, and the duty I pay on that goes into the Trea-
sury ; the merchant paid it when it was imported, and I
pay it back to him when I purchase the goods. But, sup-
pose I took Canadian tweed of the same value, where does
the extra price go ? Because the duty raies the price of

the goods manufactured in the country as high as that
of the imported article, or it is worth nothing; then the
extra price I pay for the Canadian tweed goes
to the manufacturer. The thing is plain, to my mind; there
is no doubt about it ; and as we use three times as
much Canadian tweed as imported tweed, I say for every
8100 we pay into tho Treaury on imported tweed we pay 8300
to our manufacturers. Well, you ask, why do they not get
immensely rich at once. There are a good many reasons.
They may not be able to make tweed to compete with Scotch
tweed, therefore they have to tax the people to enable them
to make it, or they may go into other mnvestments. But
the greatest loss, I think, is in trying to manufacture articles
which they cannot manufacture successfully, and se they
have to tax the people; and if there is anything that will
cause depression it is that. Whenever you take so much
from the people that they cannot buy the luxuries of life as
freely as they could under other circumstances, if they had
the money you take from them, that I believe, to a great
extent, causes depression. I have here a table which I copied
from some magazine, showing what amount of taxes goes
into the Treasury, and what amount to the manufacturers
on certain rates of duty. These tables are made from stati-
tics gathered in the United States, and I believe the prin-
ciple they are based upon to be correct. The proposition is,
that the sum of 8100 is to be raised on imports, and of course
the amount may vary under different circumstances.

Tarif of Mai
100 per cent. R

100 gives.......
95 " ..............
90 ,.,...... ......
85 " .....
8) " ...............
75 g' ...............
70 " ..............
65 ..............
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50 "...............
45 ...............
40 "
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5 ' ...............

nufactures
eceives
99-60 per cen
99-20
98-40
97-20
95'60
93•60
91·20
88'40
85•20
81·60
77-60
73'20
68-40
63•20
5760
51-60
45·20
38-40
31-20
23-60

Treamury
Receives

t ............ •40 of
......... . .. •80
............... 60
...... ...... 2·80

............... 4-40
............... 6-40
..... ......... 880
............... 11-60
............... 14•80
.............. 18-40

...............22·40
...............28-80
............... 31'6 0

........36•80

........42•40
...... ,.........4840

.............. 54-80
......... ...... 61·60
............. 68-80
............... 76-40

1 per cent.

''
"'
"g
"t
4'
"I

"'
"'
'g
"g
"4

"'

If this estimate, however, is correct, and I have no doubt it is
and if people understood the roal nature of this tariff, or any
other protective tariff, they would not tolerate it for a
moment. But so many fallacies can be made to bolster up
this protective theory that it is hard to make people under-
stand it. The illustration used by the lon. member for
South Brant (Mr. Paterson),with regard to sugar was a very
good one. A gentleman offered to seil 40 lbs. of sugar to
some one for $1, if he would only go to the warehouse to get
it. He takes his order for the sugar, the customer goes down
to the warehouse and asks for the sugar. Oh, yes, he is told,
you can have the sugar, 40 lbs. for 81, but you muet first
psy 81 duty. That gives him an idea of what the tax is.
n my county we have perhaps one of the best cotton mills

in the Dominion, a mili which turns out the best goods of
the class manufactured of any mill in Canada. I will give the
National Policy credit for having started that industry, and
the report of the Government commissioner with regard to
our industries shows that there are four or five hundred
hands employed in that mill. I wish that mill success, as I
wish every other enterprise success; it is not pleasing for
me to see any body lose his investments; but that mill has
been in operation for a year or two; I do not know particu-
larly about its financial condition; I know that there were
large bonuses given it and that a very large sum of money
in stock was subscribed and paid up; and if I am creditably
informed that stock, though not valueless, is very
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low, and if placed on the market would realise
very little. I am satisfied to-day that if the
thing was to be done over again the stockhold-
ers would be very shy of making an investment.
I do not know that any body is to blame for this, but there
is no doubt that it is due to the encouragement given under
the National Policy to investments of that character. I
believe that any man who chooses to open his eyes and take
one honest and earnest look at protection will see that it is
dishonest and selfish in principle. I do not mean by this
that everboly that advocates it is dishonest or that every-
body that profits by it is dishonest; but I believe that it is
very diffionlt to make any one think that a policy is wrong
which gives him some advantage over his neighbors. It is
the hardest thing in the world to convince a man a law is
not good which gives him an advantage over others; but the
policy, I contend, is wrong in any case. The best way to
judge of this policy is to individualise it, to take it separately
and alone, not connected with any other industry. Take, for
instance, coal, and imagine for a moment that we have noi
protective policy. Supposing the representatives fromi
Pictou were to ask this Parliament to enact a law whichi
would give them 50 cents protection on coal. They might
make all the arguments in favor of that proposition that
they can now; they might give the output of coal, the
number of men at work, the large capital it would set afloat,
the great good it- would do the farmers of Nova Scotia by
giving them a home market for their produce. All those
arguments, under these circumstances, would be just as pro-
per as under other circumstances. Let them then submit a
proposition to this House to put a duty on coal; what would
be the result ? The two gentlemen from Cape Breton, where
the coal deposit is, would stand alone on that proposition.
Other members would fail to see that it was in the interest of
their constituents to put a duty on coal for the purpose of
enriching the people of the coal mines in Pictou county.
They would say it would be robbing our people, we cannot
afford to give you a protection of 50 cents on coal and make it
dear for every other industry and every other person who
uses coal in the Dominion. People would think it was rob-
bery if only the coal duty was proposed; but you go to the
our men, and the flour men and tbe coal men come into

Parliament together and propose a duty on flour and coal.
The four and coal mon would then stand alone. Other hon.
members would say again: We cannot afford to protect flour
and coal, because that would be robbery; that would be
making dear bread and fuel to all the people of the country;
we could never do that-and there would only be the coal men
and the flour men to vote for it. Bnt you go on and get the
cotton and the woollen manufacturers, and the iron manufac-
turers,and a host of other manufacturers,and you get them all
to put thoir heads together and carry the whole thing. That
which was robbery when you proposed the coal duty c
separatoly bas become quite a different thing now; that which
was robbery when you proposed a duty on flour, and thus
proposed to make dear bread for the people, becomes qui te
a different thing. You have to put this thing in its naked
deformity; you have to show it up in all its hideousness, to
make the people understand it. Hon. gentlemen opposite
laugh, but if Robin Hood had too many highway robbers in
his company, if all the population were enlisted, it would be
no use to take the trouble of robbing, as therewould be no
victime. There muet be victime, and the moment you have
enough robbers you stop. You could not carry on this game t
for flour and coal alone, bocause the people would not stand p
being plundered, but you get all these interests combined- a
you carry your protective policy. But you must stop
at a certain point, for it would not do to protect ail; you
muet have somebody to skin or yon will have to go on skin- a
ning yourselves, and there is no money in that. That is why î
you carried protection and continue it ; there muet be n
victime in the country whom you muet plunder. The J
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victims are the great classes of farmers, fishermen,
lumbermen and laborers. These are the men yon have
to fleece, because your protection is of no use if you
have not victims. You must have victims, and there-
fore when you have enough spoils to be able to divide
up something, you stop and do not go further. lon.
gentlemen opposite may pretend to laugh, but they don't
feel like laughing all the same. When you get all these in,
is it any less robbery ? Is it any less unjust than it was
when the coal men first came and asked protection ? Does
that alter the case ? -It only increases the evil, separately
none of you would vote for a duty on coal. Why would you
not vote for protection on coal if there was no protection on
any of these ? I sec the member for Perth laughing. Why
would you not ? I wait for an answer. Why would
you not ? You would help the mon in Pictou, and you
would help the members for Pictou to be popular and get
elected, and yon would help it to make a market for the
produce of the farm, and all that. And why would you not
do it? You woutd not dare do it, because it would be
unjust to your constituents to do that for the benefit of the
coal men.

Mr. HESSON. Correct,

Mr. GILLMOR. Correct ; yes. Is it any less unjust
becanse yon get more in ? No; but there are more of you
to divide the spoils and more to help on the system, which
is legalised robbery-that is my opinion of it. No; this
protective system will not work without victims. Some.
body bas to suffer under protection-no doubt about it. I
find on my notes bore a reference to the hon. the Minister
of Marine. It is not my purpose, I never wish to criticise
gentlemen's speeches-I try to make the best I can out of
my own material-but I was surprised at the hon. the Min
ister of Marine and Fisheries. It carried my mind back
twenty years. I remember, when the question of Confedera-
tien was being discussed in the Lower Provinces, I was
opposed to that measure, and the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries was of the same opinion ; ho was opposed to Con-
federation. I remember having recoived a speech from the
bon. member-I do not know whether ho sent it, or some-
body else--but it was a speech made by Mr. McLelan, of the
Nova Sceotia Legislature, and that speech 1 read with a great
deal of satisfaction. It was witty and able, and I derived a
great deal of pleasure from reading it, and it afforded me a
good many valuable arguments and strong arguments in
opposition to Confederation. When I noticed by the press
that that bon. gentleman was elected to the first Parliament
in Canada, I wished him success, and I folt that if any-
thing would induce me to offer, it would be to be in Parlia-
ment with a gentleman with whose views I could coincide
and that I endorsed so fully, and I really wished him suc-
cess and wished I could be here to act in concert with
him. Of course, the battle had been fought and we had
failed ; but I never heard that there was any change in his
opinion, I never beard that ho had changed his views in
regard to that, and yon will not be surprised that I was
astonished to hear the speech I heard from him the other
night. The speech'I hoard from him the other night wasjust
the kind I had to meet from those who were in favor of Con-
federation. I remember one opponent of mine who was
continually talking about a railway starting from Nova
Scotia in a gold field, and passing up through Quebec, and
hrough the wheat fields of Ontario, and out over the broad
prairies, and landing in a gold field in British Columbia;
and that was the beginning of his speech, and that was the
end of his speech. We had to meet just snch hifalutin', extra-
vagant speeches al over the Province of New Brunswick,
and my bon. friend's speech the other night, when ho talked
about the iron band which was about to cement the Union,
reminded me very much of the speech of the person to whom
I allude. 1 do not believe there is any more feeling in
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favor of Confederation now than the day we entered th
Union. I believe a majority of the lower Provinces, if theo
were out of Confederation now, would not enter the Union
There can be no bond of union under the policy of the Gov
ernment. The only bond of union that cements us-no,
will not say cements us, that holds us together-is a deb
of $250,000,000, which has been rolled up since Confedera
tion, and we have to grin and bear it, for we cannot get ou
of it, I suppose. The Lower Provinces have suffered most
their trade relations have become so altered that the3
suffer exceedingly with regard to this matter; and I believ
now that, although of those who were opposed to Confeder
ation in those days, many have gone to their reward
and others have deserted their post, a few are left
and I believe to-day, that in Nova Scotia and New Bruns.
wick, the majority of the electors of those two Provinces
are with them. I have never heard the hon. gentle-
man speak in reference to this matter of Confederation
until the other night, and from his laudation of Con-
federation one would think he was always a convert
when he talks of this bond of union that cements us
together, as the shuttle in the loom weaving us together
and cementing us. Where is the cement now ? Is
there very much harmony in British Columbia? The
Chinese war with the whites and the whites war with
the Chinese, and a commissioner is sent at the public
expense to try and reconcile things there. There is not
very much harmony there; they pay per head two or
three times as much to the Dominion Treasury as any
other part of the Dominion. There is not much harmony.
There is a volcano at the bottom; and were it not for the
enormous amount of public money being expended thero,
you would see a different state of things in British Columbia.
Is there harmony in the North-West and Manitoba that is
binding and cementing the Dominion together ? It may be
more or less exaggerated; there may be more or less party
in the matter; mon are not perfect; but have you harmonised
that Province by your legislation and by your National
Policy ? Is not everybody convinced there that your
National Policy is wrong ? And your policy with regard to
the disallowance, and preventing these people from getting
local railroads by local taxation, has not that been a bad
policy ? And in Ontario is there harmony, in view or your
interference with the Streams Bill and disallowance of it,
which was unjust ? I understood that question, and there
never was a more righteous and just law than that. No one
was injured by that Bill that was disallowed. You failed in
that, and that did not cement them. And, in regard to the
boundary between the Provinces, did you not have the two
Provinces in hostile array with each other in reference to,
your management of that question ? There has been discord
by your mode of action, whether owing to the policy or
not, all through. And, in regard to Quebec, I do not know
that there is much discord there. They have got it all their
own way ; they may get to fighting among themselves,
which I hope they will. I have understood that they are.
I have seen the combatants looking at each other like two
cats on a rail fence, both wishing to spring but both
afraid, because they thought the result might be that they
would both fall off. Is there harmony in New Brunswick ?
Look at St. John. We imported the year before Confedera-
tion $10,000,000 worth of goods. At that time warehouses
were well filled, the wharves were lined with ships, and
there was activity, business and prosperity. But ever
since Confederation St. John has been declining, and
to-day it is much worse off than it could possibly have been
out of Confederation. That revenue tariff, that low tariff of
15 per cent. that we had, maintained our institutions, and
we were in a prosperous condition. I know depression will
come from time to time under any system of taxation. But
your policy since Confederation has not tended to cement
this Union. There are not 5,000,000 of people on earth who

e are more at variance with each other than in this Dominion.
SThis Dominion is one of the hardest countries in the world

to govern. Its location, its trade relations and its necessities
are very difficult to harmonise; they are such as any Gov-
o ornment would find it very difficult indeed to satisfy, and

t no Government can expect to satisfy all. If Confederation
- is to be a success, that success has got to come in the
t future, for it has not come yet. The policy of this Govern-

ment has been a failure, so far as I am able to judge, in
almost every particular. Thoir measures have failed. Is
there harmony amongst the licensed victuallers throughont
the Dominion ? That was an interference, an unjust
interference, with provincial rights. Their law has been
upset since. Their knowledge of constitutional law
seems to be defective. The License Act also comes into
conflict with the Scott Act. There is a large class of people
throughout the Dominion who want to see the Scott Act
have a fair trial, but this License Act comes in and makes
that unworkable, and the Government will not remedy it.
The License Act itself does not work, and there is nothing
works harmoniously in their policy, from beginning to end
Thon, down in Nova Scotia, are the people contentd ? Do
you suppose, if there was not a great deal of discontent in
Nova Scotia, that any man would lay upon the Table of the
Local Legislature the resolutions that have been recently
laid there ? I do not believe they will carry. I do not
believe thore is any wisdom in doing it; but that evidently
shows there is a great feeling of discontent in Nova Scotia.
Take it all in all, Confederation is not a success. I think
that picture out in the lobby was quite premature. I think,
if the momory of the authors of Confedoration is to be handed
down to posterity, they ought to wait until they sec a little
more harmony in their work than can be seen at present, so
far as I can observe. The hon. gentlemen opposite promised
that every workingman should be employed-well, per.
haps not in so many words; but the people were leaving
the country for want of work, and they said the Govern-
ment were flies on the wheel bacause they could not give
them work. Parties in the country were leaving it to
find work, and to find a home in a foreign country.
But you have not found very much work for the working-
man. You have taken a great deal of the workingman's
earnings away to bring competitive labor into this country,
and I am glad to know that that policy is changed now, and
that you do not intend to pay the passages of immigrants to
this country in future. There is really too much stress put
upon this cry about finding work for men. I know it is a good
thing to have a chance to get work when you want it. But
mon naturally do not want to work just for the fun
of it. They want food, clothing and comforts; but they
want to get them with as littie work as possible. Now,
I wonder how much of a compliment the hon. gentle-
men on the Treasury benches would take it if somebody
proposed to find them work. Just suppose that such a pro-
position was made to them; they would not take it as a
great compliment. They do not have to work. They toil
not, neither do they spin, and yet Solomon in all his glory
was not arrayed like some of these. Men want a chance to
earn their bread and to advance in life, to make their con-
dition in life botter, to have something for a rainy day, and
something for old age, but they cannot get it under this
policy. You are taking all thoir surplus earnings
from them, and you think they are in a good condi-
tion because they are not starving, because they have from
day to day that which they can barely subsist upon. You
have a great many people in this country who have worked
from generation to generation, and yet they have got noth-
ing to the good. If you would tax them less and give them
an opportunity to get the necessaries of life cheaper, they
would have a surplus ; they would have something with
which to indulge in some of the luxuries of life; they could
educate their children ; they could have some luxuries in
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their honses ; they ould have many advantages that they
cannot have when you take away their little earnings by
increased taxation. Mr. Speaker, the Government certainly
have donc their duty with regard to finding employment in
this Parliament building, and in the different Departments.
I give them credit for having carried out their promise to
find work for men here. When you come in at the
lobby you will find two men at every door, a French.
man and an Englishman, one to open the door in French
style, and another in English style. You have to pass about
fourteen mon before you can get into this House. i would
like to know how many doors there are In this House, and
if you will tell me how many doors there are, I will multiply
that by two, and that will give the number of doorkeepers.
The mesengers are in proportion; and in all the Departments
it is the same. Perhaps I am a little extravagantin this; I
may be coloring it too highly, but I am satisfied that it is
pretty near the truth. i believe the Departments
have a great many more servants than the busi-
ness of this Dominion requires, or the people
of this country are willing to pay for. I believe there is a
great deal of extravagance. The Government cau fairly
congratulate themselves with having found work for a great
many mon here, and they have found work for a great
many people away from here, to pay these men for standing
here doing nothing. Now, with regard to the exodus, Mr.
Speaker, I think there has been a great deal more said with
regard to the exodus than there ie any necessity for;
and I think there was a great deal more said when
the Liberals were in power, about the exodus, than there
was any propriety in saying. It is not a pleasant
thing for any of us to see people going away from this
country. But you cannot help it; no Government can
help it, and no policy will help it very much. People
will come and go as they like; whenever they think
they can benefit their condition they will go. I think Can-
ada is a very good country to live in. We make a great
fuss about people going, and we try to ascertain how many
have gone by this mode of calculation and by the other; by
school statistics, and so on ; but we do not arrive at any-
thing very definite. I think, however, we have arrived at
this conclusion, that while the late Government were
charged with permitting this exodus, it appears from the
same sources of information that four times as many people
have gone since hon. gentlemen opposite were in power
than went before. But I do not blame hon. gentlemen
opposite for that circumstance. How can they help it?
Some go whom we should like to have here; sometimes
men go whom we are glad to get rid of; but unfortunately
many young mon leave us. In the New Brunswick Legis-
lature a young lawyer once rose and started to deplore the
exodus, mentioning that thirteen journeymen tailors had
loft St. John a week before. An old farmer got up and
said: It is a great pity those thirteen journeymen tailors
did not take thirteen lawyers on their backs. i do not
want to bo personal; but if this exodus is going on, and we
could get thirteen strong fellows to take the thirteen Ministers
on their backs, I think it would be a goed thing. I know
it might be asked, with great propriety, how is it, if my
views are correct, or at all correct, that this Government
has gone twice to the country on their policy and been
sustained each time by eo large a majority. It has been
said by some persons that they did not go exactly squarely
to the country in 1878. But I think the people were not
uninformed; they knew what the policy would be; the
Government might not be just as outspoken as they would
be under some circumstances, but the people were told
what might follow. If the people were not informed what
the policy would be it was not the fault of the Govern.
ment. Hon. gentlemen oppsite went to the country and
were returned by an overwhelming majority. They brought
in the National Polley boklly; they submitted it to Parha' •

Mr. Glumoy.

ment and carried it through and made it the law. That
policy was tried for three or four years, and in 1882 they
went back to the people. The country returned them by
nearly as great a majority as before. Those are arguments
sufficient for hon. gentlemen opposite. I admit that they
went fairly before the country, and the country knew
what their policy would be if the Government was sustained,
I know that a Government always has a very considerable
following. David, at the Cave of Adullam, collected all in
debt and all in distress, and all who were discontented, and
made a goodly number. The Government influence. In
their case we might add office holders and office seekers,
and contractors, sub-contractors, and all the sharks that
always follow a Government ship, in order to get some
of the offal thrown overboard. But all that does not
satisfy me as to why the Government obtained so large
a majority. There must be something else which I eau-
not find out, some secret which the Governmont will not
tell. I remember a story told about Lincoln. When ho
was a practising lawyer in Illinois, this case was placed in
his hands. A man was indicted for stealing hams, and
Lincoln had to defend him. At the outset Lincoln wished
to know whether the man had stolen the hams or not, so
that ho might know how to conduct the case. The man
said, I did steal the hams. Then, said Lincoln, you had
botter acknowledge your guilt and throw yourself on the
mercy of the court. No, said the man, I have engaged you
to defend me, and I will lot the case go to the jury. The
case went to the jury, and after a little while they returned
wi th a verdict of not guilty, to the surprise of the court and
council and overy one else. After the court had closed
Lincoln asked the man: How did you get a verdict in the
face of such vidence? Why, replied the man, I wanted
to go before the jury, because every one of the jury got a
ham. I do not know whether every one of this jury ot
a ham, but they got something, or it would be impossible
for the Goverument to return with much a majority. I want
the Government to fulfil their promises. They have
utterly failed to do so. In all ages there have
been false prophets, rnen who have humbugged the people
and promised to do things they could not do. Thore were
the prophets of Baal, who kept continually humbugging the
people, and making the people think they could do some-
thing they could not do. But at last came the test, and
Elijah called on them to show their power. Ho told themr
to call on their Gods, and cry out to thom; either the Gode
were talking, pursuing, or peradventure asleep, and must be
awakened. The prophets cried aloud, and cut themselves
with knives and lancets till the blood gushed forth. Hon.
gentlemen opposite have given us promises, and told us
what they could do. They have had a trial and failed.
Will they do as the prophets did, when they are aaked to
put the country in a prosperous condition ? Elijah gave
the prophets every chance, and taunted them a little, which
was very naughty. Hon. gentlemen opposite never prayed
more earnestly for anything than for the sccesa of their
policy. Theyl have cried, and cried in vain. It is not in
their power to carry out what they promised. The pro-
phots of Baal cried until midday was passed, and on until
the evening sacrifice; but there was neither voice nor any-
one to answer, nor anyone that regarded their cry. Mr.
Speaker, that is precisely the position they are m. They
have been crying, and hoping, and praying,and wishing, but
no blessing comes down. And Elijah said: Take the false
prophets; let not one of them escape. And they took them,
and brought them down to th. k Kishon, and slew
them there. And that is what the people ought to do with
our fals. prophets.

Mr. WOOD (Brockvilte). At this late period of the
debate, and the late heur of the evenig,Isbhll not
attempta dfnoe of the prinoiples of the ationelolicy
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It must appear very strange to the People of the country inferenees and obtained his facts, and which he first made
that in the year 1885 we are still in this House defending use of in Mdntreal, in the address delivered by him during
on the one side the National Policy from the attacks made last summer, muet be wrong; and at the time I first read
upon it on the other Bide of this House. But, Mr. his address I had nothing more than other hon. gentlemen
Speaker, if that be the state of things, it must be conceded in this House have to guide them. I had simply the evi-
on all hands that the fault is not ours that this debate iÏ dence of my observation of the locality in which I live. I
being prolonged. Hon. gentlemen upon the other side, as knew that in my own town, and in the county I have the
was truly said by an hon. member on this side a few days honor to represent, the population was increasing; the
ago, are like the Bourbons of old: they forget not, nor do value of real estate was increasing, and general prosperity
they learn. Well, Sir, it seems most remarkable that not- reigned. Well, Sir, I do not know but - might challenge
withstanding that in 1878 the country pronounced so hon, gentlemen in this House to get up and state whether
unmistakably and emphatically upon this issue-the only or not the population in the constituencies they represent in
issue before the people at that time-that issue which this House is not increasing. I believe, Sir, if I threw ont
restored to the First Minister the confidence of the people this challenge to hon. gentlemen opposite, not a single one,
of Canada, which for a brief period they, much to their especially from the Province of Ontario, would dare to get
sorrow and regret, had withdrawn from him, and that up and state that the population in the county he represents
again in 1882 they most emphatically re-affirmed the ver- was being decreased. Now, Mr. Speaker, if those state-
dict they then gave-I say it is strange that notwithstand- mente are wrong, if the facts so carefully compiled by the
ing all this we find hon. gentlemen opposite more pro- hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) are true-and I
nounced in their opposition to this policy than at any believe they are, because they are borne out by the
period since its adoption by the people of Canada. 1 am evidence of our senses, if not by the census to which hon.
sure, Sir, that we, speaking from a party point of gentleman object-if these are true, who are the traitors
view, and speaking also with a view to the best to Ontario ? Are they the men who, following the leader.
interests of the country, have no reason to regret ship of the First Minister are endeavoring to work ont the
the position which hon. gentlemen take in this respect, logislation of this country in the lines and upon the prinoi.
provided they were just a little more temperate ples laid down by the fathers of Confederation ; or are they
in the language they use. I am aware, Sir, that when I those who, if they studied the facts carefully, muet know
make use of that language I am stating that which has they are wrong, will yet persist in publishing to the world
been made use of by many hon. gentlemen on this side of that the population of this their native Province-of
the House. I am aware that leading members on the other which they pose as the special champions-is rapidly
side of the House, hon. gentlemen who have been raising decreasing; that our sons are going to a foreign country
their voices, not only inside of this House but outside of this and are turning their backs on the homes of their fathers
House, on this subject, affect a grievous tone-a tone of and the flag that sheltered them ? Who are the traitors to
deep-seated injury, when they refer to the fact that we on Ontario, if these facts are wrong ? Now it is a strange
this side have occasionally stated that their remarks commentary on the language of the ex-Finance Minister,
laid them open to the charge of not being just as and of the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), both of
patriotic as they should have been. But if you take the whom stated, almost in the same words, that in their belief,
remarks of the last speaker, the hon, gentleman from taking the facts they alluded to, the population of Ontario
New Brunswick, when he comes out flat.footed, not only was continuously decreasing-I say it is a etrange commen-
as a free trader-that, he has a perfect right to do-but tary on the truthfulness of that statement that, almost at
against the principles of Confederation ; when you hear him the very time the ex-Finance Minister was making use of
make use of that statement openly to this House and to the that remark, there were proceedings going on in the Logis.
country, we can gauge the extent of the affection which lature of Ontario, havingr in view the idea of coming to this
that hon. gentleman entertains for what they appear flouse for an increase in the subsidies granted to the Pro-
to think so much of-the autonomy of this whole vince under the British North America Ant. During tho
Dominion. Mr. Speaker, I am very much amused when course of that debate the Provincial Treasurer, in discussing
I see hon. gentlemen affecting this tone of grievous injury the subject, made use of the tollowing remarks, as reported
when we make use of language of this kind. Why, Sir, in the Globe of 4th March :
we, the Conservative contingent of the right hon. the First I The increased population has brought to us an increased expeudi-Minister, who reside lu the Province of Ontario, have been ture, but to the Dominion Government only increased revenue. so I
stigmatised by hon. gentlemen opposite, and by the press say that if we are forced to look for a new basis on which the aubsidy is
of their party, as traitors to the Province in which we live. ,raitd, riyt e yteab.is of population, and give us an increase4
They have not hesitated to brand us as such, and still they .bi, .a. .eer, on ro
affect the tone of grievous injury when we on this side of Now, Mr. Speaker, who es right, the ex-Miister of Finance
the House use very moderate language to describe the or the present Treasurer cf Ontarie? But that is net ail.
utterances they employ in speaking of this our native Another member cf the same Government said:
country. Sir, I was very much struck in the references "So, an Ontario grew in population, and the expenditure inereased,
which have been made so far in this debate to the so-called it was seen that more money was required to carry on the affairs of the
exodus from Ontario; and it is simply because these Province."
remarks have been made concerning Ontirio that I have In other words, we find the present Opposition in this House,
risen to address a few remarks to this House, and ask your for the sake of making some capital against this Govern-
indulgence for that purpose. At the very outset of this de- ment, crying out, to the injury of our Province, that its
bate, when the ex-Finance Minister was making his lengthy population is decreasing, that our sons are leaving our shores,
criticisms upon the speech of the Finance Minister, he while for the same roason, that of gaining a little party
led off in the strain that the population of Ontario was advantage or perhaps annoying this Government, in another
decreasing, in consequence of this National Policy, and Parliament the Provincial Treasurer says juet the reverse.
that seemed to be the cue which was taken by almost For the purpose of making party capital they are willing
every hon. gentleman who followed him, down to the last to ride two horses at the same time, and to take any
interesting and highly amusing address to which we have position, however contrary it may be to the facts. I am
just listened from the hon. gentleman from New Brunswick aware, Sir, that it is a very bold thing in any
(Mr. Gilimor). Sir, it always appeared to me that the school man to say anything against the Mowat Government ;
reports from which the ex-Finance Minister drew his I am aware that any one of the members of Mr. Rowa&t'
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Cabinet must be more nearly right, according to the views
entertained by hon. gentlemen opposite, than the ex-Minis-
ter of Finance; therefore, I conclude that the Provincial
Treasurer is right, and that the population of Ontario is
increasing ; and, as an additional fact in support of that, I
would allade to the evidence furnished by the report of the
Bureau of Industries in Ontario, which is most damaging to
their utterances on this subject. I would request hon. gen-
tlemen to look to the information supplied by that report,
as to the population in their own counties, before they
undertake to publish to the world that the population of the
Province is decreasing to such an alarming extent. I would
specially suggest to the hon. member for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) to look into that report, by which he will
tind that, under the operation of the National Policy there
has been a very large measure of prosperity in the county
of Norfolk. Of course, it is a fact that we cannot ex pect
him to admit in this louse; but we can expect these lon.
gentlemen not to state what investigation on their part would
prove to be untrue. Now, there is another question to which I
wish to allude. I am aware that when any resident of the
Province of Ontario declares that in this country the con-
sumer does not pay the import duty charged upen coal he
is sneered at by the friends of the hon. gentlemen opposite;
but, Sir, I am one of those who believe that the consumer
in Ontario does not pay the duty on coal, and I will tell you
why. I listened with a great deal of attention to the argu-
ment used by Sir Charles Tupper in this House two or three
Sessions ago on this subject. The idea was new to my
mind, and though not altogether converted then to the
fact, I believe to-day that the consumer in the Province of
Ontario does not pay the duty on coal. In support of this,
I wish to refer to what occurred during last summer in the
city of Philadolphia. The inhabitants of that city com-
plained that though they were on the brink of the mining
district, they had to pay 65 cents a ton more for their coal
than the people of Boston, hundreds of miles away, and
quite as much as the inhabitants of Canada, whose coal was
subject to heavy freight charges, and to a duty of 50 cents a
ton. In Philadelphia the coal companies have no competition
and they charge as they please, while in Boston and other
eastern cities they are compelled to keep their prices low,
to meet the Eùglish coal and that from Nova Scotia. It thus
happens that notwithstanding the distance of 800 miles,
which is against us as compared with Philadelphia, and in
spite of the duty, we secure our coal at as low a figure asdo
the Philadelphians, whose nearness to the mines should be
a point in their favor. Now, Sir, in the month of June last
a committee of the Philadelphia city council was appointed
to investigate the charges of discrimination of rates made
against coal and coal carrying companies by one of the city
papers. The enquiry is of interest to the Canadians, chiefly
because it elicited evidence sustaining the view I have
expressed. President Roberts, of the Pennsylvania Railway,
in a letter dated 20th June, to the committee of investiga-
tion, says :

I The rates that are now charged by our company for cartying soft
coal are made for the purpose of meeting the competition in the various
markets in which coal is mntrodiced."

And he defends this discrimination by saying:
"Pennsylvania does not suffer by it, but on the contrary is benefited

by it, because withoat it coal would be no cheaper to local consumera
while with it a large force of coal minera and other operatives are addeâ
to the wealth producers of the State."
Mr. James E. Gowan, one of the managers of the Reading
Co., also wrote to the committee, and this is what he says:

"It ha been cnstomary, for the past thirty or forty years, to allow
drawbacks on eoal bought for exportation. I cannot say to what extent
the cstom prevails now, but I can say that only for it Pennsylvania coal
would not have been introduced at all into many places where it now
is. The price of coal ia regulated by competition, and we have to do
basines like other people ; no man is in business who does not do the
bout ho oa for himself, and companies exist to make money."

Mr. Woon (Brockville).

Now, one of the strongest arguments against the National
Policy made use of by the free traders in the Province of
Ontario, is that the poor man has to pay 50 cents a ton on
the coal ho uses, and as coal is one of the necessaries of life,
that is to the workingmen of this country a very strong
argument against the National Policy. But it ls a fact in
proof of what I have read, that in towns along the River
St. Lawrence, which are separated from the United States
only by the river, the people pay no more for their coal
than do the people of the towns in the State of New York,
on the other side of the river. Last Saturday coal was $6
a ton in the city of Ogdensburg, and the same price in
Prescott, just across the river. I mention this to show that
in these matters, which are constantly alluded to by hon.
gentleman opposite, the facts do not bear them out ;
and I bring forward this evidence with pleasure, as it
is in strict confirmation of the very elaborate argument
made use of by Sir Charles Tupper in this House.
Now, there is another matter about which hon. gentlemen
opposite have made a good deal of capital. They pose now
as the friends of the workingmen. Well, Sir, it did occur
to me that whatever might be the assumption of hon. gentle-
men opposite as to the stand they have taken with refer-
ence to any particular class, they could hardly have the
"cheek," if I may use the expression, to stand up here as
the friends of the workingman. My opinion is that the
workingmen of this country have a very lively recollection
of the kind of affection hon, gentlemen opposite entertained
for them in days gone by. It is within the recollection of
every one in this House that the working classes, between
the years 1873 and 1878, were in a state approaching poverty.
It is a fact that they were crying alod for assistance from
this Government. It is a fact that the associations of work-
ingmen throughout the country were pointing out, as did the
manufacturers and agriculturists, and the representatives of
all the industrial classes, the remedies which they requi-red.
But that Government turned a deaf ear to everything they
said, and very arrogantly gave them to understand
that they knew not whereof they were speaking. Now
-hon. gentlemen opposite say: You told us you were going to
restore this country to prosperity. You told us that your
leader would exorcise his magical wand, of which the people
at that time knew nothing, if they would only restore him
and his friends to power. Have you done it they say ?
Have you been able to straighten out this difficulty under
which this or the other industry is laboring and restore
prosperity to it? There can be nothing more absurd
than this. Daring the period of depression previous to
1878, it was not the representative men of the Conservative
party who alone were making thesë statements. They
were but giving voice to what emanated from the people.
But at the present time there are no representations of that
kind coming to the Government. This is a distinction
which I wish to point out to hon. gentlemen opposite.
From every place in which there was an industry of any
kind previous to 1878, there came down to the city of
Ottawa, to the Finance Minister of the day, deputations and
petitions, representing to him the particular grievances of
which they complained and telling him all they wanted
was simply the opportunity of laying before him their case;
but in no single instance did ho accade to their wishes.
It was in that state of things, upon that case,
that the present First Minister took the position
that these people should be heard. We were thon
simply giving voice to the wail that came up from the
people all over the country, and the sympathy the First
Minister entertained for them found practical expression
in that now historical resolution, known as the National
Policy. Aud the National Policy which ho gave to the
people is juet as popular in Canada, just as strong in
the hearts of the people to-day, as it was in 1878. It is the
merest folly of hon, gentlemen opposite to compare the
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position of parties to.day with the position of parties theni
to pretend to compare the present state of the country with
the state of the conntry in 1878. What we tell them is
this: Before you can charge us with inconsistency, before
you can say, bring prosperity to this industry or to that,
you must show that the proprietors and the working classes
interested in these industries, that all the mechanical, all
the industrial classes of the Dominion, are crying aloud for
help, as they did then; but you cannot prove that, because
no such proof exists. The people of Canada to-day are
enjoying a degree of prosperity which is far beyond that
of almost any people in the world. Il you compare the con-
dition of our people to day with the condition of the people
of the United States or England, you will find that the
National Policy has proved, not only a friend to this coun.
try in her days of sunshine but also the best friend she ever
had in the time when the clouds appeared upon ber commer-
cial horizon. I believe I am but expressing the opinions
entertained by the majority of the people of Canada when I
say that the first thing that would weaken the confidence
which the people now have in the First Minister would be
the first indication on his part to depart from the principle
of that policy. I believe we should adhere to this policy
until the industries of this country are strong and firm
enough to let down a bar, when we can do so to our advan-
tage and the advantage of our people. :Reference has been
made by previous speakers to the remark made by the hon.
member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Poster), and I wish to allude
to that particularly, because it is in keeping with the
subject upon which I am now speaking. It shows
how very careless these gentlemen are in making their
statements. This hon, gentleman (Mr. Foster), in the
very eloquent adddress he delivered to this House
a few days ago, referred to the prosperity of the country.
He was interrupted by some hon, gentlemen opposite, who
referred to the fact that some men of the Conservative
party, authorised to speak for that party, had declared that
under the fostering influence of the National Policy ham-
lets would grow into villages, villages into towns, and towns
into cities. Well, as fate would have it against these hon.
gentlemen, in their organ of Saturday last, tlie Globe, just as
if that organ never paid any attention to these hon. gentle.
men at aill, there appears a leading editorial under the~ head..

we were told that the grinding monopolies which
were created under this tariff would be most oppressive.
Well, Sir, it is most remarkable that during the present
Session of this Parliament we find hon, gentlemen assum-
ing the role of sympathisers with these capitaliats. We
find there is no stronger position they have taken this
year, than the charge against this Government, that they
by their introduction of this policy, have induced men
to put capital into concerns that have not paid, and that
these capitalists, these bloated monopoliste, are now the
objects of their special attention. In the one breath it
is the poor man; in the other it is the bloated monopolist.
Why, do not these gentlemen know that the result of
all this capital being put into these industries, which if
you will, in some instances has to some extent failed,
is that the commodities produced by these factories
have becomo cheaper, and that the poor man ias been
benefited by that. In no sense have the working classes
been injured by the National Policy, viewed from any light
in which you choose to view it. [ wieh simply to make a
reforence to another matter, in roference to which a good
deal has been said. I have here a short table, giving a com-
parison of the sixteen years of our confederated life, and a
corresponding period in the life of the United States:

PUBLIC DEBT-OMPARATIVE T AXATION.
CUSTOMS, STAMPS, EXCIsm.

Year.
1868............ ........
1869.....................
1870--...................
1871 ...............
1872...... ..... . .....
1873.............
1 74:............
1875............
1876......---.....
1877........ '..:.....
1878.....................
1879... ....... ......
1880, ... ......
1881..--...........

Tota ............

Canada.
$11,700,681

11,125,573
13,087,882
16,320,368
17,715,552
17,616,554
10,129,185
20,664,878
18,614,415
17,697,924
17,841,938
18,476,613
18,479,576
23,942,138
27,549,046
29,269,698

$300,219,021

United States,
$351,713,348

336,596,828
376,749,842
346,457,849
344,390,052
299,004,479
263,167,032
265,100,137
262,415,690
247,423,527
239,102,883
246,313,903
307,324,2688
329,571,245
363,132,299
355,796,216

$4,934,259,597

ing of the extension of Ontario. I will only read from this Taking the population at the middle period we have for
editorial a few statements, but they will be quite sufficient the United States a population of 45,700,000, and for
to show not only the falsity of everything that has been Canada 3,900,000. This gives the average amount of taxation
said, not only against the industries of the Province of per head for the sixteen years at $110 for the people of the
Ontario, but also the truth of what has been advanced on United States, $77 per head during the period of sixteen y(ar-s
this side, with reference to increase in population and for Canada. If we had been subjected during this period
prosperity. The Globe said : to the same taxation as the people of the United States we

"But let us look at the growth and expansion of Ontario in 1872- would have paid into the Treasury the sum of $430,000,000
the first year of Liberal Admninistration-there were 406 townshi ps and instead of $300,000,000. I have not included the State
121 village, town and city municipalities in the Province. in 1884 taxation. There is one thing in the remarks of hon,
these numbers increased to 451 townships and 205 village, town and gentlemen opposite which must have appeared strange tocity municipalities. In 1872 the total population, according to the .e.
municipal census, was 1,425,000; in 1884 it was 1,752,000. In 1872 the those on this side of the flouse, that from the very com.
rural population was 1,050,003, and the urban 375,000; in 1884 the rural mencement of thoir criticisms upon the statement of the
was 1,117,000 and the urban, 635,000. With such growth, what, man in Finance Minister, up to the present moment, they have notthe phsseslon f the five senes, will afflrm that publie expenditure ventured to state, in any one particular, where they wouldBhould have rernained a fixed quantity? It is net simply that Borne cf
the older counties have been making progress-that new townships have alter this policy if they were so fortunate as to secure the
been organised, that hamlets have grown into villages, villages into Treasury branches. They dare not do it, because, when
towns, and towns juto cities." you go out into the constituencies and find hon. gentle-
The hon. gentleman for King's, N. B., has his revenge. We men seeking the suffrages of the people you do not find
all remember how he was taunted by hon. gentlemen across them coming out as flat-footed against the National Policy
the floor, that such a thing would never be ; that it was there as they do in this House. My experience in the
simply absurd ; that it was a prophecy that would never be election of 1882 was that an oppoenot in canvassing, the
fulfilled. Speaking of prophecies, I wonder if any of the canvasser would get hold of a voter, one of their own men,
prophecies hon. gentlemen opposite made, prior to and and would be told by the voter : "I am in favor of this
immediately after 1878, have been fulfilled. I wonder National Policy; " and then the gentleman who was canvass-
if these hon. gentlemen, travelling over the hills ing would say: "Come here and let us have a talk; I am in
of their memory, ever find that their prophecies favor of that, too; but if our friends get into power they are
at that time have proved most miserable failures. not going to change that." That is what I had to meet in
After the adoption of this policy we all remember my constituency, among other forcible arguments used to
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defeat me. That is the feeling throughout the country. I
say that these hon. gentlemen, in coming out so strongly
against the National Policy, in declaring that it bas been
of such great injury to the country, that it has hung like a
blight over our industries and has retarded our prosperity
and the growth of our population, are not representing the
mon who sent them bore. And, if it be a fact. as has been
stated on the other side of the House, that hon. gentlemen
on this side are never going to come back for some of the
votes they have given, I tell them that they will never
succeed in assuming the reins of power in this country if
they fight out thoir political battles on the lines they have
during this Session. I would like to draw the attention of
hon. gentlemen very briefly to the condition of the
agricultural classes. The hon. member for West Elgin
(Mr. Casey), who spoke yesterday and to-day, and who
assumed to be the special champion of the farmers ; who
stated that no person could tell him anything about farm.
ing ; that what ho did not know about farming was not
worth knowing, first built up a case against the Government
and tben knocked it all to pieces. He declared that there
wore parties coming to this Parliament and that they were
determined to get a change of the tariff, so far as flour was
concerned ; and thon he went on to show how great a
grievance this would be, and he made out quite a case
against the Governmont for what they have never done.
And hoemade a most astounding statement, which was, that
the policy of the Government during the Mackenzie r4gime
was to tax the luxuries and lighten the taxes upon the
necessaries of life to as large an extent as possible, while,
under the present Government, ho said the policy was to
tax the necessaries at the rate of about 50 per cent. and to
let the luxuries go free. I never was more surprised at
anything I have heard from lion. gentlemen opposite than
I was at that. Let me call attention to the kind of treat-
ment and the sort of protection the farmers enjoyed under
the Mackenzie régime :

Canadian Tariff, 1878. Americau.
W heat, free............................... 20 per cent.
Rye and barley, free .............. 15 cents per bushel.
Indian corn and oat, free..10 cents per bushel.
Wheat flour, free ..................... 20 per cent.
CHe flour and cornmeal, free.

e animais, 10 per cent............ 20 per cent.

Thon, as to the luxuries-champagne, wine, whiskey,
spirits, tobacco, cigars and so on, were all spared
heavy duties, high taxation for the necessaries of life
boing put upon tea, coffee, sugar, quinine, coal oil,
books for the blind, bibles when printed seven years,
scientific books, and all books printed seven years,
That is the way the luxuries were taxed under hon. gentle-
men opposite. The workingmen of this country, those
who, as the last speaker stated, know how to approciate a
dollar when they earn it by toil, will duly appreciate the
mode of taxing necessaries and luxuries respectively, by
hon. gentlemen opposite, and when they pose as the special
friends of the poor workingmen and the laboring classes, I
eau assure them that they are taking a position which is so
manifetly inconsistent with their provious record, that they
will make no political capital out of it, notwithstanding
thoir loud utterances. Now, I want to give just a few more
facts, if the House will bear with me, upon this question,
I wish to make a comparison as to the purchasing power of
money under this tariff, at the present time, and the pur-
chasing power of money during the time those hon. gentle-
men were in power; because, after all, it is only by com-
parisons of this nature that we can get at the correct state
of the ease; it is only by comparisons like those the hon.
member for Essex (Mr. Wigle) made last Session, in this1
House, that the people understand the practical working of?
the National Policy. It is exactly liker the coal
argument. Whon a man knows what ho pays and
what ho used to pay, and knows what they pay

Mr, WooD (Brockville).

on the other side of the line; he cannot see where ho
pays the duty. And it is just so here. Now, Sir, as to the
purchasing power of farming products in,1885, as compared
with 1878. In the latter part of 1878 the average price of
wheat in Ontario was 84j cents. Wheat is now quoted at
say, 78 cents. The farmer in 1878, sold 60 bushels of wheat
at 84J cents-receiving therefore $50.70, and he then pro-
ceeded to make an outlay of home necessaries, with the fol-
lowing result:-

5 Ibs. of tea at 75cts........ ............................ $ 3 75
25Ibo. of sugar at 9 ets ................................... 2 25
3 gail. syrup at $1.00..................................... 3 O
3 cwt. four at $3.00 .......... .... e*.......... 9 00
5Ibo. utarehaat13 ets ..... "..................'... 65
I doz. canned goods at 25 ets........................ ... 3 00
20 yds. of factory cotton at 9 ets......0....18
20 yds. grey fiannel at 456ets.. ..... O
2 six-pound blankots at 60 ets. per pound...7 80
10 yds. shirting at 15 .t..................... 1 50

Total-...................................$41 75

After paying his bill ho had $8.95 remaining. In 1885
the farmer requires a similar bill of goods, and what is the
result? fHe derives from his 60 bushels of wheat, at 78
cents per bushel, $46.78, and proceeds to invest it as
follows

5 Ibo. tea at 50e.............. .......... $........ 50
25 Ib3. sugar at 5c............. . .......... ............ 1 25
3 gallo. syrup at 60C....................... ....... 1 80
3 ewt. fourat $2 .......... ................... 6 00
5 lb.stareh at 10e ..................................O050
i doz. canned goode at 12j'.................. .'..... 1 50
20 yds. factory cotton at 7c...................1 4;
20 yds. grey flannel at 35e..............................7 00
2 six lb. blankets at 45e .......t..............5 40
10 yds. shirting at 2je . .... .................i125

Total........................$28 60

Leaving a remainder to the good of $18.20, or $9.25 more
than during the partial free trade era of Sir Richard Cart-
wright's administration of financial affairs. Mr. Speaker, I
imagine that when those hon. gentlemen attempt, to talk to
the people of .the country about what they will do for
them-for they have never done anything for them yet--
when they can come to the people and attempt,'by specious
promises to the workingmen, to enlist their sympathies with
the party they reprosent, they will find that the working-
men will not be deluded ; they will find that the Govern-
ment which has done so much for the working classes in the
past, which is doing so much for them to-day, not only by
protecting our industries, so that they can get the same
labor in the country they .did before, but also
by cheapening some of the commodities, which is
the practical result of competition among our industries,
and of the permanence of our manufacturing institutions-
I say, Sir, that the workingmen will be able to appreciate
their arguments at their true value. The cheapening of the
commodities is the natural result of this National Policy, if
it is tried long enough, because naturally in the first years
of a protective tariff, whon our industries are struggling for
an existence, it is possible the purchaser may pay a little
more than le will afterwards, but the benefit accruing to
the people after a few years will be manifest. In this
country, as in all countries, combinations and monopolies
will cure themselves. Since the beginning of the world
there have been very few monopolies that have not cured
themseves; and no monopolies can live where the conditions
are favorable to competition, such as they are in this coun-
try. Now I notice, also, that our Opposition friends are
endeavoring to make a good deal of capital out of the sub-
ect of assisted immigration, That is something which was
taken up by the Globe some time ago, and it has been alluded
to by the ex-Minister of Finance, and by all the lights of the
party opposite.' It is here that their inconsistency comes
in again, and it is just as manifest as in all the other argu.
ments they have used against this policy, You would
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hardly believe that in the depression between 1873 and 1878,
when our workingmen found it almost impossible to live;
that during all that time they brought thousands of mechan-
ice into the country; that during all that time it never occur-
red to them that it was a shame to bring immigrants into a
country, the labor market of which was already overcrowded.
Yet they stand up to-day and tell this Govern ment that they
have been doing wrong. Sir, I believe that the policy
announced by the Minister of Agriculture here, a few days
ago, in reply to the hon. member for Ottawa, was strictly cor-
rect. 1 believe it is time that certain organisations in the old
country, and certain charitable institutions, were given to
understand, in some way, that Canada is now large enough
to have a pauper population of its own. I believe it would
be better if we were to discriminate, even more than we
have done, against that class of immigrants coming to this
country. The Government have shown every desire to do
in this matter all that any Governmont can do. We have
the assurance of the Minister of Agriculture that discrim-
ination will be made against that class of immigrants
coming to this country, and that the attention of the Govern-
ment will be devoted to the introduction of agricultural and
farm laborers. But we have something more sub-
stantial than that; we have the announcement of the
Minister of Finance, in the interests of the mechanical
classes, that prison labor will be prohibited altogether. 1
say, Sir, in concluding these few remarks, that in every res-
pect the Government has done everything that it could do
for the working classes, for all the industrial classes, in fact,
for all the producing classes of this country. I say that no
Government could have done more than it has done, and
as all Governments ar' liable to err, possibly our own
Government, in some respects, is not infalliblo. The First
Minister always declared that public men were hable to
make mistakes, and Governments were liable to make mis-
takes. But upon this question of the National Policy it will
be to the everlasting credit of the First Minister, that
from the day he announced that policy to the
people of Canada ho has remained faithful to the doctrine;
and up to this moment he has shown no sign of departing
from it; but, as ho stated at the magnificent gathering in
Toronto, a gathering of the young men, the old men, and
the middle-aged mon, who assembled to do him honor, he
has nailed that principle to the mast-head of his party, and
is willing to stand or fall by it, and in that statement ho
voiced the sentiments not only of his followers in this
country, but, in my opinion, of the large majority of the
people of Canada.

Mr. JACKSON moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment

of the louse.
Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 12:15 a.m.,

Friday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FaIDAY, 20th March, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

LEVIS ELECTION.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders of the Day are called I
desire to say that I have made enquiry with respect to the
issuing of a new writ in the case of Lévis, and I find that
the Clork of the Crown in Chancery, has not yet reoeived

the necessary instructions to enable him to issue a new
writ in that case. When is it proposed to give those instruc-
tions ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No notice had been given by the
Clork of the Crown in Çàancery to the Department of the
Secretary of State, but to-day the Government have given
orders to have the writ issued without delay, at once.

Mr. BLAKE. I find it exceedingly difficult to understand
the course of procedure in these cases. From the statement
made by the Secretary of State to this House, it appears to
be his duty to give notice to have the writ issued.

Mr. CHAPLE&AU. I said I had not received it.

Mr. BLAKE. Bither there has or has not been delay.
The Clerk of the Crown in Chancery was furnishod with
the necessary information by the Governmont as to what
was to be done with respect to one of those two notices,
that for the West ]Riding of Northumberland, in time to
enable the writ to be issued yesterday. With respect to
the case of Lévis, the hon, gentleman says the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery did not give him notice, and that is the
reason, and the only reason, the hon. gentleman hae given
for not having acted in that case. My belief, however, is
that there is another reason, because I cannot see that the
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery would have omitted to
give notice as to Lévis and given notice as to West Northum-
berland. If he conceived it to be his duty to givo notice at
once in the one case, why should he have delayed with
respect to the other ? We all were informed of the fact
that the warrant had been issued in that case, and the
Government upon receiving that notice proceeded without
delay to execute their part of the law and to give the neceE-
sary instructions. They pick and choose. In the one
case, they give instructions; in the other case they delay.
That is making a convenience for thoir own purposes of
the law, which was not to be so used. The law is to be
used in the general interest, and equal justice is to bo
meeted out to all the constituencies; and, therefore, I con-
coive that the privileges of this House have been violated
and the Government have noglected a duty imposed upon
them.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not beliove the
Government have been in any sense guilty of a breach of
the privileges of Parliament. Notwithstanding the forcible
language which has been addressed by the hon. gentleman
opposite, the clerk says the uniform practice is for the
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery to - ait for instructions
after you, Mr. Speaker, have informed the flouse that your
warrant has been issued. With respect to the writ for
West Northumberland I can speak myself. The fact is
simply this: Going out of the Chamber I saw the Clerk of
the Crown in Chancery, and, as he knew that I came from
Ontario, he said he had received a warrant for West Nor.
thumberland. I said, "Very well; you had better have
the writ out. Who is the returning officer ?" He told me.
I said, " Appoint the same returning officer."

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I did not think blame should be
attached to anyone in this matter. I received to-day infor-
mation from the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, and we
ordered that a new writ be issued in the case of Lévis.
There has been no reason, although the hon. gentleman
opposite insinuates there has, why i should have delayed
the issue of the writ, if it had been within my power to
do so.

Mr. BLAKE. I have a return here, showing -that in the
vast majority of cases writs were imsued the day following;
and in many cases on the same day, as that on which the
warrants reached the clerk's hands. Here we have three
days' delay in one case, and I say the spirit of the eleotion
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law, has been violated as well as thp privileges of this
House,

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY-RETURNS.
Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to ask the hon. First

Minister if he has that little document at hand with
respect to the Grand Trunk Railway, 1 think ho has got
it in his desk, and ho might as well place it on the Table.

Sir JOHN MACDONALD. Yes, I have had it in my
desk, I got it yesterday, as I told the hon. gentleman, that
is a letter from Mr. Hickson to me, and a resolution of the
board in England confirming his letter. They were sent
with a large envelope covering certain information con-
cerning other motions of the hon. gentleman which did not
in any way concern these two letters. So I sent it back to
get a eorrect envelope.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am anxious to get it soon, because
the Grand Trunk stock is dropping so fast, I am afraid it
will disappear altogether before I get the return in.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. McCALLUM. I hold in my hand the Globe of the
19th of March, in which the following language is used:-

"FoHowing the lead of Mr. White of Hastings, Mr. Moallum
to-night declared himself in favor of a legielative union and the aboli-
tion of the Provincial Legialatures. The Conservative members are
becoming candid. Possibly they will throw off the mask altogether
btfore next election and appeal to the country as legislative unionsts."

There is not a man within hearing of my voice to*day who
heard me make use of that language. In plain Saxon, I say
the man who wrote that paragraph must have written it
wilfully, knowing it to be false, and I brand him a liar, a
moral coward, and one not fit to associate with gentlemen.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.
On order to resume adjourned debate on motion of Sir

Leonard Tilley to go again into Committee of Ways and
Means.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With respect to this
inotion I should like to know if we can, in any way, come
to a conclusion as to when the debate may be expected to
close. Perhaps we might cone to a vote as the discussion
has lasted for a good many days.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon. gentlc-
man know how many on his own side wish to speak ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think we are all

desirous of coming to a conclusion at a ressonable time,
thon h of course one cannot answer altogether for gentle-
men bhind. I do not think, however, that there will be
any unnecessary delay on this side, for I believe hon.
gentlemen behind me are anxious to close too.

Mr. BLAKE. I have one practical suggestion to offer.
If the debate closes to-night I presume it is not the inten-
tion of the hon. gentleman to take the resolution through
the committee, because there will be a good deal of discus-
sion on the details of the resolutions, and it would not do to
take them very late at night. If we come to an understand-
ing that the debate shall close, and if the hon. gentleman
should go into committee and come out again, it would be
a breach of the understanding to interpose at that time
with any observations I think it would b unfortunate, as
the hon. gentleman furnishes us with a good deal of practi-
cal discussion in the committee, that it should be taken at
an untimely hour.

Sir LEONARD TILLE Y. We propose only to go through
with one resolution-the one with reference to prison labor.
We would like to take a vote on that.

Mr. BLAK.

Mr. BLAKE. In saying that, the hon. gentleman does
not mean that he intends to abandon the others ?

Sir LRONARD TILLEY. Oh no; we will certainly not
abandon them. We simply want to take a vote on that
particular one to-night.

Mr. JACKSON. The hon. momber for Brockville (Mr.
Wood), as you are aware, Mr. Speaker, favored the House
last night with a very able speech, and I am sure every one
who listened to it must have been charmed with its elo-
quence. For my own part I may say that I was pleased to
listen to him, but I must acknowledge, at the same time,
that I was a little astonished at some remarks the hon.
gentleman made. He spoke with regard to the exodus of
Canadians to the United States. He referred to some
remarks made by my colleague the hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) whon that gentleman spoke about
his own county. He referred to the duty on coal, to the
immigration policy of the Government,to the increased popu-
lation of the Province of Ontario-alt of which I shall give
some attention to in the course of my remarks. I am very
much disinclined to reter to what has been said on this subject
by previous speakers ; and were it not that any remarks I
may make, may be read by people outside of this fouse who
have not had the privilege of listening to this debate I should
have refrained from making charges which have been made
and so ably proven by other speakers, but as what those hon,
gentlemen have said cannot appear in my remarks I shall
take occasion to allude to them myself. During the year
1817-78 the leaders of the Conservative party charged the
Mackenzie Administration with being responsible for the
depression which then existed throughout this country.
They saw that, according to the natural results of trade
throughout the world, prosperity would return again withim
the immediate future, they believed if they could pur-
suade the people that the Government was responsible for
the existing depression, that at the next election they would
be returned to power, and when once in power, and by
the return of prosperity to this country which would be sure
to come, they could and would maintain themselves
in power. Therefore, it was said from one end of
the Dominion to the other that the previous Government
were incompetent to run the affairs of the nation ;
they wore charged with being flies on the wheel; they were
charged with retarding the progress of the country. The
people were told during the election campaign of 1878 that
if they wanted high prices for their wheat, high prices for
their labor, if they wanted general prosperity, they should
support the National Policy and Sir John Macdonald. The
hon. First Minister himself stated that a readjustment of the
tariff would stimulate and build up the manufacturing
industries of the country, that it would croate a home market
for the produce of the farmer, that it would build up a labor
market with high prices. that it would bring back the young
men who were emigrating to the United States by the
thousands and build up and keep Canada for the Canadians.
Those and similar statements were sounded from one end of
the Dominion to the other; the elections were brought on,
the Conservative party were successful. They were elected
to power and we have now had six years of the hon. gentle-
man's Administration. Well, Sir, have these promises to
the people been fulfilled ? The First Minister says they have.
I have here a statement made by the right hon. gentleman
to a reporter of the New York Berald, when the First
Minister was departing for Europe in November last. The
reporter asked him :

"Are you still satisfied with protection in Canada, Sir John?"
«Yes; it has worked weil for us. We have had fire years of it, and

we are satisfied it has greatly promoted our prosperity. Our young men
before we adopted a protective policy were leaving us to come to the
United States. We had nothing to offer them but agriculture and the
village blacksmith and kindred trades. If the young men had any
enterprise, any mechnical talent, ay disposition for manufactures,
tbe.> wout tthe United Utateo with thoso facultiesiand genemally protu
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pered. Now our infant industries have been fostered and have grown
. be an important factor in our national life. The manufacture of oo.
ton goods has been a little overdone, but that is the only exception.
En and does not like it; they tell us there that we are very poor poli-
ti economists. We admit it, but we say lu answer that it sits us. We
are only four and a half millions of people, but we are prosperous.

Well, Sir, the hon. Postmaster General also made some
remarks. I read from the London Advertiser of 13th De-
cember, 1881. It says;

"Mr. Carling informed his audience at the city hall, on Tuesday
night, that he knew no period in the history of this country when it was
more prosperous than at the present moment. Many of his Tory lis-
teners were astonished. This declaration from the Postmaster-General
fairly took their breath. One man informed us that he had hlad two
days' work in seven weeks. Several of Mr. Cariing's listeners have
been for days looking for employment, but without success."

The hon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) also says this
country is prosperous, and to prove that statement ho tells
us there are 60,000 families in London, England, who live in
one room each; that there are 40 per cent. of the children
in certain school districts in London that go to school in the
forenoon without their breakfast; that there are 28 per cent.
of the children in certain districts that go to school in the
afternoon without their dinnerp, and that there are 10 per
cent. of the children in certain school districts that have no
fathers at al. Now, Sir, I do not see what this has to do
with the prosperity of this country, and I think if the hon.
gentleman cannot make botter comparisons than that to
prove that the country is prosperous, ho had better keep
his seat in future, and allow others to discuse the question.
The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) says
there is a temporary depression, but he takes comfort.
He says there are symptoms of improvement and p ros-
perity, and he quotes as authority King and Ward
lumberman of Montreal to prove that prosperity.
I can tell the hon, gentleman that I am a lumberman; I
have bèen in that business since 1861; and at no time,
during the last twelve years at least, the lumbermen have
not paid as low wages to the workingmen as they have
during the last fall and winter. I do not think we need go
outside of the city of Ottawa to prove that fact. I noticed
in the papers last fall that the lumbermen of Ottawa were
hiring their men at from .10 to $12 a month, and there
were hundreds of applicants even at those figures who
could get no employment. That shows, I think, that the
statements made by Mr. Ward, of Montreal, will not apply
to this part of the country. Now, Sir, lot us see what is the
case in other parts of the country; let us see what is the con-
dition of affairs down by the sea. We have heard from a
number of gentlemen on both sides of the House, some
telling us that there is prosperity in the Maritime Pro-
vinces and some telling us that there is net. I have here
a paper, said to have been written by a Liberal Conserva-
tive to the Moncton, N.B., Transcript, in September last, in
which he says:

" We admit our taxes are doubled, acknowledge some public works,
such as the portions of the Intercolonial Railway to connect the line w<r
had before with Quebec and Canada, a grain elevator at Halifax that
has nothing to do, some branch lines of railway which reflect but litt'e
credit on the promoters, and of questionable valne at the best, our trade
gone, inundated with goods from Canada sent to us at a slaughter mar-
ket. mercantile depression at Halifax and Et. John ezisting, which it
may almost be said as existed for many years, going from bad to worse,
no immigration coming in, no sensible increase in the population, our
young men of all classes leaving the country, not from choice but
necessity; no markets for our farmers, and to sum up, the Maritime Pro-
vines paralysed for want of a fostering care which should be directed
to build up our trade and commerce, and place the country in a sound
financial position. It has become a one man power-a Tupper for Nova
Scotia resident at Ottawa or London; a Tilley for New Brunswick."

Now, Sir, this comes from the Maritime Provinces; this
comes from down by the sea.

Mr. IVES. It smells salt.
Mr. JACKSON. Now, I have another statement which

should be authoritative on the subject. His ExceHlency

the Governor General is reported to have said in reply to
an address presented to him in St. John, N.B..

" I wish it had been my good fortune to have come iere at a moment
when, standing in the mid t of a commercial community, I mi t bave
offered you my congratulations upon the state ot trade In the rovince
of New Brunswick. It is, however, useless to conceal from ourselves
the fact that business has lately been in a far from satisfactory state,
aud that notably in the case cf the timber trade, which occuples do
important a place in your commercial system, there has been a vey
serious contraction of business. These are facts which we bave t. o
in the face, and no optimism is more senseless than that whicbh shts its
eyes to them."

Now, hore we have a plain contradiction betwon the
First Minister and His Excellency the Governor General.
One states in New York that the country is prosperous;
the other states in St. John, New Brunswick, that there is
a great depression. This is certainly a curious coincidence.
There must be something wrong; as the proverb maye, a
kingdom fßghting against iteelf cannot stand; therefore,
according t that proverb, there muet be a downfall pretty
soon. Now, Sir, I olaim that no mon ever took
charge of the affaire of any nation under such favor.
able circumstances as did the Conservative party
in 1878. The star of prosperity was then to b.
seen in the horizon. A change for the botter had
already taken place in the United States. Factories which
had been lying idle since 1873, were re-opened; iron fac-
tories which had been lying idle for three years at least,
were beginning to open up again; furnaces were being
relighted; the lamber trade which had been comparatively.
dead since 1873, ftlt the stimulus; prices were advancing;
and the country in general was becoming prosperous. The
years 1879, 1880, 1881 and 1882, were four of the most
prosperous years that the United States ever experienced.
These are facts which I know myself, for I was
doing business in that country during that whole
term of years. Well, Sir, Canada lying contigu-
ous to the United States, and depending on the
United States markets for the disposal of a large amount of
its exports, necessarily felt the benefit of that revival in the
United States; and that circumstance, together with the
good crops and high prices that prevailed in this country-
not brought about by the National Policy, but the result of
bad harvests in Europe, England being the place where the
market for wheat was established-produced in Canada
during three or four years, from 1879 to 1882, a greater
prosperity than almost the most sanguine could have
expected. Now, I claim that this Governmont had it in
their power to build up the industries of this country as no
other Government ever had. Had they, when giving the
contract to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, inserted
a clause in that contract, compelling the company to pur-
chase in this country their entire rolling stock, and a por-
tion of thoir steel rails, which might have been manufactured
here had the duty been taken off coal, instead of the coun-
try suffering depression as it is to-day, it would have been
one of the most prosperous countries in the world. But
what are the facts ? Nearly the whole of the rolling stock
for the Canadian Pacific Railway has been bought lu the
United States, and the steel rails have been bought in Eng-
land or the'United States; and I have been told, although
I am not positive, that a portion of that material has been
brought lu free of duty. I intend to ask the question
whether that is true or not.

Mr. BOWELL. What articles?

Mr. JACKSON. Rolling stock.
Mr. BOWELL. It is not correct.
Mr. JACKSON. Thank you. Well, Sir, what effect has

the purchasing of that material in the U -ited States had
on this country. The industries of this country might
have beeu built up enorlously by ita manufactur here.
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Look at the city of Kingston, where the locomotive works,
with a capital of $300,000 and employing 400 or 500 men,
are lying idle for want of something to do, and where the
car works, employing 300 or 400 mon, are also lying idle
with nothing to do. Look at London, where the
Ontario Car Works are bankrupt with nothing to do.
We also had a car works factory established in the county
of Norfolk from which I come. In 1881 the proprietor
told me that although he had not direct information that
ho would be supplied with the Government contract, still
ho had encouragement to that effect and h. put almost his
last dollar into building a factory in Port Dover which only
ran a short time when it had to close up. This is the way
the manufacturing industries have been built up in this
country; instead of the money being spent here, it is spent
in the United States. Is this building up Canada for the
Canadians ? I hold that it is taking the money of Cana-
dians to build up American industries. At this point I
will refer to some statements made by the commissioner,
Mr. Blackeby, in which he refers to the manufacturing
industries of Ontario. Referring to Kingston, ho says:
The manager of those works was, unfortunately, away
from home during the time the Kingston works were being
visited, and for that reason no reliable data was obtained
with reference to the work. Subject to correction, however,
it may be stated that even during the present dull year as
much wages would be paid out and as much value pro-
duced as in 1878, because up till the end of March 400
hands were engaged in this establishment. The car works
here were also closed down, but as this industry was not in
existence in 1878, it makes no difference in the report.
He refers also to Simcoe and to other points. He says the
Simcoe Woollen Company was started in 1883 and that
the Joseph Brook woollen goods manufactory was estab-
lished in 1867. Well, I have looked over this report and
cannot find any statements in which he refers to the Brook
establishment any further than to say that it was erected in
1867. Let me state in regard to this factory, that Mr.
Brooks, who erected this woollen factory in 1867, con-
tinued to do business up to 1881, and was doing a remuner-
ative business; hc was prospering so much that in
1882 he became infatuated with the National Policy.
Formerly ho was a Reformer, but in 1882 ho voted
with the Conservative party and opposed me in my election.
Re took up the National Policy so earnestly that he advo.
cated the building of another factory in the town of
Simcoe, and through his influence another factory was
erected with a capital of $30,000, and a loan from the
town of f20,000, making 850,000. The factory has been
running now nearly two years but has not yet paid any
dividend. It was intended at first to manufacture fine
y arn, and the most improved machinery was got from
England for that purpose, but they had to discontinue to
manufacture fine yarn and have gone into the grosser
qualities, shoddy work, for the fine yarn market was over
stocked. I have some stock in that company myself which
I offered for sale last year, but was only offered 75 per cent.
which I would not acoept. I find no statement in this
report in regard to the canning factories in Norfolk.
Norfolk had five canning factories, three of which are still
in existence, two having closed their doors. The other
three are still running moderately ; canned goode are so
reduced in price, being 30 to 60 per cent. les to-day than
they were a year ago, that although the three factories are
still running in biorfolk they are not making any money.
The hon. member for Brockville (Mr. Wood) referred to
the county of Norfolk last night. I was born in the county,
I have always lived there, and have made my home
there, and I have the honor to.day of representing a
prtion of that county in this House, an honor of which I

oel very proud. The county of Norfolk, as a whole, is, I
consider, as good a county as can be found. We have some
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poor lands there, and we have some very excellent land
there, but, taking it as a whole, I think it would compare
very favorably with any county in western Ontario. Now,
Sir, as I represent a rural district, a farming community, I
want to see how the farmers are affected by the National
Policy. I flnd that the total exports from this country
during the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1884, amounted to
091,406,496; I find that our exports of animals and their
products amounted to $24,152,184, and of agricultural pro-
ducts $18,156,060, a total of $12,308,284. Thus, 46 per
cent. of the entire exports of this country are produced by
the farmers. The products of the forest amounted to
$27,203,083, or 29 per cent.; fisheries, 88,609,314, or 9j
per cent.; and manufactured articles, $4,177,146, or 4j per
cent. Now, here is the point. The manufactured articles
le the industry which this National Policy was
intended to build up. As hon. gentlemen opposite have
drawn comparisons between 1878 and 1884, they will allow
me the same privilege. I find that the manufactured
articles exported from this country in 1878 amounted to
$4,681,756, and in 1882, $4,264,454, or a reduction in three
years during which the National Policy was in force of
$417,302;. and I find in 1884, after 5 years' experience of
the National Policy, that there was $504,610 worth of
manufactured articles less exported than there was in 1878.
Now, here le a business that the National Policy was
intended to fostor and build up, and we find from this report
that more than half a million dollars less was exported of
these articles in 1884 than in 1878, which shows conelu-
sively to my mind that the National Policy was a fraud and
has proved a failure. The other exports of this country
were: Products of the mine, $3,442,492; miscellaneous,
$687,880; coin and bullion, $281,292. The exporte in
1881-82 were $102,137,203; in 1882-83, $98,085,804; and in
1883-84, $91,406,496, or 810,730,707 less than in 1881-82, or
nearly 10 per cent. less exports from 1882 to 1884. The
only way that you can figure the prosperity or depression
of a country le by the exporte and importe, and the exports
give the wealth of the country in my opinion. Individuals
may become rich by trading with each other, but a nation's
prosperity depends upon the development of its resources
whereby it exports to foreign countries and selle in foreign
markets, thereby getting their wealth and returning it to
the country. The figures I have given show conclusively, I
claim, that this country lis in a depressed state. In 1883-84
we had imports $24,980,517 in excess, and, unless the Govern-
ment can show where this discrepancy of nearly $25,000,000
is to be made up, I claim they are going behind. I want to
show how protection affects the farmer. During the lat fiscal
year, the farmers of this country exported to the United
States 86,367,702 of animals and their produqta, and of
agricultural products, 87,508,111, making a total« of
$13,875,813. The American tariff of 20 per cent., which l
a loss fo the farmers of this country, because they sell in
the American market, deducts from the farmers' pockets
$3,775,162. They buy within 10 per cent. as much as they
sell, as a rule, and 80 per cent. of what they purchase is
foreigu, which would be about 810,000,000 worth of foreign
goods which they buy. On that 810,000,000, the duty
amounts, on an average, to 35 per cent., which would be
83,500,000, which makes a total of $6,275,162 taken out of
the pookets of the farmers during the lat fiscal year on
account of protection, of which $2,775,162 was paid into the
American treasury, and $3,500,000 into the Dominion trea-
sury. You may say that what they pay into the American
treasury does not affect the farmers of this country. I have
been doing business between the United States and Canada
for the last twenty-five years, and I know that, on every
animal that is taken from Canada and sold in the American
market, the producer ]oses 20 per cent. on the cost. If a
horse l valued at $100, tire farmer loses $20 on it, because
the duty had to be paid before he sold in the other market,
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and the same with cattle and sheep and anything that
is produced by the farmer and exported to the United
States. Here is an item which to some will seem of
very little importance, the item of eggs. That has grown
to be an enormous trade in this country. In 1882-83 there
were $2,256,856 worth of oggs exported from this country.
This last fiscal year the amount was only $1,960,197, or a
falling off of about 2,000,000 dozen of eggs during the last
fiscal year. The farmers on that article alone lost during
the last year about $344,000 on duty. The hon. member
for King's, Nova Scotia (Mr. Woodworth) stated the other
night that the producer paid the duties on potatoes going
into the Boston market. I quite agree with him that the
producer pays the duty on potatoes and on everything sold
in the American market. Where the market is established,
when there is a duty between where it is produced and that
market, ho pays the duty on it. At the same moment he
turned round and said that the producer paid the duty on
coal in the same way. The hon. member for Brockville
(Mr. Wood) last night made nearly the same statement.
The market for coal is established in the United States, and
all expenses attached to that, after the market is estab-
lished, are paid by the consumers in regard to coal. The
Goverument received this last year $1,316,381.90 in duty
on coal. Who paid that to the Governmont? Was it the
producer or the consumer? I claim it is plain enough to
be seen that it is the consumer wbo pays that duty on coal
-there is no question about it. This is what the farmers
have got to suffer. They have lost during the last year over
$6,250,000 by protection. It is time they began to got their
eyes open in this matter. I have an article here taken from
the Jackson, Michigan, Pairiot, which describes the views
of the people in this country botter than I can myself.

" Looking at the facts, setting ail theories aside, we cannot discover
wherein our farmers are benefitted an iota in the price of their export-
able commodities by protective taxation. The tarif has nothing what-
ever to do in fixing the price of artictes of export. And of our total
exports from 80 to 90 per cent. are the non-protected products of the
soil.

"'But, on the other hand, it is apparent that the net earninge of our
farmers are very much reduced by the protective taxes they are com-
pelled to pay on nearly everything they purchase for use and cpnsump-
tien.

"They sell their surplus in-foreign markets where our tariff laws are
inoperative in the matter of prices, and tbey buy what they require in
the way of farm implements and household articles in the home market
where the tarif! j operative and is intended to keep prices far higher
than they would be if there was no tariff.

" The price of their surplus wheat, provisions and cotton is determined
every hour in Liverpool in competition with the producers of the world,
while the price of much that they buy i determined by the cest in
foreign markets, plus the percentage of protected taxation levied by our
tarif laws.

" The claim that our farmers are enricbed by protective taxation is the
shammiest fraud in the whole category of frauda used to bolster up the
fallacies and sophisms of protection.

" But, say the protectionists, build up hame manufactures by the
help of tariff taxes so as to have a home market for all the products of
the soil. That is impossible. The farmers are producing 600 millions a
year more producte than the home market, after a hundred years of pro-
tection, eau fnrnieh a market for.

" In ail leading industries our present capacity for producing manu-
factured goods exceeds our capacity for consumption. There is but one
cry in a protected industries at present, and that is 'over-production'The iron furnaces and mille, and woollen mille, the cotton mille, and the
boot and shoe factories, the agricultural implement factories, the furni-
ture factories, and other great industries are suffering for the lack of a
market for their produco.

"The trouble is not because we have too little, but because we have
too much, aud.under the trade-restricting tariff system cannot sell to
people of other countries, because we will not buy of them on equal
terme such things as they have to dispose of.

" Trade is reciprocal, and protectionism is the :enemy of reciprocal
trade. People who desire to sell must be willing to buy, or else trade is
impossible.

IThen, under our tariff system of placing taxes upon raw materials
needed by our manufacturers, the cost of manufacturing in so increased
that they carnot seil their producta in competition with manufacturers
who are not thus handicapped. The manufacturers of England, France
and Germany are not burdened with tarif taxes levied by their respec-
tive Governments upon the raw materials they use.

" Placed at this great disadvantage our manufacturers cannot com-
pete with them in the markets of the world. For this reason our leading
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industries cannot incrèsse much beyond merely supplying the demandu
of the home market.

"The ouly way to increase the home market for farm product i to
strike down the tarif restrictions, which are an embargo upon trade,
remove the burdensome tariff taxes from all raw materials, permit fair
and tree competition, and let the best men and nations win.

"Our unprotected farmers successfully compete with the cheapest
labor in the markets of the world i and our manufacturers, we firmly
believe, could do with equal sacoess if the burdens of tariff taxation
were removed and the restrictions imposed upon trade by our tariff laws
were abolished.

Now, Sir, that is from a farmer's standpoint in the State of
Michigan, and it touches our case in this country precisely.
But, at the same time, the farmers in this country must
understand that it will be impossible to reduce the taxes
raised from duties down to what they wore before, because
the expenses of the Government are so great that the taxes
will have to romain high for a long period of years.
Although the effects are pointed out bore, they are hard to
be remedied ; no matter what Government may be in power
they cannot be remedied for a long time to come. Now, I
want to say a word in regard to the bounties on pig iron. I
claim that the Government have no ri ht to take the
people's money to bolster up any individua industry at the
expense of the masses of the people. Any municipality, any
corporation, bas a perfect right to grant bonuses where they
expect to redeive some roturn in the way of advanced value
to property, as in the case of a railway, or anything of that
kind, where they expect ta receive either direct or indirect
advantage from it. But, when the Government takes money
from the pockets of the people to bolster up any manufac.
turing industry, and wbich money has to be paid
by the mass of people, I say it is decidedly
wrong. Now, what are the facts ? After ail the
assistance given by the Governmont the product of the
pig iron industry has only amounted to 28,000 tons last
year. A bounty of $42,000 was given to the pig iron
industry, and I claim it is a robbery of the people. Farmers,
as a rule, have to pay for these things, and I claim it is
entirely wrong. Now,Sir,I want to pay attention to the immi-
gration policy. I find from the Auditor General's report for
the year ended 30th June, 1884, that the total expenses for
immigration purposes were $511,208.83, and for quarantine
.64,117.89, making a total of $575,326.72 paid for immigra-

tion and quarantine. I also find that $142,138.82 were paid
out for printing, advertising, &c. The first on the list in this
line comes the Barland Lithographie Company, $25,917.30;
the next comes the Montroal Gazette, $9,211.15; the London
Free Press, $6,075.60; the Toronto Mail, 89,803.92. Now I
migbt here mention that the Toronto Mail have denied that
this amoiunt of money was received by thom for printing or
publishing in any way; they claim that it was the Mail
Printing Company that received the money. Well, this
printing company and jobbing compauy, I understand,
belongs te the Hamilton Spectator, and if it is taken from
the Toronto Mail it must be given to the Hamilton Spectator.
We find also the Hamilton Spectator credited for 86,593.26 ;
the Montreal Minerve, $213; the Montreal Berald, $2,767.20;
the Montreal Industrial World, $2,500; L. J. Demers et frère,
$2,322.42; J.J. Foote, Quebec, 83,780.46; Hl.W. Bennett, Pres-
cott, $6,141.95; G. H. Taylor, Ottawa, 81,600. I find MacLean,
Roger & Co., of the city of Ottawa, Government Printers,
received the enormous sum of $34. There are numerous
other smaller items that I will not mention, varying from
$3 to $1,000. Now I find there is a charge for photographe.
I am sorry the hon. First Minister is not in bis seat, because
I wanted to ask whether this was a photpgraph taken of
himself and bis colleagues in the Cabinet to be sent into
foreign countries as an advertisement to induce immigrants
to corne to this country by their good looks, or whother it
was a photograph of himself taken in his new G. O. B.
costume given by the Queen, to be sent into foreign
countries for the same purpose. We find there were
expended for paper for pamphlets, $27,660,79. I will
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not go into all the details of that list, but I find the sum for
printing, advertisements, &c., and paper for pamphlets
amounts to $109,327.85. Next we find that $34,697 was paid
for travelling expenses, incidental expenses, and so forth.
Reading the list is John ]Dyke, agent at Liverpool, who re-
ceived 13 months' salary, $2,150.18; travelling expenses,
$9,331.94; or $27.52 per day for the whole period of 13
months, excluding Sundays. Next comes Thomas Grahame,
agent at Glasgow, 13 months' salary, $1,299.87 ; travelling
expenses,$3,334.27; or $10 per day, excluding Sundays. Chas.
Foy,Belfast, 13 months salary, $1,083.44, travelling expenses,
$2,861.20; or $8.44 per day. Thomas Connolly, Dublin,
13 months' salary, $1,083.44; travelling expenses, $,291.19
or $6.15 per day. J. W. Down, Bristol, 15 months' salary
$608.33; travelling expenses, $2,048.74, or $6.04 per day.
We find a number of lesser lights receiving smaller
amounts, which I will not mention. I make these state-
ments merely to show the people of the country how the
public money is being squandered, and in order to give
them some little insight into these matters. I find also in
this connection that Sir Charles Tupper is credited with
receiving $791 for travelling expenses in connection
with the immigration policy. I also find a further
sum of $718.40 was received by Mr. John Dyke
for expenses at exhibitions, which makes a total of
$12,242 paid to this one man.. The sum of $101,178.14
was paid to the steamship companies for assisted passages.
AIL the rest of this vast sum of money has been squandered
and given to agents and others to assist in this great work.
I claim that this is a gigantic swindle from beginning to
end. Only $100,000, in round figures, out of the enormous
sum voted was paid for assisting emigrants to this country,
the rest being swallowed up by hungry wolves knock-
ing at the door of the Government. This is an
outrage on the people of this country; this is something
which should not be tolerated and which will not be toler-
ated by the people, in my opinion. i want to show how
the people are talking and acting with respect to it. The
hon. member for Cardwell (Mr.White) claimed credit to
the Government for having changed their policy on this
point. It is true they have made some changes in thoir
policy in regard to restricting certain classes coming to
this country; but they deserve no credit for that change of
policy because the trade and labor councils throughout the
country compelled them to do so. The bold stand they
took compelled the Goverument to yield, and therefore the
Government deserve no credit. I desire to read an extract
in answer to the hon. member for Brockville (Mr. Wood),
who stated that laboring men had no grievances. I want
to show that hon. gentleman what the grievances of work-
ingmen are. Here are resolutions passed by the wage
workers of the City of Hamilton, wherein they state:

" Whereas, the system of importing pauper and Chinese labor to this
country by the Government of the Dominion of Canada does not in any
way protect the industries of our country or increase the wealth of the
producers, but the importation of pauper and coolie labor in an already
glutted labor market brings and increases poverty and its attening
evils. The enforcement of labor contracts made in foreign countries
detrimental to the interests of wage-earners of Canada will result in a
degrading competition that will break the noble spirit of labor and
render our slavery unbearable. We denounce the actions of the Gov-
erumentas criminal in pretecting the manufacturersand strangling coin-
petition by the mauy unfair advantages derived frem sucli protection,
while the producers are taxed in order to increase their number and
cheapen the cost of production.

" Therefore, be it resolved, That the workingmen of Hamilton con-
demn the policy ofthe Government in allowing the importation to our
shores of pauper immigrants, and call upon them to take measures to
return such foreign paupers as are now in our land and to legisiatejgainst the arrivai cf others.

"T hat we demand the recall of the emigrant agents and lecturers
employed by the Goverument and the application of the money appro-
priated for their remuneration to some public work upon which some1
unemployed Canadians can earn their bread. That we especially pro-1
test against the introduction of Chinese labor in any part of the Domi-
nion, and call upon the Government to send back al IOhinese now in
Canada, or enforce such a poll tai as will drive them hence.
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"That we demand the repeal of all laws that do not bear equally
upon capital and labor, and the substitution therefor of such laws that
will protect the laborer's rights from the encroachments of selfish cap-
italists.

"That the workingmen of Hamilton refrain from giving support to
either of the political parties in the future, until such time as they secure
by legislation, not promises, their rights."

The hon. member for Brockville said that wage-workers
had no grievances. I think that document destroys his
theory entirely. Let us soe what other action has been
taken. The City Council of Toronto on the 16th instant
passed a resolution to petition the Governor General in
Council, the House of Commons and Local Legislature,
praying that pauper immigration to Canada may cease, and
that both Governments abandon the paying of immigrants'
railroad fares from any of the ports of entry to the Province
of Ontario. Such has been the course taken by Ontario, and
it shows plainly that the people of Ontario, and those of the
cities especially, are determined not to be overrun in future
by pauper immigrants if they can possibly prevent it. I
claim that the exodus is brought about almost entirely by
this immigration question. I claim that the young
men of our country are being crowded out by foreigners
who are brought in and take the places which
should be filled by our native young mon, and
as they cannot obtain r.emunerative wages for their services
they are compelled to go to the United States.
And this immigration difficulty is the very reason, to a
great extent, that forces them out of this country. lion.
gentlemen say that there were more of our countrymen
leaving in former years than there have been of late, but
statistices prove the contrary. They prove that there have
been almost thrce times as many who have lef t during the
last four years as there wero in the four previous years.
This shows conclusively, to my mind, that this immigration
policy is the real reason for forcing these young men out of
the country. I can say, of my own knowledge, that five of
my own relatives left my neighborhood within a few years,
four of them for Dakota and one for Michigan-all of them
able young mon. Now, this ie very serious, and, unless
these immigrants are stopped fron coming into the
country, it is going to have a ruinous effect. We have the
climate, the soil, the territory, to build up a great nation.
What we want now is a Government policy which ivill
induce foreigners to come to this country with their families
and locate on those vast territories which we have in the
west, and make homes for themselves, and we want a
policy which will keep them hore when they come. We
do not want a policy which will drive them ont; but, with
a good policy and good laws, all the immigration expenses
necessary is to devise means to advertise in the newspapers
of foreign countries, showing that we have a country here fit
for people to come to and make homes for themselves, and
that being done, I claim that this country will be prosperous.

Mr. VAIL. Mr. Speaker, I can hardly hope, after so
many able speeches have been made on the motion of
the Finance Minister, to say mach that will be interesting
to the House, but as the debate is drawing to a close I feel
it incumbent on me before the vote is taken to refer
briefiy to a few statements which have been made
by some of the gentlemen opposite. The hon. mem-
ber for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) said that the speech of
the Finance Minister was a remarkable * speech. I
agree with him; and I venture to say that considering the
depressed state of almost every industry in the Dominion
of Canada at the present time it would be difficuit to find
another man in this House who could have made such
a speech. For my part 1 only know one at the present
time, and he is not now in Parliament. When that gentle-
man was obliged to draw on his imagination for
his facts, he was always very demonstrative in man-
ner, and very emphatic i 1hie statements, and I am
inclined to think that the Finanoe Minister has
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taken a leaf out of his book in the present instance, am privileged to do so in consequence of the statement mad
and has copied from his role. For my own part on the other side of the House that the answer to all tha
I was somewhat dissappointed in the speech of the has been said by us was the fact that the country in 187
Finance Minister. I did hope, Sir, that with the had pronounced in favor of the National Policy, and ha
evidence of the depression on the right hand and on the duplicated that verdict again in 1882. Now, Sir, when th
left, with the fact staring us in the face that the manufac- elections were about to be held in 1878, we stated that i
turing industries of the country were in a depressed con- the party led by Sir John Macdonald came into power the
dition, and the further fact.that almost every branch of country would have to submit to a protective policy and,
business in the Dominion of Canada was in the same consequently, increased taxation. That statement was
state-I did hope that the hon. the Finance Minister denied most positively. But it was thonght neeessary by
would have made a clean breast of it, and would have come the friends of the Conservative party to telegraph to Sir
to this House the present Session and stated boldly and John A. Macdonald, in ordor to ascortain whether he had
squarely that the National Policy was a failure, acknowledge made such a promise, and, if so, whether he intended to
that he was incapable of lifting the country out of the confu- carry it out. I will read his message in reply, as it was
sion and depression which his unwise policy had brought it to, printed in the .Morning Herald of Halifax, in capital letters
state frankly that he was convinced it was impossible to make at the head of the editorial column, and transmitted through
the country prosperous and the people rich by Act of Par- the country in every direction. It was as follows:
liament, and that, therefore, he had determined to retrace l What Sir John says : Neither at London nor elsewhere have Ihis steps. Had ho done so, Mr. Speaker-I speak for My gone beyond my motion in Parliament-
self, and I think I can speak for a good many on this side v
of the House-we would have had some sympathy for him; Well, very few of the people knew what that motion was-
we would have said, As you have acknowledged you were "and I have never proposed an inerease, only a readjustment of the
wrong, as you have made up your mind in future to pursue tarifr."
the course we have been advocating for the last five years, Well, that is very positive.
we will assist you to the fullest extent and help Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I suppose it is truc.
yon out of your difficulties. The Finance Minister,
I am sorry to say, did not think proper to take Mr. VAIL. I say that telegram, coming from Sir John
that course. He has rather chosen to say to the Macdonald, who was the leader of the Conservative arty ir
people of this country, I know the business of the country is this country, had a wonderful effect upon the people, ocause
in a depressed state ; I know I bave taxed you beyond what many of them believed it. No answer could have beer
you can well bear; I know I have taken $20,000,000 more sent at that time which would have had such an effect upon
ont of your pockets than 1 required for the neessary expendi- the clections as that telegram.
ture of the country; I know all this and 1 know there is
only one way out of this difficulty at the present time, and Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. Hear, hear.
that is to make a change in the trade policy of the country, Mr. VAIL. The hon. gentleman says "hear, hear." It
and go back as near as possible to a revenue tariff. may have been something to be proud of to deceive the
Well, Sir, the Finance Minister after having in effect told people, but it was nevertheless a piece of deception of the
the people that notwithstanding they have these hardships very worst kind.
to bear; notwithstanding he had taken this $20,000,000 from Sir JOIHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear.the pockets of the people-he says to them in effect: Well,
you ought not to complain, because you are not so badly off Mr. VAIL. No doubt it was a good political move; at
as the people of some other countries. And then my hon. the samle time, 1 think if the hon. gentlemen had to do it
friend starts on a false basis to show that the taxation of over again, he would not send exactly such a reply.
the Dominion is net quite equal to the taxation per capita Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, I wculd.
of the United States and of the Australian colonies. Well,
Sir, if that were true, is it any great consolation to the Mr. VAIL. Well, it had its effect on the eleotions cf
people down by the sea, who have paid their proportion 1878, and therefore those electiena were carried bydeoeiving
of this $20,000,0oo, which has been expended in bridging the people. Now, another littie piece cf deception was
canyons and tunnelling mountains on the Pacifie slope-is practis ln St. John, New Brunswick, by the Finance Min-
it any satisfaction for them to know that they are no ister. Tînt hon. gentleran teld the people cf St. John
worse off than the people of some other countries. I say it that the Mackenzie Goverument lad been apending toc
is not; and I say the Finance Minister will not get any mudl money, that they were an extravagant Geverumeut,
credit fron the poorer classes, whose bread and fuel are that tus conntry could net afferd te spend more than
taxed to find money to build a railway thousands of miles $22,000,000 a year, that lad ho been Finance Minister
away from thom, and from which they can nover get a return during the five years proviens, li wonld net lave speut more
of one dollar. Now, Mr. Speaker, what the country complains than $22,000,000 per annur, tînt that was ail the country
of at the present time, is the fact that the Government have reqnired, and any man whc wonld speud more tîan that,
been false to their pledges, that they have not carried out sum was net fit for the office cf Finance Minister.
their promises. They promised, if they succeedod to power, Now, lot us see wlat tîls economical Finance Minister las
in 1878, to make times good by Act of Parliament; they pro- expended since ho came into p er. Iu the very first year
mised that there should be no depression; they promised after ho came in, in 1879, tho expenditure was, in round
that the people would soon he made rich if they would only numbers, $24,650,000; in 1881, it was 825,000,000; lu
put on all sail. Well, I ask where are those people now 1882, 827,000,000; lu 1883, *28,730,000; in 1884,
who took the advice of the Finance Minister and put on all $31,107,000; and the expenditure for the present year will
sail in order that they might become rich in a short time? be still more. Wlat will the conntry think cf this, after the
Hundreds of them have gone into bankruptcy in the last assurances given the St. John people. Now, there la a
year, and I am afraid that hundreds more will follow in the certain exponditure wlich la under the control cf the Gev-
next year. But, as I before said, what the country has te er ment themseives, and which thoy can make large or
com i ain of at present is that the Government have not ful- al, just as they choose, thnt la the expeuditure for the
fil their pledges. Now, I must, at the risk of repeating civil service cf the country. Ths expenditure requires te b.
what has been said before, briefly refer to the means used iooked after more closely than perlaps an other. Iqow,
in 1818 te defeat the Mackenzie (o1ernment, and 1 think I I have a statement cf the expedituro on this service from
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1874 to 1885, but as I do not wish to weary the House, I interviewed by gentlemen from Ontario in the liquor
will only give the amounts for the last years of interest, they have to meet gentlemen in the milling interest
each Government as a comparison. In the last year from Ontario and other parts of the Dominion, they have to
that my bon. friend from East York (Mr. Mackenzie) confront deputations in the temperance interest from
was in power, our expenditure for civil service was different places, they have to meet gentlemen in the
$861,000, whereas the expenditure for 1885-86, according to corn interet from the Maritime Provinces ; they are
the estimates of the present year, will be $1,200,000, an confronted by gentlemen in the Canadian Pacifie Railway
increase of no less than $339,000 per annum. Now, you interest from Montreal. All these interests have to be
would suppose, if there was an expenditure that the Gov- faced, day after day, and where the money is to come from,
ernment would feel a disposition to curtail as far as possible, when the Government grant all the requests that these
it would be the expenditure on the civil service of the people make, is what they do not know. They have just now
Dominion. I, however, find the number of persons more than their hands full, and, as far as I am concerned,
employed in the civil service under the Mackenzie Gov- I am willing that they shall carry on the business of the
ernment, 390, whereas, according to the estimates of 1885-86, Government a little while longer, but it will not be very long.
the number has now reached the large figure of 679, If the members of the Government had always been of the
an addition of over 70 per cent., or 289, since 1878. opinion that the protective policy was the right policy for
Now, that is a very large addition, and when the people see a country like this, I would not feel they were so culpable,
these figures, I think they will make up their minds that the but the majority of them have changed their minds
Government of the present day is an extravagant Govern- on this subject. There was a time when they were very
ment. Now, to go back to the election of 1882, it will be much opposed to a protective policy, and stated plainly that
remembered that the House wasdissolved a year before the such a policy would be detrimental to the best interests of
expiration of the term. The business of the country had the country. And I believe they think so to-day, but having
been prosperous ; a good many people had made money; put their hand to the plough they dare not look back.
the policy of the present Government had enabled a great Now, I propose for a short time to turn my attention
many people who were interested in manufactures previous to my hon. friend, the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
to 1879 to get a boom, and to unload their stocks upon (Mr. McLelan). That gentleman, when addressing the
other people at a large advance in price ; and business flouse the other night, I thought, might have spared us his
generally speaking, was good. The Government, I suppose, reference to speeches previously made, because is statement
took for granted that that was the time to go to the country, was contrary to the facts. Gentlemen on this side look
for they saw the little cloud in the distance that might over- cheery and pleasant, and when they make speeches make
spread the wbole canopy by-and-bye, and they did not them in a pleasant manner. I do not think, under the
know in what condition they might find themselves at circumstances, that the Minister should have referred to
the expiration of the Parliamentary tern. Well, what did them in the way lie did. Ie said:
they say to the people at that time ? They told the people "They have assumed a tone of sadness and depression; the hon.
that in consequence of capitalists being anxious to invest gentlemen who sit opposite seem to be acting in a spirit of rivalry as to
large sums of money in the manufacturing industries of the who shall present the condition of the country in the most sad and dole-
country, and the fact that they declined to invest till they ful colora possible. There seeme to be a rivalry among them ini the
could be assured that the National Policy for at least another spirit of that which may be supposed to exist amongst undertakers."

five years would be continued, the Government determined to And so lie goes on. Well, I have heard a great many
dissolve the louse and go to the people, in order to get an speeches delivered in this Hcuse, and i have heard a great
answer to this question so that the country might have the many delivered elsewhere, and I must say, that a more
benefit of this promised capital. Well, the times then were doleful speech, a speech uttered in more dolorous tones, I
good, and this statement coming from such a source and hav- never heard either in this House or out of it, than that
ing been referred to in the Governor General's speech, led which came from the mouth of the Minister for Marine and
the people to suppose there would be large investments in Fisheries that day. He looked at the Finance Minister as
manufactures. The people were busy, the elections were if he would like to bury him, because the latter had got
suddenly sprung upon them, very few took any interest in him into the uncomfortable position of being obliged to
the contest, and the consequence was the Government came make a speech and go back on the views he bad se
back with about the same majority they had before. often and so strongly expressed in days gone by. When
I know that we have had several bye-elections since. I my mind carries me back to the old anti-confederate debates,
know what influences the Government bave brought to I remember that the Minister of Marine and Fisheries-
bear in some cases upon constituencies in order to have well I do not know whether it was lie, but there was a Mr.
their friends returned ; I know they are all-powerful; I McLelan in the Local House of Nova Scotia, and that Mr.
know what is said to the people when the bye elections are McLelan took a leading part in opposition to Confederation.
held. The people are told: The Government is strong, He made a great many strong statements then, as he always
they are backed by a large majority, what is the use of your does, when he warms up to his subject. He generally pre-
returning an opponent at the present time ? And I suppose pares bis speeches in such a way that his views are strongly
this sentiment prevails except in very intelligent constitu- expressed, and bis language is very emphatic; but on all
encieswhere the people are guided by principle and are not those occasions he almost excelled himself. I will read a
looking for favors from the Government, and act inde- few extracts from that hon. gentleman's speech, which, I
pendently. The Government have been fortunate in think, will show that he has changed his mind somewhat
earrying these bye-elections, and 1 do not know that that is in regard to what should be the proper trade policy for
any very great disadvantage to the Opposition. I think the Province of Nova Scotia at least. Mr. McLelan at that
that, as the matter stands at present, the Government had time objected to Confederation, because, in the first place, the
better have control of affaira a little while longer. A large Provinces were so disunited and their interests so different,
majority in this House seem willing they should have it, that it would b impossible to form a Confederation in which
and I do not think it would be very desirable for the Oppo. the Maritime Provinces would be sufficiently protected; in
sition to cross the floor at present, and shoulder the the next place he objected to Confederation because Ontario
difficulties under which the Government are laboring. being a very weak country and not able to defend itself, the
There is not a day that we do not see marked, in their militia Of Nova Scotia would be brought up here to defend
countenances, the fact that they have almost insur- the people of Canada; lie objected again to Confederation
mountable difficulties to overcome. We know they are because the people of Canada were a very extravagant

Mr. VAIL.



COMMONS DEBATES.

people, while the people of the Maritime Provinces wero an
eoonomical people, and that, therefore, the latter would be
placed in a very awkward position, and become corrupt
when brought into contact with the extravagant people of
the upper Province; further, ho objected to Confederation,
because Nova Scotia's interests would be sacrificed and her
position in this House would be that of begging for what
was her just due without being able to demand it. . This Mr.
McLelan-of course I will not say, for the moment, that it
was my hon. friend opposite-said :

" The fact that the interests of the Provinces are so diversified that
each has its own interestsa; and its centre of interests within itself pre-
cludes the possibility of a federal union being formed to work harmoni-
ously."

If I understood the Minister of Marine and Fisheries the
other night, he said, I think, that everything now was work-
ing harmoniously; Then ho says again:

" Under Confederation we shall be placed under the same tariff, and
the delegates had not looked to the effect of this increase of tariff. It
must be evident to ail that whilst we import $16.26 "-

I want the Minister of Fisheries and the Minister of Cas-
toms to take a note of this-
" per head of dutiablo goods, while Canada only imports $9.33 per
head, we shall pay into the general revenue nearly double the amount
paid by the population of Canada. We are larger importers, not only
becanse of our pursuits, but because we have tie means of paying for
more goods.'

You see ho thought Nova Scotia was a very rich Province,
while Canada was a very poor one. Then again -ho grows
a little more eloquent hore-he says :

"I cannot conceive a mire degraded or humiliating position tihar the
representatives of a spiritel people compeiled to foi'g. their political
opinions-their conscientious convictio2s on ail public questions-in
order to obtain for their people a consideration in the distribution of the
funds. But even supposing our nineteen representatives could so far
forget themselves as to turn political hucksters and offer to sell them-
selves, body and soul, they will never obtain more than a few pickings
from the public chest, which we shall do more than our share in filling.
Under any circumstances, however humiliating, we shall be powerless
t2 enforce a just consideration of our interesti."

Ras Mr. McLelan changed his mind, I wonder, before this ?
I am not, of course, alluding to the hon. the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries. Then, again, he goes on very
pointedly, and puts down 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and so on:

"lst. We surrender the entire control of the constitution of this
conntry.

"2nd. We endanger the harmony existing among ue as fellow colon-
ista by bringing our diverse interests into conflict.

"3rd. We reduce our local expenditure for roads and bridges to a
large amount, or supply that deficiency by direct taxation.

"4th. Wesubject ourselves to the annoyance and tax of the Stamp
Act.

45th. We surrender to Canada the power to tax us to any extent their
extravagance may render necessary, and which I have shown you in
the outset, $782,560 (per annum, [suppose.")

A little further on ho says:
"i Oonfederation instead of extending the commerce of the country

will rather oripple trade. I have already shown that Confederation
must necessarily impose on us a very heavy tariff and exceedingly large
burthens. The consequence of this will be to increase the cost of liv-
ing and producing the articles of export. And when you increase the
coat of living "-

Liston to this. This is very important just now-
" and of wages, you are unable to compete with other countries in the
sale of your coal and fish and other articles of which Nova Scotia is
especially calculated to produce."

Well, that is pretty strong language, and it was very pointed
at that time. I shail only refer to one other paragraph,
because it is not worth while to take up the time, though
I have the volume here and might read on for half an hour.
n e says:

" The House has now before it its death warrant, and while we may
not hope to see it die like a Christian, it should at least imitate the
Indian savage who singe his death song with calmness and aignity in
the belief that he is about to enter the happy hunting grounds,and in
like manner did I expect to see the advocates of this proposition sing the
death song, ina.mach as it will give them the entrance to Canada, the
'happy hunting ground,' for office-seekers."

Does my hon. friend recognise this Mr. feLelan of 1865 ?
in the person of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries.
Well, that Mr. MuLelan did find the happy hunting ground
of office. iNo sooner was Confeoderation carried than he
joined Mr. Howe in a delegation to Ottawa for better terms.
That resulted in getting an advanco annually for the Prov-
ince of Nova Scotia, and gave ny lion. friend the Minister
of Marine a seat in the Sonate and a commissionership on
the Intercolonial Railway board. My hon. friend filled the
position until aftei my friend the membor for East York
(Mr'. Mackenzie) came in, when the Board of Com-
missioners was done away with. My friend remained out
of office for a certain time, but ho was uneasy, and the time
very soon came, in 1878, when he was enabled to do bis part
in inducing the people of Nova Scoia to accept a
policy which he had told them, in the strongest language,
and over and over again, would bo ruinous to the best inter-
ests of the Province ho is the sole reprosentative of
in the Cabinet. e bas been in the Cabinet some
time, and I have nover heard himr venture to make a
speech touching upon this question until his speech the
other day. I am sorry ho has had to go back upon bis
former record. I an sorry ho was not in a position at all
events, if ho had gone back on his record, to tell the
House that le was mistaken in bis views, that ho was the
representative of a Province which, although ho had said it
would be under great disadvantagos in the Confederation,
was now in a good position, that ho had been mistaken in
regard to the trade policy wbich was required for that Pro-
vince, but had cha'ng(ed his mird, and now bad good reasons
to believe t thUt !te protective policy was in advantagcous
policy for the Piovinco ho ropresents. I hopod ho wonld be
in a position to go from one end of that Province to theother,
and point out where this National Policy has been of advan-
tage to the country. But he did not do it. He scarcely
referred to Nova Scotia. You would hardly have supposed
ho evor saw Nova Scoltia, that he had aniy interest in Nova
Sootia, much less that ho was the sole representative in the
Cabinet of the Province of Nova Scotia. My hon. friend
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries-I am sure ho will
allow me to call him that, may retort on me to
same extent and say: You were au anti-confedorate too.
Well, there is some truth in that, but my position in regard
to Confederation was exactly th is-I am not ashamod that all
the world should knoi it. When Confederation was first
spoken of, and the delegates met to arrange it, I said that,
I could not sec any advantage in it from a Provincial stand-
point, but if it was the wish of the British Government and
would strengthen the British Empire, and if I could be shown
a scheme under which all the Provinces could be
protected, I thought wo were in duty bound to accept
it, but I must first know whether the emaller
Provinces
federation
their local
framed, as
the subject
ficed, they
Provinces,

would be properly protected in the Con.
and would have sufficient funds to carry out
expenditures. When the Quebec scheme was
every man knows in this House, who studied
at al, the smaller Provinces were entirely sacri-
were placed entirely at the mercy of the Upper
and while their taxation would be largely

incroased they would not have more than half enough money
to carry on their local works. When I saw that, I objected
to Confederation, and I continued my objection until we got
the better terms after we wore confederated ; and thon I
said, in my place in the House of Assembly: We have got
botter terms, we have got all we can for the present though
we may get more by-and-bye, and I think we are bound
to accept the botter terms as an instalment and give
Confederation a trial. Would anyone say that I took
an improper course ? Have not subsequent events
shown that I was right in the course I took ? I am glad
to say that the Provinces were getting along very welt up
to 1879. There was no real cause of complaint. The tarif
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we then had was a pretty fair tariff, though it was very
easy at that time to show that the people of Nova Scotia
and the other Maritime Provinces, were all paying more
per capita than the people of the other Provinces.
At the same time, we had no great reason to complain.
There was a desire on the part of the people of Nova
.Scotia to make the best of Confederation ; there was a
desire on the part of the people of New Brunswick
to make the best of it ; and I believe Prince
Edward Island intended to make the best of it
when she came in; but, Mr Speaker, the National Policy
made a very great change in the feeling of the people
towards Confederation, and I am sorry for it. I am as
much interested in the Dominion and dosire its prosperity as
strongly as any hon. gentleman in this House, or any man in
this country, and my wish is to see this country prosper
from one end to the other. I desire to see all the Pro-
vinces in a prosperous condition, consequently I feel in
duty bound to tell the Government that their present trade
policy is day by day drawing the very life blood from the
Maritime Provinces. I do not want to array one Province
against another, but I do not want the people of Nova Scotia
to suppose that they are being ruined by Confederation;
but I do want them to understand that the cause of their
unsatisfactory condition at the present time is bad Govern-
ment and the National Policy; it is because of a protective
policy which is not suited to our Province, and which the

inisterof Marine educated the people of Nova Scotia up
to believe would be ruinous to us.

Mr. McLELAN. Not a protective policy, but a National
Policy.

Mr. VAIL. Well, is not this National Policy a protoctive
policy? That is just where the trouble is. Ifit was a proper
National Policy instead of a protective policy the people
would not be so opposed to it, but the trouble is, it is a highly
protective policy; and the people have never been accus-
tomed to such excessive taxation. The trade returns show
that this policy takes more money out of the people of the
lower Provinces, according to their populaiion, than it does
out of the people of the other Provinces, and thus it works
unfairly and unjustly to then. Mr. Speaker, I bave
extracted fromn the trade returns some figures showing Lhe
amount of duty that we have paid in Nova Scotia since
the National Policy came into full operation. We paid
in 1880, $1,298,573, which was about the amount that
we paid previous to that time. Now in the first year after
that the difference between what was collected in 1880 and
in 1881 was $200,658; in 1882 it was $459,000; in
1883, 8535,000; in 1884, $608,600, making in the four
years an increase under the National Policy of
$1,803,570. Now, Mr. Speaker, had we imported a larger
amount of goods we would have no reason to complain,
because we must, as a matter of course, pay a larger amount
upon a larger importation. But that is not the case. The
value of the dutiable goods we imported in 1884 was only
$6,468,000, and on that sum we paid over $1,900,000
whereas, in 1879, we only paid $1,183,000 on $6,829,000
of dutiable goods imported. I may now, perhaps,
refer to the bread tax. This is a heavy tax
on the Maritime Provinces, and bears very hardly upon
the poorer classes of the people, who pay the largest portion
of this tax. The amount col-lected on corn meal is
very large, and we know that that is consumed mostly by
the poorer classes, and by the lumbermen and fishermen.
Now, the Finance Minister has collected from the poorer
classes of the people in Nova Scotia, since the National
Policy was introduced, up to the 1st of December, 1884,
$332,000 on breadstuffs alone. That is a very heavy tax, and
I did hope, Mr. Speaker, that after the Finance Minister
acknowledged that he bas taken $20,000,000 more out of the
pockets of the people in the last four or five years than he
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required for the ordinary expenses of the country, that lie
would to have taken this duty off flour and meal-I may say,
off the staff of life-which is such a heavy burthen on
the people in the Maritime Provinces. I hope the
hon. gentleman will yet see his way clear to do so.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I have referred to the protective policy,
and I have shown pretty clearly, I think, that it
bears hardly upon the Maritime .Provinces. I have
looked at this report of the commissioner sent
down to examine into the industries of Nova Seotia, but I
have not been able to extract much information from
it. It appears that the commissioner went to Halifax and
after that visited only two or three of the central counties,
so of course he could not make a very extensive or reliable
report. But taking it on the whole, it is not, I suppose, as
as far as it goes, what I may call a very unfair
report. The greatest unfairness about it, I think, is the
rather important omission, that he bas entirely neglected to
tell us how many industries have been closed up since the
National Policy was introduced. Now, Mr. Speaker,
I pretend to know something about the Province
of Nova Scotia, and I have taken some little pains to
get information in regard to the position of that Province
from one end to the other. I think I know more about it
than the commissioner that was sent there, and I can tell
the House pretty clearly what changes have been made,
how many manufactories have been established and
how many have been closed. In Yarmouth, since
the protective policy was introduced, they have estab-
lished a woollen mill, a duck factory, and a knit-
ting factory. I do not know that there has been any indUs-
try elosed ip. ln Digby County there has been nothing estab-
shed since 1878. Wo had at that time three large tanneries,
two within a stone's throw of each other, and a third not
more than two miles away. They were all doing a fairly
prosperous business up to the introduction of the Protective
Policy; they are all closed up now, and there is not a man
to be seen about them. In Annapolis County there has
been nothing established, and two foundries and one organ
factcry have been closed. I am not sure, but I think the
organ factory was removed to Truro, in the county repre-
sented by the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries. As
regards King'sCounty, I have not been able to get much
information, but if there have been any changes made for the
better, which I doubt, they have been very slight indeed,
and are in no manner due to the Protective Policy. In
Hants there was a cotton mill established, which is now
running at the expense of the owners of the stock. They
have not paid any dividend, I think-so far at all events.
Whether they have or not, I am quite sure they have not
made a dollar. This last year the factory was closed for
some time. I do not know whether it is running now or not.

Mr. ALLISON. Will the hon. gentleman allow me to
read from the Windsor Courier a statement regarding that
factory ?

Mr. VAIL. I have no objection to the hon. gentleman
interrupting me if I make a misstatement, but unless he
can correct me, I think he asks too much, when lie asks me
to allow him to read the paper now.

Mr. ALLISON. I think that is the best refutation of the
statement made by the lion. member.

Mr. VAIL. No doubt what the hon. gentleman says is
correct in regard to the newspaper article, but we can't
always rely on what appears inthe newspapers. I acknow-
ledge that a statement made of the gentleman's own know-
ledge would be entitled to some weight, and I shall be very
glad to receive any explanations he has to make, ho may
know something in regard to the cotton factory that I do
not know ; but I know that it has not made any money, and
that it was closed for a certain time this autumn, whether
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it is closed now or not, I am not prepared to say. The coi-
pany, I was told, opened negotiations with the Upper Pro-
vince manufacturers for the purpose of establishing fixed
prices at which the product should be sold,and it was said that
unless they were able to make this arrangement they would
not be able to run the mill. That I know. In allatiax there
have been three sugar refineries and one cotton mill estab-
lished. The stock of the old sugar rofinery is about
$350,000 or $360,000. At the annual meeting held during
this year, since Parliament opened, the annual statement
was presented, and it sbowed as the result of the
year's operations that the concern had lost $208,000. I
think that is a pretty big loss considering that the capital
is only about $360,000. The refinery in my opinion, has
not been of much advantage to the stockholders, as it has
only paid one small dividend since it commenced operations.
The cotton mill las been running, but I do not think it has
made any money or declared a dividend. One foundry bas
been closed. I am not quite sure whether it was closed
after 1878 or about that time; but at all events it is closed
now. A second one, which was a very important industry
in the town of Dartmouth, where the junior member for
Halifax resides, went into bankruptcy last fall. That is
about all the National Policy has done for Halifax. In
Shelburne, I understand, a small wollen mill has been
established, which employs about balf a dozen bands. There
is also a trunk factory which employs four or five hands. In
Queen's nothing whatever has been established; and one
foundry, which was doing considerable business before the
Protective Policy was introduced, bas failed, and is now
closed. In Lunenburg, a small woollen mill, which em-
ploys about half a dozen bands, las been established. I
think that is all that the National Policy has done for that
county. In Colchester, the county represented by the Min-
ister of Marine and Fisheries, a hat and cap factory, a knit-
ting factory, and a canned milk industry, have been
established. I do not think the protective policy has done
very much for the last named, for I am not aware that any
change was made in the dutios which would help that
industry very much. On the other hand, the large steel
works, which the Minister of Marine and Fisheries told us the
other day was one of the industries the National Policy was
especially designed to build up and foster, failed last year,
and the concern is in liquidation now, as my hon. friend
near me says; it is in the bands of assignees. So, notwith-
standing the fact that the country was called upon to pay a
tax of $1.50 a ton on iron as a bounty to that company to
keep it alive, it is dead now, although it was able to run
before 1878, and had been running many years before that
time. Beasides, the Union woollen mills near Truro have
failed. One would hardly suppose that the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, being a member of the Government,
would allow any industry in his county to fail under what
ho calls a National Policy. The Archibald tannery, also
near Truro, which was a large concern, is now closed.
There was a shoe factory which did a pretty large business
there, and it is also closed. Now, after this exhibit, I
should like hon, gentlemen, the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries included, to tell me what the National Policy has
done for the county he represents. There are more indus-
tries closed, and the moet important industries in that
county have been closed up since 1878. Alt the most
important industries that were established prior to 1878 are
closed. Yet I am told that the National Policy is the policy
that should be carried out in the interests of the Maritime
Provinces. I have inquired respecting Cumberland, and I
cannot find that any new industries have been established
in that county. We had woollen mills establishod there
before the National Policy, and I recollect seeing the pro-
prietor of one of them at the exhibition in Halifax, when ho
was ekhibiting his cloths there after the National Policy
was introduced. He told me, at that time, showing me his

cloth, that ho could manufacture at a profit previons to the
introduction of the protective policy; that ho wanted no
National Policy. He said ho was satis.ed the inducements
hield out by the Governmenit under the protective policy to
invest monov in different industries would resuit, before
many years had passed, in such compotition as would p-ove
the ruin of those industries, and bis words have often
occurred to me inl the last year or two. He was a prophot,
and ho oxactly prodicted what has taken place, for that is
the injury which the National Policy has donc to the
industries of this couutry, and it is from the effects
of over-competition that they are suffering at the pre-
sent time. I go on to tho county of Pictou. A glass
factory and steel works have been established there. I
believe they are doing a very fair business at the present
timo; at all events they are working. During the last
year two of the largest tanneries in that county, which
were the largest in Nova Scotia and as large as any
in the Dominion, were closed ; and either one of those
tanneries, if I am correctly informed, employed more men
than the two new industries, the glass factory and steel
works put together. I ask, therefore, what has the National
Policy done for Pictou county ? I proceed to Antigonish,
nothing established there; Guysboro, nothing there; Rich-
mond, nothing there; Inverness, I am not quite sure about
that county; but if any new industry as been established
it is on a very, very small scate indeed. There has been
nothing in Victoria ; and I bolieve nothing of any con.
sequence in Capo Breton. 1 ask this Houso why it is that
hor. gontlomon, whîo ought to know botter and who, I
bo!ieve, do know botter, wilIl stand up and speak in favor of
the National Policy whon th.' result of it lias beu as I have
statod. I will turn for One moment to the report of the com-
missioner who was sent out to investigate the industries of
the Maritime Provinces, and read a few extracts from that
report. It scoms that in the county of Halifax ho visited
about 45 manufactories, largo and small. Of this number,
although bis business was doubtless to get an expression of
opinion in favor of the protective policy, 27 of them said
nothing, 9 of them have spokon out against the National
Policy, and 9 have spoken in favor of it. lie says :

" Th Acadia steam biscuit fac tory and conte tionery proprietor gays:-
In 1878 thii establishment only manufactured coatectionery; in 1882

the biscuit business was added. We find openings for business in New
Brunswick, Prince Edward Island and Nova Scotia. The Upper
Canadians are our most troublesome competitors. They 'slaughter '
their goods in our territory,supplying customers at figures below their own
prices, and selling also to retail dealers in a way that interferes with
the wholesale dealer. We would have no difficulty in successfully
competing, if the Western Provinces' men would only sell at western
home prices. Time will, in all probability, cure this evil.' "

Here is another extensive concern of which he says:
" Macdonald & Co., extensive brass founders, steam and bot water

engineers, plumbers, coppersmiths, gas fitters and hoopers, were in-
disposed to furnish information of any kind. This concern was started
in 1865."

Now that does not look as if they were favorable to the
National Policy, or that it was necessary to their existence
because they had been running since 1865. Here is another
person who speaks of the National Policy :

" The National Policy affects us beneficially in the caudy line, but
otherwise, in some respects at least, in other lines. For instance, the
duty on coal is against us; only a day or two ago we paid $100 on a
cargo cf hard coal, of which, by the way, we use a considerable
quantity. There are other articles also which occupy a place objection-
able tous on the dutiable tariff list. But onecan't expect everythingin
his own favor. Other industries than ours must share in the benefit
derivable from the protective system which the National Policy
supplies.'

Longard Bros., steam and hot water hoaters, machinista
and stove fitters, remark :

" That they have plenty of work, and could do more if their facilities
were extended. They make this reference to the tariff:-' The duties on
articles used in our business, which we obtain from the United States,
are too high. Sa far, we have not been able to obtain in the Dominion
satisfactory articles for fittings, either in oopper, bran or iron."
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lere is another:
Il R. Taylor, of the Halifax boot and shoe factory, carries on extensive

works and manages with skill and prudine a very large business His
works are located on the continuation of Brunswick Street (formerly
Barrack Street), and hia warerooms, etc , are on Hllis Street, He has
been in business fourteen years and bas made considerable progress
during that period, adding from time to time to his outfit machines of
the latest and most improved designs. The proprietor, judging from
the tenor of his remarks, is not an ardent Unionist nor yet an admirer of
the National Policy. He says :-"Business is dull. Confederation is
one cause of this dulness, and the National Policy is another. The
duties on certain articles used in manufacturing boots and shoes, such
as serge, elastic, and findings in general, is objectionable. These articles
are not made in the Dominion, nor even in the United States, except,
perhaps, in the case of a few articles. There is not sufficient encourage-
ment to warrant any one engaging in thoir manufacture. Wo get our
suppliesfrom England. Serge was duty free before the National Policy
came into force."

After Rocess.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 106) for the relief of Alice Elvira Evans (from
the Senate).-(Mr. Edgar.) On a division.

Bill (No. 107) for the relief of George Louis Ermil Hatzfeld
-(front the Senate).-(Mr. Kilvert.) On a division.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I would wish to divide the
House on these Bills, but the House is so thin this evening
that I do not think it would be fair to do so. Therefore, I
make this statement with reference to these and any other
Bills of the same character which may come up this even-
ing.

That does not say much in favor of the National Policy O
for that industry.1CONSIDERED IN COMM[TTEE-TIRD]READING.

Mr. BOWELL. It shows the impartiality of the report.

Mr. VAIL. I am glad that it is impartial in one respect.
He bas made a pretty fair report, but ho bas left out, as I
before said, what is a very important thing, and that is a
statement of the number of factories closed in the Province
of Nova Scotia since the National Policy was introduced.

" J. P. Mott & Co. carry on a large spice factory and lime and soap
works in Dartmouth, but the leading proprietor was decidedly reticent,
considering that neither the country nor any one or more individuals in
it had any right to a knowledge of bis business. That the works were
started some 37 years ago is all the knowiedge that could be gathered
from a direct interview with Mr. Mott.''

I may say knowing that genîtlemin I arn pietty sure that is
just about what he wotd say. Ilero is a statement fron a
firm who have always been Unionists, and who have, I
believe, been friends of the prescnt Government, and would
like to be yet if they had not scen that the present policy
was injuring many of the industries in the Province of
Nova Scotia instead of benefiting them::-

"Gordon & Keith's furniture factory is the successor of a cabinet
making business conducted prior to 1860, by Thompson & Esson, in the
old-fashioned style. The new proprietors, in a little while, revolution-
ized the business. They secured spacious warerooms and established a
factory, into which tbey introduced the latest ma-hinery. Their enter-
prise and pluck received fitting reward ia an enlarged and lucrative
business, the principal market being Nova Scotia. Mr. Keith, of this
firm, was pleased to remark as follows:-

I see the senior member for iHalifax is present, and I am
sure he will at least take what Mr. Keith says as very near
the truth.-

" The National Policy operates badly in our business It imposes
duties on many things used in the manufacture of our goods, such as
upholstery goods, hair-cloth, curled hair, coveringmaterials of allkinde,
British mirror plates, castors and furniture hard ware generally. With
respect to hair-cloth and curled hair, it is a well known fact that they
are not, and as respects the latter, cannot be supplied ln the Dominion.
The same may be said of the mirror plates. Then, as to the castors, it is
a fact that they eau be purchased in the United States and laid down in
Halifax, duty paid, at a lower figure than that at which Smart, of Brock-
ville, whob has undertaken their manufacture, can supply them. Then,
as to the other articles of furniture hardware, so long as they are not
made in the Dominion, they should at least come in fiee, or under a
modified rate. ln fact, if our tariff rates on the articles named were
reduced, we could secure an entrance into the Newfoundland market.
The Americans can now undersell us in our own market in the matter of
bair mattresses.''

Here is another:
"F. Mamford & Son, Dartmouth, engaged in the manufacture of ships'

knees and in general forging. Tbey complain that ships' kaees are
allowed to come into the Dominion duty free, and that the duty on coal
bas increased the cost of that article from $1.85 to $2.25 at the mines,
and, per consequence, advanced the cost of knee manufacturing. Messrs.
Mumford & Son have a commodious establishment, the heavy hammers
and other appliances in which are driven by team."

That is the only reference I shall make to these reporta.

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

Bill (No. 37) further to amend the A.t to incorporate the
South Saskatchewan Valley Railway Company.-(Mr.
Robertson, Hamilton.)

SECOND READING.
Bill (No. 97) for the relief of Fairy Emily Jane Terry-

(from the Senate).-(Mr. Taylor.) On a division.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

Mr. VAIL. When you left the Chair, Sir, I was refer-
ring to the different industries that had been reported upon
by the commissioner appointed to make enquiry into their
working in the Province of Nova Scotia. I stated that, so
far as the Province was concerned, the National Policy had
been of no advantage ivhatever, and that no industries of
any consequence had been established in addition to what
existed under the former policy. I did not refer to New
Brunswick, because I know very little about the condition
of the industries there, and because the hon. members for
Queen's and Charlotte, N.B., went very fully into that sub-
ject a few days ago, and I hope their speeches will be read
by every person in that Province. But I may state that
the cotton manufactory in St. John, N.B, lias, I under-
stand, gone into liquidation; so that old concern, which
was in active operation for several years prior to the
introduction of the protective policy, and was doing a
prosperous business, has had to go down under this
policy, which was especially designed, the Government
said, to build up andfoster. ion. gentlemen on the
other side of the House are very fond of asserting that this
discussion is confined to the question of protection versus
f ree trade. Their idea evidently is to lead the country to
suppose that the policy of the Opposition is a free trade
policy. Why, Mr. Speaker, to talk now about a free trade
policy, when we are only about 4,500,000 people,with a debt
of 6250,000)000, on which we are obliged to pay interest
besides raising a sufficient amount to cover our annual expen-
diture on public works and for carrying on the Government,
would be simply nonsense. We must raise a considerable
amount in this country, I am sorry so say, for a good many
years to come, and a revenue tariff must necessarily, in
the present state of things, be a protective tariff. Therefore
I hope that hon. gentlemen who talk about protection versus
free trade will in future discuss the question of protection
versus a revenue tariff. Some hon. gentlemen opposite
wuild lead the Hlouse to suppose that there was no discord
at present among the different Provinces, that everything
was working harmoniously, and that the people were con-
tented, prosperous and happy. But one of the hon. gentle-
men, the member for Queen's, P.E.I., who preceded me
on this side, pointed out that:in the city of St. John, N.B,
at a meeting of the Board of Trade, very strong resolutions
were passed in favor of joining the United States. In
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Halifax I know there is a great deal of dissatisfaction with
the protective policy, and a great many people there, and I
may say all over Nova Scotia, are beginning to lose
hope in the future of that Province. In Prince
Edward Island I find that discontent exists there
also. I notice in a newspaper that the Premier of
Prince Edward Island, Mr. Sullivan, announced to-day
he would move an address to Queen Victoria "repre-
senting the failure of the Canadian Government to
carry out that part of the terms of Confederation which
requires maintenance of the steatm service for mails and
passengers between Prince Edward Island and the main
]and, and praying the Queen to compel Canada to fulfil the
terms of the union ani compensate Prince Edward Island
for ion-fulfilment in the past." That takes in the whole
three Maritime Provinces, in which it is evident there is a
great deal of discontent. If there is discontent in those
Provinces, the present Government is to blame for il. There
was no discontent of any consequence prior to the introduc-
tion of this protective policy in 1879. The people, generally
speaking, were contented, they had made up their minds to
make the best of Confederation, and it is lamentable that
to-day these Provinces should be clamoring for some change
which none of us would desire to sec brouglit about. I intend
to refer shortly to the charges made against us by hon.
gentlemen opposite, of attempting to make it appear that the
country is not in a prosperous state. The hon. member for
King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster) stated emphatically the other day
that he defied any gentleman on this aide to point out any
statement coming from any responsible source, made by any
responsible person, that the present Government had ever
declared that they could make times good by Acts of Parlia-
ment. Well the hon. member for Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr.
Davies) read a portion of a speech made by Sir Charles
Tupper in 1878, and the quotation is so apt, besides being
short, that I think it will bear repetition. Sir Charles
Tupper said:

" The hon. gentleman ought to know that if governments are good
for anything they are good to increase the prosperity of the country
by Acts of Parliament."

That is very positive and emphatic, and there can be no ques-
tion as to its meaning, and ought to satisfy the member for
King's, N.B., that he was not well informed on the subject.
Gentlemen on the other side complain of us for saying that the
people are leaving the country and that times are hard."
Well, I notice that in the debate on the Bodget in 1878 the
right hon. gentleman, now leader of the Government, used
this language:

" It is not the tariff but the debt that makes the taxation."
Well, I think we have a debt now, and we must tie cessarily
have taxation.

"If we incur a debt, the moment we incur it our obligations have to
be carried out; and it matters not how th- is done, we increase the
debt pro tanto. It is the debt that makes the taxation, and the tariff
only regniates the mode by which-that debt can be defrayed. Hon.
gentlemen opposite sneer at the statement that thousands of our people
had left the country to seek employment in the United States."

Then again, in reply to Mr. Ross, who was then representing
Middlesex, the right hon. gentleman said:

"He spoke also as if the depression could be denied. Who denies it?
Is it denied in Ottawa; would any man who walks the streets in Ottawa
deny the depression ?"

Well, that is pretty strong. No doubt a good many men
were at that time out of employ, but where are the mon
now who were engaged in the workshops thon ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. At work.
Mr. VAIL. If they are, it is in the United States,

or somewhere else out of this country. They have all
Ieft since 1878. Hon. gentlemen opposite ought at least to
hesitate before charging us with making use of language
calculated to injure the country when we say there is great
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depression in the country. They should have known that
their higLh tariff could only benefit a few while the masses
would be injured by it. I am now going to refer to a
statement made by Sir A. T. Galt in 18f6, in regard to the
effect of protection upon a country, ard as ho is a well
known authority, his remarks will, no doubt, receive atten-
tion:

" But if we are to succeed in getting immigrants to Canada we must
not lose sight of the fact that it must be made attractive to them, It
must be a cheap country. Immigrants must not find that it was dear as
other countries which perbaps offer more advantages. That led to a
consideration of the question of the high duties on imports. High rates
had unquestionably made the United States a dear country, and Canada
comparatively cheap, because of its moderate duties, which afford
perbapg the mot direct compensation for the natural advantages which
the adjoining Republic possess over the Dominion. (Hear). He did
not believe there was any advantage whatever in the doctrine of extreme
protecti n. (Renewed applause). He did not believe it was possible
to develop manufactures on any large scale by high duties. Ourmarket
is too limited, we have only four millions of people to supply, ani it
must be clear that the reasult of high duties would be to create an artificial
industry which did not rest on its own intrinsic strength and merit. It
was to be observed that protection (high duties) enhanced the cost of
every other article as well as that in which a particular manufacturer
might be interested. It rendered it more expensive for every manufac-
turer to manufacture his goods. If every thing the boot and shoe
maker was protected by high duties, it was evident that his goods
must be dearer. The result would be that exportation of our surplus
goods to foreign cuntries would be impossible.

" We cannot have an export trade if the goods are artificially made
dear in this country. We h-ve in the United States a most complete
example of that. There is a country which ought to be the cheapest
country in the world, which bas the largest amount of available land and
every natural advantage, and yet by a wrong system of legislation and
economic policy the people have succeeded for many years past in making
it one of the dearest countries in the world instead of the cheapest."

That is the language of Sir Alexander Galt in 1876. I shall
not refer te that matter farther. I am now about te pass
te some observations made by the junior member for Hali-
fax, who, I am sorry te see, is not in his place. However,
it is not my fault, as I gave him notice before yeu, Sir,
left the chair at 6 o'clock, that I intended te refer te his
statements. Before doing so I would just refer te one
remark made by the member for Gloucoter (Mr. Barns).
He said :

" Gentlemen opposite did not object to the bounty for fishermen. The
only thing they found fault with was that the grant was only for one
year, and they insisted that the grant should be perpetual."

I am very glad that acknowledgment came from the mem-
ber from Gloucester. It was doubtless the intention of the
Government to give the fishermen a bounty for one year
only, and that happened to be the year before, or about the
time the elections were to come off. They intended to c'm-
fine it to that year. but, te the credit of the Opposi-
tion, they suggested that it should be made perpetual
and passed into an Act. The Government accepted the sug-
gestion, and therefore the fishermen have the Opposition to
thank for the bounty being made perpetual. I may state
here that the bounty is smaller than it ought to be. The
least the Government could have given the fishermen was
the interest on the money received from the American
Government. They have not given them that, and the
fishermen have a right te complain that, up te the present
time, they have not received the full sum that they
were fairly entitled to. The member for Halifax (Mr.
Stairs) in referring to what my hon. friend from
Queen's Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies), said in regard
to the ahipping int erest, stated that when comparing the ship-
ping of Great Britan *with the shippirg of the Maritime
Provinces, he had, in the cas cof Great Britain, added the
steamers to the sailing ships, and in the case cf the Mari-
time Provinces, had left the steamers out and only counted
the sailing ships. My hon. friend from Queen's, P.EI., States
that that is net correct. The statement made and the cal-
culation made by the hon. member for Queen's
included both saiting ships and steamers in Great
Britain, and the sailing ships and steamers in the Dominion.
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Thon the hon. gentleman referred to a statement made by
my hon. friend from South Brant (Mr. Paterson) in regard
to sugar, and he undertook to make the IHouQe bolieve-I
do not think they did believe it-that sugar was cheaper
now in Canada than it could b3 purchased in the United
States and laid down here under the Cartwright tariff. It
does not require many figures to show exactly what the cost
of sugar would be from the United States. In
the one case, the cost of the sugar being $6.13, to deduct
the drawback of $2.79 would leave $3.34, the
duty on which would be $1.83½ under the Cart-
wright tariff. Under the prosent National Policy, the
duty would be 83.14 consequently the difference
between the price at which sugar could be purchased now
and its price under the Mackenzie tariff would be just
81.30, which the consumer would get the benefit of.
My hon. friend from Brant was quite right when ho made
the statement, and I am sure my hon. friend from Halifax
did not understand the question when he undertook to show
that his statement was not correct. Then, again, he referred
to the banks in Nova Scotia, and ho made a greater mistake
there, I think. H11e said the increase in the capital paid up
from 1869 to 1884 was 154 per cent. That may be right.
I have not taken the trouble to go over that from 1869 to
1879, because I did not think it was necessary. What he
desired to show was that the Maritime Provinces, or that
Nova Scotia at all events, was prospering under this protec-
tive policy because the amount of paid up capital in the banks
had largely increased since 1878, and becauso the
bank deposits had increased. I have examined the paid
up capital of the banks of Nova Scotia since that
iime, and I find by the bank statement that, in
1879, it was $4,295,872, and the amount of paid up capital
at the present time is $4,098,207, which makes a difference
of 8197,665 less than it was in 1879. Now, that would
show, according to the hon. gentleman's own argu-
ment, that the Province of lNova Scotia cannot be pros-
pering very much if ho takes this as indicating that
the people have really more money now than they had
at that time. But I do not think that shows it at all. I
think it is the very reverse of that. Money, I think,
is just like any other commodity; it is regulated by the
supply and demand; and, when business is good and money
is in demand, as everybody knows, money is dear, and it
finds ready use in business transactions; but, when business
is duli and there is nothing doing, of course people want to
do the best they can with their money, and so they put it in
the banks at 3j or 4 per cent., preferring to keep it
there while business is considered unsound. I think
it is the best evidence we can have that business is
duli and in a depressed state, and that there is no demand
for money by business mon, when capitalists put it
in the banks. That is one reason why the amount in the
Savings Bank bas been increased. A great deal has been
said about that, and I have said before in this House that
the amount of money in the Savings Banks in Nova Scotia
in no manner shows that the poorer classes of people are
prospering. The bulk of the money in those banks in Nova
Scotia is deposited by mon of means, in order to get 4 per
cent., and I know of many cases where two and three
names of a family have been used in order that they
might get $9,000 or $10,000 or even $12,000 into the
Savings Bank and get 4 per cent., though the law prevents
them from depositing more than $3,000 in their own name.
That is the reason why the amount in the Savings Banks in
Nova Scotia has increased so much of late years.

Mr. IESSON. They are not all poor down there then ?
Mr. VAIL. I think that Nova Scotia has, perhaps,1

according to her population, as many wealthy men as any
other Province of the Dominion; I have not the slightest
doubt about that. But the wealthy men are the men who i
made their money before the protective policy was con- j

Mr. VAIL.

ceived, and these are the mon who have been taking their
capital out of business and depositing it in the banks, and are
satisfied to get 3 and 4 per cent. rather than to rmn the risk
of losing it in business. Wby in the city of Halifax to-day, in
the sugar and cotton industries, the stockholders are losing
$40,000 annually for interest on their capital invested in
the sugar and cotton industries. And that is the way the
people of Halifax are benefitted by putting their money
into industries that have been encouraged and fostered by
the present Government. Then, again, the member for
Halifax (Mr. Stairs) said the present Government had
done all they could to get reciprocity. Well, if all the
Government could do was to pasa an Order in Council,
they were not able to do mach. Now it seemas to me that
it is childish, it is ridiculous, for the Government to say
that they have done all they could do in order to get
reciprocity; they have passed an Order in Council inform-
ing the United States that when they are ready to allow
certain Canadian products to go free into that country, we
shall be ready to do the same thing in regard to certain
of their products, but we don't as yet know whether they
have transmitted this to the United States Government.
Well, Sir, how long is this to last ? Is it to be hands off on
both sides, and that neither party will make the first move ?
Would it be derogatory to the character of this Government
to inform the Government of the United States that we are
willing to consider this question on its merits, that recipro-
city would in the opinion of the Government be an advan-
tage to both coantries, and in that way show our willingness
to enter upon negotiations. Do hon. gentlemen suppose
that the Government of a country of 50,000,000 people
are coming here to beg the Government of the Diminion to
give them reciprocity ? I do not want the Government of
the Dominion to go down on their knees to the Govern-
ment of the United States; all I want them to do is to
notify the Government of the United States that they are
ready to consider this question. It is an important
question, and our Government should inform the Govern-
ment of the United States, with as little delay as possible,
that they are ready to consider it. That is the least they
could do; they have not done that, and the country will
hold them responsible until they go that far, or until they
get an answer from the Ulited States that they are
opposed to reciprocity. The people of the Maritime Prov-
inces are very much interested in this question. Every
hon. member in this House from Nova Scotia knows
that the United States is the natural market for the pro-
ducts of the Maritime Provinces, and if we are shut out from
that market it will certainly be detrimental to the
interests of the business community of Nova Scotia. In the
history of that Province there never was a period of ton
years when it enjoyed more prospority than it did under
the reciprocity treaty with the United States, and I believe
it was equally advantageous to the people of that country.
It had the effect of giving free interchange of commodities
and the effect was good in many ways. When the people
traded with each other a good feeling prevailed which
was an advantage to both countries. In referring to
banks the other night, the hon. member for Halifax
neglected to state two or three things in connection with
the banks which, I think, would go further to show
that business is not in such a prosperous state in the city of
Halifax as ho would have us believe. For the first time lu
a good many years the principal bank in Halifax las bad
to take $130,000 from their reserve fund in order to pay
their dividends and losses. Another bank has been obliged
to reduce its dividend, during the last six months, from 3 to
2 per cent., paying 5 per cent. for the year instead of 6 or 7
per cent. it has formerly paid. Does that look as if business
was in a very prosperous state ? I noticed the other day in
one of the Montreal papers that the Union Bank, which had
a subscribed capitalof 81,000,000 and only $500,000 paid up,
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at their general meeting last month decided that they
would ask for au alteration in their Act to enable them to
reduce their capital from $1,000,000 to $500,000. Doesthat
look as if business was in a very prosperous .state, and
money in great demand? I think not, Sir. Then-he stated
that the merchants of Halifax were doing a much larger
business than formerly. Well now I do not believe that the
senior member for Halifax would make that statement. I
know something about Halifax, I know something about
Nova Scotia, and 1 do not hesitate to say from the best
information I can obtain that business of all kinds las
not been so depressed as it is at present for many years,
many old business men say 40 years. I have known
when times were considered bard, when business in some
particular branches of industry was in a depressed condi-
tion. It has often happened that when the ship-build-
ing business was dull the fishing business was good; when
the fishing business was bad the lumber business was good ;
and when the lumber business was bad the mining business
was good, and so on. But I have never seen the time when
the depression was so general as it is at the present time. i
speak thus confidently because I know what I am speaking
about. I have always had a very great objection to
leading the louse to suppose that we are very much
worse off in Nova Scotia than other portions of thé
Dominion; but when hon. gentlemen state publicly
in this House that business is in a flourishing state, that
men are doing a larger business than they have been here-
tofore, I feel bound to state that that is not the case. The
best evidence we have that business is not in a thriving state
in Halifax is the fact that real estate of all kinds is not
worth, upon an average, more than 60 per cent. of what it.
was fifteen years ago. Wharf property, which is the best
index of the state of trade, is not worth more than half as
much as formerly. I know that within the last two or three
years wharf properties, that sold seven or eight years ago
for from 830,000 to 840,000-$20,000 paid down, le'iving a
balance of about $15,000 on the property-have within the
last two or three years b'en taken back by the mortgagee
for the face of the mortgage, say $14,000 or8 15,000. I
know that in several other instances wharf property has
depreciated to the same extent. I do not believe any busi-
ness man in Halifax will say that business is in a satisfactory
condition if I except the junior member for Halifax.
Then the business men of lialifax depend largely upon
the West India trade; but the policy of the Government
with reference to sugar has, I may say, almost ruined
the West India trade, on which Halifax so largely depends,
The duty on sugar is so arranged that it is an advantage to
import it from Germany, from China, and from Brazil, and
this beet root sugar is used now by the manufacturera,
instead of the lighter grades of sugar that have
less saccharine matter than the lower grades, and
the consequence has been that sugars from the West Indies
have not been used for refining purposes, and manu-
facturers have imported nearly all the sugar they have used
during the last few years from the ports I have named.

Mr. BOWELL. ThDt is not on account of its strength.
Mr. VAIL. It is because the Government have so regu-

lated the duty that a large proportion of the duty is paid on
the ad valorern cost. The consequence is that manufacturers
buy low grade sugar, and they can import suc sugar at a
much lower rate and manufacture it to more advantage
than they can the higher grade sugars I have mentioned,
or rather the brighter sugars, which were formerly
imported from the West Indies. The Government have not
only done this; they have done something worse. They
granted last year $50,000 as a subsidy for a steamship
line to run between Germany and Flalifax to bring this very
sugar, at 14 shillings a ton freight to lialifax, which
sugar is killing out the West India trade, and they thus

added to the trouble caused by their outrageous policy in
regard to the sugar duties. If there is anything for which
the Government is responsible it is for the prostration and
almost complete ruin of the West India trade.

Mr. BOWELL. Does the hon. gentleman not know that
the ad valorem duty on sugar is higher now than when ho
was in office.

Mr. VAIL. On certain grades it is.
Mr. BOWELL. On all grades.
Mr. VAIL. I do not think so. If the change was not in

the interest of refiners, I should like to know how the
rofiners at Montreal are able to manufacture now, when they
said they could not manufacture-I believed they could-
under the old tariff.

Mr. BOWELL. I suppose the hon, gentleman knows3
that the duty is now higher on refined sugar ?

Mr. VAIL. We can discuss that matter at somo other
time, when I shall be able to point ont a further deroliction
of duty on the part of the Government in regard to the
sugar daties. Before closing my remarks I would ask the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries if he thinks the National
Policy, or the protective policy, has assisted the ship-
building interests in Nova Scotia.

Mr. McLELAN. Yes.
Mr. VAIL. How then does it happen that the ship

building business has fallen off this last year. i would like
to ask the hon. gentleman if the Nationil Policy has helped
the carrying trade.

Mr. McLELAN. The carrying trade has increaso lin
the Dominion.

Mr. VAIL. Lt has been very dull this last year; very
little money has been made out of it for several years, and
the feeling of ship owners is that the time is not far distant
when there will be not so much in the carrying trade by
sailing ships as heretofore. I hope it may be other-
wise. Doos the hon. gentleman suppose for a moment
that the National Policy has helped the fishermen. It las
helped them in this way : It has taxed their food and the
canvas for the sails of their vessels, and their cordage. It las
injuriously affected their business, and that business in the
Province of Nova Scotia has been not so good as in former
years. There has been a fair catch, but the prices are much
lower than formerly. Then I should like to know if the
National Policy has helped the lumberman. There is noth-
ing the lumberman uses that has not been increased in price
by that policy. That industry was in a state of depression
last year, as every lumberman knows, and is still.
Another business of considerable importance is that
connected with gypsum. I am quite sure the hon.
Minister will not say that the National Policy has
helped that business. I know it is said that it helps
the coal miners to some extent. If it does, it is to a very
limited extent, for everything they use has been made more
expensive by the protective policy. I should like to know
from the Government, which professes te be very sincere in
regard to the coal policy, how much Nova Scotia coal they
have purchased, or the Minister of Public Works has pur-
chased, for the purpose of heating the publie buildings at
Ottawa during the last three or four years. If I am cor-
rectly informed, every ton of coal used is American coal.
It appears to me, if those hon. gentlemen were sincere and
desirous of fostering and protecting our coal trade, they
would naturally obtain Nova Scotia coal and set the con-
sumers of Ontario a good example. They have not done so,
and I think they are not entitled to credit for encouragmig
that industry. Another important industry is the exporta-
tion of wood, an industry which cannot have been assisted in
any way by the National Policy. Of course, in the western
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portion of Nova Scotia, as I have said, our natural market is
the United States, for the reason that the U pper Provinces do
not want, and cannot take, what we have to export. Our
vessels running across to the United States with lumber
and cordwood naturally want to bring back wheat, flour and
breadstuffsof different kinds as cargo. The duty on bread-
taffs is a very great tax upon them, and they are obliged

to pay it or purchase flour that comes down by rail f rom
the Upper Provinces at a great disadvantage. These are ail
disadvantages under which our people labor, and it is not to
be wondered at that they should prefer a different
policy to that which is carried out at the present
time by the Government. I do not pretend to say
it would be possible for this Government or any
other Government to arrange a tariff that would
bear evenly upon all the Provinces of the Dominion. I
acknowledge it would be very difficult and almost impo.-
sible to do so; but I do not hesitate to say that if the Gov-
ernment had made up thoir mind to so readjust the tariff as
to make it bear as heavily as possible on the Maritime Pro-
vinces, they could not have done it more effectually, or
framed a tariff which would be more injurious to our people
than the present protective, or what is called National
Policy. It is, I am sorry to say, a policy which will, to
a certain extent, have to be carried out in the future,
in consequence of the heavy liabilities imposed on the
Dominion, and the large amount of revenue which will
have to be raised. We all know that, and I hope the time is
not far distant when, 'if there is not a change of Govern-
ment, this Government will, at all events, get the scales
removed from their eyes, and see as we see on this side;
when they will so arrange or adjust their tariff policy that
in the future the people of the Maritime Pr; vinces will onily
be taxed what is fair and reasonable. Mr. Speaker, I desire
to thank the flouse for the patient hearing they have given
me. I have spoken under great difficulties, for I am physi-
cally weak to-day, and I thank the House for the considera-
tion they have shown me.

M.r. ALLISON. It was not my intention to make any
remarks on the question before the House, but as the hon.
member for Digby (Mr. Vail), in speaking this at ternoon,
referred to some industries in the county from which I
come, I asked the privilege of reading trom a newspaper
which is pu blished in that county by a gentleman beionging
to the Reform party, who was a representative of thai
county in the last Parliament of the Local Legislature, but
who bas for the preent retired from politics and entered1
the field of journalism. The hon. member very properly
declined to allow himseif to be interrupted when ho was
speaking, and I now wish to read a short extract from that
paper, referring to the indutries in the town of Windsor.
I may say that the hon. member for Digby confined hit,
remarks principally to the cottonfactory established in that
town, and if I am not mistaken, was incorrect in his state-
ment that that factory was closed, even for any lergth of
time. If it was closed at ail, I am confident it was but for
a few days, for the purpose of stock-taking, or repairs, or
something of that kind. He bas spoken of the distresse i
condition of that institution. I express my opinion thai
his leader, the hon. member for West Durham (à1r. Blake),
had as much to do with the ereotion of that factory as anîy
person in the courty I represent. He spoke in the cou-
sti uency in .881, when the matter was under consideration,
and succeeded in convincing the people that so much money
was to be made by the manufacture of cotton that a good
many of his own friends, with their usual keen eye to
business and their enterprise in such matters, put their
money in with others, and the factory wasestablished. The
predictions nf the hon. leader of the Oppositiov have been
as usual, unfulfilied; as the shareholders who were to be
" bloated monopolists" have not yet received large divi-
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dends; and cotton bas been unusually low in price to the
consumer, who was the object of his sympathy. The presi-
dent was my opponent at the election, and his platform, as
laid down on nomination day, was that ho " was a follower
of Edward Blake." With regard to the other industries, I
should like to read this article. It is headed " False State-
ment s," and appears in the Windsor Courier of 3rd February,
1885:

" The Free Press, published at Ottawa, under date of January 20,
contains the. following:-

" Closed factories: Having met with heavy losses during the past two
years, the large furniture factory at Windsor, N. S., hs been
closed. For the same reason the Windsor iron foindry has shut down,
and hundreds of unemployed mechanics are now crying for bread. Oh,
Sir Leonard, thou false prophet, why did we allow ourselves to be
deceived by the predictions from thy oily tongue in 1882.' "

That is from the Free Press, Ottawa, to which the Courier,
published by a Reformer, replies:

" We are in a position to give the above a flat denial."

Thon, after the next sentence or two, referringz to the fact
that both the furniture factory and the iron foundry had
closed for a brief period, as is thoir custom, for the purpose
of taking stock and making repairs, the Courier continues:

"It is a libel on Windsor to say that hundreds of unemployed
mechanics are now crying for bread. If there is a town in Nova Scotia,
in Canada-yes, in al America-where less poverty exists than in
Windsor, we should like to know where it is situated. Beggars are
never seen on our streets, and we doubt if there is a family in our town
which is not making a comfortable living. If there is such a family it
is on account of sickness or from sone other reason than want of
employment."

The article, after a reference to the mechanies of Windsor,
proceeds :

" We know many of them who have quite large sumo to their credit in the
savings and other banks. Such untruth and trash may go quietly broad-
cast over Canada in the columns of what is called a respectable journal,
and receive no contradiction. But in the interests of our town, and in
the interests of truth, we will nail it as a falsehood when it comes to
our knowledge. We wish every community in Canada was as comfort-
able as that uf Windsor is at the present time."

The hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail) this afternoon did
me the kindness to say that he would pay some hoed to any
remarks or explanations I would make, and for that remark
I sincerely thank him. I think he will not pay less heed
to Mr. T. B. Smith, with whom he is well acquainted, a
member of his own party, who voted against me at the last

< lection, and who is the editor and proprietor of this paper.
The hon. gentleman refers to the fact that three tanneries
in the county of Digby have been closed since the National
Policy came into operation. I may say that the only steam
tannery we have ever bad in our county has been established
under the National Policy, and is in a prosperous condition.
The hon. gentleman, speaking from a sectional point of
view-as I am always sorry to hear any one speak in this
House-continually referred to the depression which
existed in Nova Scotia, and to the unfair treatment which
that Province has received at the hands of this Dominion. I
merely wish to reply to this remark by reminding him of
the fact that his leader, who I am sorry is not in his place,
invariably makes the statement, when ho refers to this
subject, and considers himself prepared to prove it, that
Nova Scotia bas received too mach from the Dominion,
and that it is Ontario, his native Province, that bas to pay
the piper. I would also remind him that his memory is
slightly at fault with regard to the number of manufactur-
ing industries in the Province of Nova Scotia. He made
the statement that there were only two sugar reaneries in
Nova Scotia. He must have forgotten that the molasses
refinery of his intimate friend, Mr. Jones, has been enlarged
and increased into a sugar refinery.

Mr. VAIL. I said there were three sugar refineries.

Mr. AtISON. He also referred to the fact that the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, in conjunction with Mr.
HLowe, ectipg as the confidential friend and financial adviser
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of that lamented gentleman, secured botter terms for Nova
Scotia. I would like to refer him to another fact in connec-
tion with that point. Mr. Power, for sorne years after the
era of Confederation the Liberal member for Halifax, speak-
ing at a publie meeting in Nova Scotia, from experience
with, and observation of, both parties-while I admit lie still
adhered to the Liberal party and deprecated the idea that
Confederation had been brought about-made this statement:
" Nor have I any hope from a change of Government at
Ottawa "-this was when the Govern mient of the right hon.
leader of the present Government was in power before-
" nor have I any hope, he said, from a change of Government
at Ottawa," as the leaders of the Opposition-:-referring to
the hon. momber for West Durham (Mr. Blake), the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), and other leading
men cf the party-" have opposed, step by step, and inch by
inch every concession made to Nova Scotia." I thank you,
Mr. Speaker, and the House, for having allowed me this
brief period of explanation, and I thank the hon. member
for Ottawa (Mr. Tassé), who I believe bas the floor, for
giving way to me for this short time.

Mr. T.ASSÉ. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, when I heard
the hon. members opposite bewailing, one after the other, in
tones which were steadily becoming more and more doleful,
on the woes of the country, indulging in the most gloomy
preaictions as to the future which lies in store for us, I have
asked myself if we were not attending a celebrated meeting
of the Constituent Assembly. On that occasion a great
tribune was trying to impose on France a most excessively
onerous tax, a tax which was to take from each individual
one-fourth part of his income, and which, for that reason,
has been called the " contribution of the fourth." And the
great speaker beseeching France to meet the engagements
which were then bearing down heavily on the country, con-
cluded by these words: " Bankruptcy, hideous bankruptcy
is at our door; it threatens to consume you, yourselves,
your property and your honor, and during that time you
are deliberating." Indeed, Mr. Speaker, my intention is
not to compare the hon. members opposite to Mirabeau
haranguing the Constituent Assembly on that occasion, but
when L heard them bemoaning the country on its woes, I
I have asked myseif if we were not really attending that
celebrated meeting. Indeed, for the last few days, and
even until a very late hour of the night, we hear of nothing
but bankruptcy, we hear of nothing but misery, we
hear of nothing but distress, laborers without work,
wholesale expatriation and onerous burdens. Until
now the hon. members who spoke had only evoked
that spectre in the language of Shakespeare. It
was to be the lot of the member for Lotbinière (Mr.
Rinfret)-and I regret that circumstances have precluded
my answering him at once-to lament in our own beauti-
ful French language. His speech deserves more than
ordinary attention, for it appears to me to be the true
expression of the sentiments of the small Plé ade Rouge
which, on this same question, has reflected all the colors of
the rainbow. Tüe speech of the hon. member may be
reduced to three main propositions, although these are
somewhat swamped by numerous incidental remarks. In
the first place, according to him and according to every
Liberal who bas addressed this House, even according to
the hon. mem ber for Digby (Mr. Vail), who hasjust spoken,
protection has been injurious to the country, and has been
a cause of ruin to Canada, and a cause of industrial and
agricultural distress. Secondly, he has stated that our
expenditure and our debt are increasing at an alarming rate ;
and thirdly, the construction of the Pacifie Railway is being
pushed too rapidly, in his opinion. Bat, up to this time,
such statements have been contradicted in a manner so
clear, so conclusive, that it may seem useless, at this
advanced stage of the discussion, to undertake a refutation.

Nevertheless, as this speech is the only one which bas been
pronounced in French on the groat question which is now
occupying the attention of the House, I believe it is our duty
to prove to our friends opposite that whenever they fecl
inclined to fire on the Government troops, there will always
be some one ready to fire back, and someti mes with very good
effect, Mr. Speaker, I have asked myself the following ques-
tions : Is itvery truc, from actual results, from the experience
of the last few years, is it very true that protection has been
a cause of ruin to Canada, a source of misery and source of
financial embarrassments of all kinds? Yes, answer the
members opposite; yes, answer the opponents of the Gov-
ernment; yes, answer all those who have becoma blind
through party spirit, or who prefer abstract theories to the
teachings of history. But against that opinion, which is
that of a small minority, we have the opinion of the great
mass of the electors, not only of a Province in particular,
but of all the Provinces in the Confederation. We have, I
say, the opinion of the manufacturers, of the capitalists, of
the workmen, of the agriculturists, who, on two different
occasions, in 1878 and in 1882, have upheld, by a very large
majority, the principle of agricultural and industrial protec-
tion. Hon. members opposite say that we are in the midst
of a crisis. Well, let us compare for a moment the situation
of Canada in 1877-78 with the situation which the establisl-
ment of the protective system has given to this country.
In 1878-nobody has yet forgotten that dismal date, that fatal
date-our manufactures were closing one after the other;
in all parts of the country there was nothing to be seen
except laborers without work, clamoring, notas the Romans
of old, for panem et circenses, bread and shows, but for bread
and work, what is wanted by the workmen of Canada.
A mournful paît shrouded thecountry; discouragement had
taken hold of the stoutest hearts; and 1, for one, will never
forget the desolation which overwhelmed the city of Ottawa
-a very melancholy picture, if compared to that which is to
be seen to-day. What was the main cause of such an eco-
nomical disaster ? It can be easily explained. At that timo
we lad no protection, our markets were almost wholly in
the bands of our mighty neighbors, into the bands of the
United States. The late hon. Minister of Finance himsolf
had to admit that our Canadian market had become a
slaughter market for American produce, and the only proof
I want of that fact is the speech which le delivered as a
Finance Minister, in 1876:

" Weknow, Sir, that when the price of American staples are high ourswill be high also. When labor is dear in the United States it will be
dear in Canada; when cheap, it will tend powerfully to make it cheap in
canada also. And it is no source ot wonder that when the cost of
production becomes small in the United States, it should react more or
less unfavorably on persons engaged in uimilar manufactures oni this
side. I do not purpose at thii present moment to enter fully into the
discussion raised as to Canada being a sacrifice or slaughter market.
But I must admit candidly that I have no doubt that the aistress of our
manufacturers has been aggravated, though I will not say to wàat extent,
by this cause."

So that we have, from the bon. member himseolf, who was
thon Minister of Finance, the admission that one of the
causes of the industrial crisis was due to the fact that the
Canadian market was almost wholly under the control of
our mighty neighbors, the people of the United States. I
know very well that the hon. member for East York, not
later than two years ago, during his visit to Scotland, at
Greenock, told the inhabitants of that place that his defeat
at the elections of 1878 was due to the fact that there had
been in the country a succession of bad crops from the day
on which ho had taken the reins of the Administration. Hie
said :

"Referring to politics, he said he assumed office in 1873. For five
years folldwing they had very bad crops, and the lumber trade was
very low, the trade being altogether in a wretehed condition. This
naturally led people to propose new theories for the firmation of
happiness and the bettering of trade."
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1 am very sorry for the hon. member for East York, but he
has been trying to explain his downfall by a thoroughly
imaginary cause. It is not true that there had been a series
of bad crops from 1873 to 1878. And, for the moment, I
want no other proof but the words which he, himself, then
First Minister, was putting into the mouth of His Excel-
lency at the opening of the Sessions of 1874, 1876 and 1878.
In 1874, the Speech from the Throne contained the fol-
lowing:-

" lotwithstanding the commercial depression which, owing to excep-
tional causes, has prevailed to a certain extent during the year, we are
glad to know that the general prosperity of the country bas not been
seriously affected thereby."

In 1876 similar language was used:
" We have reason to congratulate ourselves on an abundant crop.''

And in 1878 :
"[ am happy to congratulate you on the abundant crop which bas

been gathered in all parts of Oanada."

Is not that sufficiently conclusive ? So much for speeches
from the Throne. In 1875 there was nothing said about
crops in the speech from His Excellency, but the Minister
of Finance (Sir Richard Cartwright), stated, in his Budget
Speech, that the crops had been abundant. Let me quote
the following :-

'' The excellent crop with which we have been favored last year will
hava a very favorable effect on the population, both commercial and
agricultural.'

In 1877 the then Minister of Finance (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) held opinions which were quite the reverse of what
was said by his late chief, the hon. member for East York.
He said :

'' The five or six years which have elapsed since we last took the
census, with the great exception of the last, were years of prosperity.''

In 1883, however, the hon. member for South Huron
was very far from singing to the same tune. Really, such
frequent contradictions can neither be explained or excused.
What did hesay ?

'"The Mackenzie Government were condemned because the country was
not so prosperous as they would have desired it to be during the last
years of their administration. That was the common fate of ail
politicians."

On the one hand, we find the hon. member for East York
(Mr. Mackenzie) saying, in Scotland, that if he had lost
power at the general elections of 1878 it was due to the bad
crops which we lad during the three or four years which
immediately followed his Administration. And on the
other hand, we see his Minister of Finance stating exactly
the reverse. We find the speeches from the Throne in
1874, 1875, 1876 and 1878 stating quite the contrary.
Therefore, when it is stated that, if the Mackenzie Adminis-
tration had lost the power at the elections of 1878, it was
because there las been in the country a succession of bad
crops, we may say that such a statement is false, for these
bad crops have never existed. Why seek difficulties where
there are noue ? Mr. Mackenzie has lost power: First,
because he las badly administered the country, and secondly,
because hé refused to establish protection, for which the
electors were clamoring. If I remember well, it is a fact
that at that time the industry of the country was in such
distressful straits, that only two industries-if it is possible
to give them such a name-were in a thriving condition.
They were the soup-kitchen industry and the officiali
assignees' industry. These two are about the only in-
dustries which have thrived under the Liberal Adminis-
tration. Well, Mr. Speaker, what has happened since?
The Conservative party, so ably presided over by the
right hon. leader of the Government, made a promise to
the country while they were occupying the Opposition
beuches, and they formulated a compléte political pro-
gramme. They promised if they came to power to
adopt a policy of protection to the agricultural, manu-
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facturing, mining and other interests. That is just
what lias been done. We went before the people in 1878
with that policy, and the people were so fally satisfied, so
fully convinced that a radical change in the economical
condition of the country was needed, that they elected the
Conservative members by an immense majority; not only
in one Province, not only in one particular section of the
country, but in all the Provinces from east to west, from the
Atlantic to the Pacific. In 1879 the protective tariff was
established in its broadest form, and since then we have
been ratifying it from Session to Session. A few changes
have been effected, but every one of them was inspired by
the protectiveidea. If it is important to give to our system
all the stability and the permanency whieh is consistent with
our fiscal system, on the other hand, we must know how to
adapt it to new wants, to new circumstances, which may
arise. In such a matter as this, expediency may, with
advantage, play a great part. For the second time, in 1882,
we have consulted the electorate. Have the electors toid us
that that policy did not suit them; that it was such as to
cause prejudice to the country ? Not at all. The electors
have come to the same conclusion, and that was, that the
protective policy was just what was wanted by Canada.
Most of the old Conservative members who had occupied
seats in this House from 1878 to 1882 were re-elected by large
majorities. And since that time I am not aware that our
opponents, the members opposite, have made much headway.
To-morrow even, if a plebiscit was to be submitted to the
people on that one question of the tariff, eight-tenths of the
population would pronounce in favor of the maintenance of
the protective system. What the Conservative party then
proposed, that is to say, to throw off the yoke of the foreigner,
of our American neighbors, that result has been obtained,
and the statistics laid before the House point out that there
has been a great revival in the industry of the country.
Indeed, if we examine a few figures, and thèse statistics are
far below the exact truth, we find that the number
of manufactures during the first five years which have lapsed
between 1878 and 1884 has been increased by 595; that the
number of operatives which have been employed has
increased by over 34,000; that the aggregate of wages paid
yearly has increased by over $10,000,000; that the industrial
production has increased by over $52,000,000; that the
amount of capital invested in the various industries of the
country has increased by over $29,000,000. And these
statements, which have been prepared by commissioners
duly authorised by the Government, let it be understood,
only apply to about two-thirds of the manufactures in
Canada. The hon. member for Lotbinière has mentioned a
few cities, in order to prove that he is right in stating that
the country is suffering from an industrial crisis, and he
said to us: Why, look at Montreal, look at Hamilton, look
at St. John, look at Halifax: you will find there traces of a
great crisis, of a great depression. In the first place, neither
Halifax nor St. John are industrial cities, properly speak-
ing; they are rather maritime cities. However, Halifax has
a good number of thriving industries, and the city of St.
John is recovering as rapidly as could be expected
from the terrific conflagration which came very near destroy-
ing it in 1877. Let my hon. friend consuit the report
which I have just mentioned, and he will find it to contain
very reassuring statistics on that point. Carried away, as hé
was by party spirit, I am surprised, however, to see that
my hon. friend has not included Toronto in that list, and I
am convinced that our friends from Toronto will feel greatly
slighted when they hear that they have not been put
on an equal footing with the city of Montreal, for we ali
know that the capital of the Province of Ontario has the
ambition to follow in the footsteps of the great city of
Montreal, and strives to become its equal, if not its superior.
But I understand why Toronto las not been mentioned; it is
because not very long ago the hon, leader of the Opposition
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was making a speech in the capital of Ontario on the econo-
mical situation of the country, and ho said to the electors:
It is true there is depression in other parts of the country,
but I am happy to make an exception as regards Toronto.
Moreover, the Globe, which is the principal organ of the
]Reform party in that country, not later than the 28th of
December, 1884, published the following:-

"The progress of this ocity must be a cause of deep gratificat'on to ail
Torontonians. The assessment, which is the most trustworthy index
of the value of property, has gone up by leaps and bounds. In 1873 the
assessment was $44,764,882, and in the yearjust.closing itis $85,212,318.
What makes this progress satisfactory is that it is ail substantial There
is not to be discerned one aigu that the assessment is anywhere above
the selling value or that values are inflated. Toronto's population has
increased so rapidly that suburb after suburb bas been built up to and
absorbed. Places which a few years ago were 'commons ' or large
vacant lots are now covered with handsome houses, facing block-paved
and well-lighted streets. One who knows the city well, returning after
a few months' absence, finds important ceanges ou every band. The
progress made is not the resuit of a temporary boom, but is caused by
the steadily-growing importance of Toronto as an industrial and educa-
tional centre."

But if th3 hon. member has not spoken of Toronto, lie las
spoken of Montreal. My hon. friend is generally botter
informed on what takes place in the country, and more
especially in the Province of Quebec, to which he belongs;
for if it is true that the trade of the city of Montreal ihas
not been so extensive in 1884 as in foi-mer years, it is no
less true that progress, and considerable progress, has been
achieved in that city. Indeed, if the giant who moves
about at the foot of Mount Royal does not extend his arms
as rapidly as lie did in the past, he is far from feeling
drowsy. I might quote the figures of the commission. It
may be said that those figures have been cooked for official
purposes; but I have others, which will prove that the
progress, in the city of Montreal last year, bas been rapid.
And as a proof I shall quote the report of the building
inspector. It states that during last year 318 new houses
have been built, representing a capital of over $ 1,000,000,
and among these 318 new buildings we find, 5 warehouses,
4 manufactures and 24 stores. ln 1883, the preceeding
year, only 260 buildings had been orected, of which there
were 4 schools and churches, 7 warehouses, 9 manufactures,
'2 shops and 23 stores; the rest were tenements and other
lodgings, which makes a difference of 58 buildings in favor
of the year 1884 as compared to 1883. The Montreal Board
of Trade is far from viewing the situation from as gloomy
a standpoint as my hon. friend. On the contrary, it does
not hesitate to announce a revival in all branches of trade.
lere is what is said in the last report of that institution:

"Over-production in some classes of manufactures, and a general fall
values, have produced their inevitable results. But your council are

confident that Canada has not experienced the wave of depression in
any great degree as the merchants and manufacturera of Great Britain
and the United States. A policy of caution in imports bas character-
ised the business of the year, and should, in the opinion of yur coucuil
be continued for some time longer. The prospects for the future are by
no meane discouraging. The over-production of cottons and woollens
especially is almost exhausted, and mills are resuming work, while the
factt bat the grain crop oflast year remains to an unusual extent unsold,
justifies the hope that the coming season will witness a revival of trade
in ail departments."

Besides that, my hon. friend has evidently forgotten, or
has never known, that last year the lon. member for South
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) was making a speech
before the Young Men's Reform Club of the city of Mont-
real, and ho used the following words, which are far from
justifying the statement that the city of Montreal is on the
verge of ruin and b.nkruptcy:

" So, it would be unworthy of any statesman; it would be unworthy
of any public man not to admit, as I admit most fully and thankfully,
that within the last seventeen years there bas been on the whole, ie
many respeets, very considerable progress. ln that time Canada has
developed a magnificent system of internai communication. Very great
improvements have been made in many parts of the countryuin.our whole
system of agriculture. There i3 no doubt whatever in my mind, and I
am g lad to believe it, that a very large class of Our fellow countrymen
are living in much greater wealth and comfort than they were a few

years ago.More than that, I know that there are certain specially
favored localities in which very great absoIute proges has been made.
Looking at the city of Montreal, for instance ; remembering what Mon-
treal was twenty-five years ago, and comparing it with what your
city is to-day, I cannot help paying a tribute of unteigned respect tothe
energy --

I regret that I have lnst the rest of that speech, but I
know that it is in keeping with the above. Now, we ali
know that while the grain trade-which enters so largely
in the transactions of Montreal-has diminished last year,
there is only a temporary depression. We all know
that at the present time great elevators are being built
in the eastern part of Montreal, that enormous quantiti es of
grain, which is destined for them, have been stored at Port
Arthur. We know that millions of bushels of grain are to
be sent from Manitoba and the North-West to Montreal, and
I am convinced that, with the Ottawa route, which must
eventually be built, and which will be the route of the
future, and with the route of the St. Lawrence, the
city of Montreal will be enabled to pursue its destiny,
which is to become the rival of New York, as far as the
grain trade is concerned. Now, Hamilton ias been spoken
of. I know very well that there has been a certain dopres-
sion in the cotton industry during lat yoar. We all know,
however, that this deprosion, which is due to the over-
stocking of the market, is drawing to an end. We all know
that most of the mills, which had either been totally closed or
were only working on half time, are about to resume or are
now resuming operations. There was too much cotton goods
of a certainclassproduced; the production is to bediversified
hereafter. But while there has been a local depression in
the cotton industry at Hamilton, on the other hand we
f.nd a considerable increase in the other industries of th at
city : the stove factories, iron bridge factories, manufac-
tures of agrieultural implements, and many others. That
city, I am glad to state, fias always been one of the most
important of the manufacturing centres in this country. I
think that city was the first in the country to hoist the flag
of protection. That city was the birth place of the late
lamented Mr. Buchanan, who was the fir-t apostle of pro-
tection in Canada. And under the Mackenzie regime,
when the Liberal party commanded a large majority
in the country, such was the force of the protoctionist
sentiment in Hamilton, that both the reformist members of
that city were the first to ask for a protection tariff; and
even the Hamilton Times, which,!up to this day, is one of the
principal organs of the Liberal party, was also one of the
first to hoist the flag of protection. But the Liberals having
betrayed that patriotic cause, having burned what they had
worshipped, the city of Hamilton bas since considered that
its best interests would be better promoted if they were
defended by Conservative members. Besides, this is the
opinion of all cities having a certain importance, if-we ex-
cpt Kingston. The hon. member for Digby, if I under-
stand him rightly, bas told us that the city of Ottawa, which
I have the honor to represent iere, was also undergoing a
period of depression. Thises not the first time that I have
huard slanders against this city. On many occasions, since
the adoption of the protective tariff, I have heard hon.
members opposite making the most gloomy pictures of the
city of Ottawa. The truth is, that in 1878, when the Lib-
oral party was in power, there was universal misery, dis-
tress and desolation bore. The truth is, that at that time,
there were hundreds, thousands of laborers without work.
But, thanks te the change which has been wrought, the city of
Ottawa, since thatdismal date, has resumed its onward march
towards progrees. In 1882 we were only 26,228 inhabitants,
but in 1883 we were 27,645; in 1884 we were 30,079,
that is to say, only during last year we have added 3,146 to
our population. The assessment which, in 1883, only reached
811,105,002 amounted lait year to over 811,500,000, or an
increase within one year of nearly one half million of dol-
lars. The other day the hon. member for South Huron
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(Sir Richard Cartwright) laid great stress particularly
on the statements prepared by the school inspectors, in order
to show that the population of Ontario had decreased. These
incomplete and inaccurate statistics give a false idea of the
situation. I want no other proof of that fact than the article
publi-hed by the Globeon the development of the population
in Ontario, which article was quoted the other night by the
member for Brockville (Mr. Wood). Well, according to
these same figures, the city of Ottawa bad last year severat
hundred children attending school more than it Lad the
preceding year. Another good way of finding out the
situation of the city and the misery which may prevail
within its limits. Each year, in our city-and I suppose
the same thing is done elsewhere-a certain amount of
taxes is remitted to the rate-payers, who are too poor to
pay them. Last year the amount of taxes which were
remitted to the poor rate-payers was $2,000 less than in
previous years. And if another proof was wanted, I might
appeal to-I will not say an authority, for I do not accept that
newspaper as an authority-but I might appeal to the
statement of a newspaper which is not disposed to
show in bright colors whatever it can show in dark
colors ; I refer to the Free Press, the organ of the Liberal
party in this city. Here is what it said on the 2tith of
Decomber, 1881, with regard to the city of Ottawa:

" Ottawa is to-day the fastest growing city populously in the whole
Dominion-it is growing twice as fast proportionately as is Toronto.
That growth appears to have increased since the municipal census was
taken a few months ago. Strangers who recall Ottawa as she was four
or fve years ago, and contrast the rush and bustle on our streets to-day
are agreeably surprised. All her vacant bouses are now filled up and
new ones are being erected on every hand-the coming summer pro-
mises in house building to be the busiest the city ever witnessed.

The detractors of Ottawa had better hurry up, for their day will soon
be gone. Ottawa's advantages are now Lo longer hidden. Ottawa is the
b-st distributing point for nanufacturers in the whole Dominion and
offers most abundaut and cheapest motive power. Ottawa is nearer by a
hiundred miles the whole Canadian sea board, Maritime Provinces and
Quebec. than is Toronto; she communicates directly with the Inter-
colonial and Grand Trunk systems to the New England States and the
Canadian Maritime Provinces. The Canada Atlantic gives ber a short
road to Boston, the most important market for Eastern Canada; the
St. Lawrence and Ottawa gives a short road to New York, and the
projected Otawa and Waddington Railway a shorter road still. The
Ontario and Quebec and the Grand Trauk connect Ottawa with the
Western States and Western Ontario, tha former direct, the latter by a
short line. The Canadian Pacific main line places Ottawa as near
Winnipeg by rail as Toronto is, and much nearer that the whole penin-
sula of Western Ontario; besides, Ottawa is on the main line, whereas
Toronto is on a siding. Under thsse circumstances, in a few years' time,
Ottawa naturally expects emigration of the Western Ontario nanu-
turers to this city."

There is what the opponents of the protective tariff are
forced to admit; here is what is said by these newspapers
which are systematically and almost daily underrating the
great benefits which have been the result of the great fiscal
revolution, of the great economical revolution, which has
been created under the auspices of the Conservative party.
Up to this moment I have only spoken about cities; let us
now speak about the country places. The other day the
hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey), in the speech
which he delivered in this House, has told us that the con-
dition of the agricultural class was all that could
be desired, except that the prices had fallen-,that
the farmers were in a thriving condition. I believe
that by making that admission the hon. member gave up
the whole case of the Opposition, and that by so doing he
has unwillingly paid a solemn homage to the policy
of the Conservative party. However, this admission
should not surprise us. I do not think that the economical
situation of the Province of Quebec has ever been any
better than what it has been for the last few years. All
that we can complain of is that our granaries are crammed
with grain that has not been sold. One would think that
we were living at the time of King Pharaoh, when Joseph
was filling up the granaries of Egypt. The situation leaves

o little to be desired that it seems people have solved the
Mr. TAss±.

problem of making agriculture a paying business, of having
it recognised as the most free, the most lasting, and the most
independent of callings. The Canadian farmer begins to
understand the importance, or rather the necessity, of
giving up the old hackneyed practices, diversifying his
culture and of undertaking cattle raising on a larger scale.
As a consequence, the exportation of cattle, as well as the
exportation of butter and cheese, has increased of late
years. Notwithstanding what was said by the member for
West Elgin, it was the Conservative party which was the
first to protect cheese, by putting a duty of 3 cents on it.
Iardly five years ago usury was one of the great plagues

in our country places. Woll, since the last few years, that
canker bas almost completely disappeared. To-day the
farmer who can offer fair seuurity can obtain money at a
comparatively low rate of interest-5, 6 or 7 per cent.-
whereas formerly they were paying 8, 10 and 12 per cent.
I have taken the trouble to examine the reports published
by loan societies and building societies in the Province of
Ontario, for the year which has just ended. And what do we
find in those returns ? Several of these societies have each
loaned, on real estate in the Province of Ontario, amounts
as high as two or three millions ; the value of the soil is
increasing ; they have lost but very little on their invest-
monts; they have paid large dividends to their shara-
holders; there was but very little arrears in the reimburse-
monts of the loans they have made. I may say as much
about the Credit Foncier, which has already lent a million
dollars and bas only suffered a few insignificant losses.
This is certainly the best criterion of the agri-
cultural prosperity which exists in the country. Now,
Mr. Speaker, a groat deal has been said about bankruptcy;
a great deal bas been said about failures which have
taken place in the country. No doubt there has
been a great number, and I am sorry the number is so large;
but we must not forget that the numb3r of failures in the
country is a great deai smaller than it was during any one
year under the Mackenzie Administration. In 1884 failures
in Canada only reached the amount of $18,000,000, while in
1875, under the Mackenzie Administration, it was as high as
$28,843,000. Betwoen 175 and 1879, 9,00 persons have
stopped payment, and their liabilities amounted to
$13,000,000; while, from 1879 to 1884, 5,000 persons
stopped payment and their liabilities amounted to
$57,000,000, which makes, in favor of the present Admin-
istration, a difference of $76,000,000. I know very well
that the hon. member for South Huron, in a speech which
he delivered at Napanee, in December, 1883, has stated that
that year was the year in which there was the greatest
number of failures. Here are his own words:

" The list of bankruptcies began to swell to such proportions that the
list for 1883 would prove greater than that of the worst year of the
depression, when lir. Mackenzie was in power."

It is very evident that the hon. members opposite forgot to
speak to us about a certain industry. 1 said a while ago that
there were only two thriving industries under the Mackenzie
Administration, and that these were the soup-kitchens and
official assignees. I beg your pardon, Mr. Speaker, but there
was a third one: it was the coal oil industry. I do not know
for what reason, but the Liberals have a great love for
petroleum. I would not wish to insinuate that they are
in alliance with those who were called pétroleux in Europe;
I only notice that they have a particular affection for this
inflammable matter. Was it because the oil wells were
situated in the county of Lambton, which was represented
by the then First Minister, who is still one of the leading
members of the Liberal party ?

An hon. ME BER. Yes.
Mr. TASSÉ. My hon. friend says, yes. I am glad to bear

that expression, because, while the Liberat party refused
protection to other industries they extended it to coal oil.
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As a matter of fact, only for the circumstances which I have
just mentioned, this exceptional protection would seen
rather strange. At the same time, I am glad to state thai
that industry which was fostered in such a special mannei
is even now more flourishing than it was then. .

Mr. DE ST. GEORGES. That is the reason why the
Conservative party imposes a tax on barrels which are used
for coal oil.

Mr. TASSE. In spite of that tax, my hon. friend will be
happy to learn that last year's exportation of petroleum, in
which, like all Liberals, ho takes such a tender interest, has
been 594,268 barrels, while, in 1883 it amounted to 534,380,
and in 1882 to 492,583. That is to say, the coal oil industry,
like all other industrie-, has undergone, since the adoption ol
the protective tariff, a very groat progressive movement. I
know that our friends opposite are in favor of a cheap
country to live in. They are in favor of cheap living.
These gentlemen ought to be happy, ought not they ? In
fact, living has never been any cheaper than what it is at
the present time. Never have the necessaries of life been
as cheap. These gentlemen who have been repeating to us
that the protective tariff would necessarily raise the price
of all the necessaries of life should feel contented instead of
lamenting the way they do. I am bound to state, however,
that choapness of living is not sufficient to ensure the
happiness of a people. I am still of the opinion, which I
have professed in the past, that cheap living doos not always
give the true measure of the prosperity of a country. In
France, for a long time, those who were called the candid-
ates of high bread were denounced; and yet what do we
find to-day in that country which is governed by
Mr. Jules Ferry, a free trader? We find a considerable
increase of the duties on wheat, flour, oats and
barley. In that country, which is governed by Ministers
who are freetraders, the Customs Commission of the
Chamber of Deputies has decided to propose the imposition
of a duty of 2 francs 40 centimes on wheat, and it was
adopted; a duty of 4 francs 80 centimes on flour; a duty of
1 francs 50 centimes on oats, and a duty of 2 francs
on barley. And in Germany, Mr. Speaker, the same
thing is done; duties have also been increased there
on the articles which I have just mentioned, Therofore, the
people of France, as the people of Germany and the people
of the 'United States, have understood that the protective
system only can do a great deal towards promoting the
prosperity of a country. Our hon. friends opposite have
said to us: Why, your system has been unable to put an
end to the excess of the importations over the exportations
of the country. That is true; we can only point out to the
year 1880, in which the exportations have exceeded the
importations by a million; but there is another fact which
is just as true, and that is, the excess of importations over
exportations during the five last years has been a great
deal less than what it was under the Mackenzie Administra-
tion. From 1875 to 1879 the exportations have amounted
to $82,059,000. From 1880 to 1884 they have exceeded
$105,000,000, inaking a difference of $23,061,708 in favor of
the last five years. And this excess of importations may
be readily explained by the enormous quantities of raw
material which we were obliged to import for our indus.
tries, and of articles which were entered for the construc-
tion of the Pacific Railway. Last year there has been a
large discrepancy between the importations and the expor-
tations, but it is explained by the fact that there has been
a deficiency of nearly 820,000,000 in the production of
wheat. It may be said that this is an enormous
figure, but it is nevertheless an accurate figure. It
is based on statements which have been published.
The fall wheat, in 1882, has produced over $31,000,000,
while in 1883 it has only produced $11,597,839.
Rowever that may be, the Opposition should be the lut to
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upbraid us on account of the excess of our importations
L over our exportations. Do we not know that according to
t the English school, the Cobden school, the volume of

imports is a very good sign of prosperity and of active
trade. " Take care of the imports," they say, " and the
exports shall take care of themselves." According to that,
England must have made brilliant operations last year, for
the surplus of her imports has exceeded £110,000,000
sterling. Unfortunately for the Cobden doctrine this same
year has seen one of the most terrifie crisis in the history
of Great Britain. The other day the hon. Minister of
Finance was remarking that stocks had gone up consider-
ably from 1879 to 1885. The hon. member for East York
Mr. Mackenzie) has asked the hon. Minister to give the
quotations for 1878, as compared to 1885. The hon. Min.
ister of Finance had not these quotations with him at the
time, but I have taken the trouble to consult them, and
they show a large increase as will be seen by the following
figures: In 1878, Montreal Bank was quoted at 161, and in
1885 it was quoted at 193. Molson's Bank was 92 in 1878
and 114 in 1885. The Bank of Toronto was 136 in 1878
and 182 in 1885. The Merchants Bank, which was 63, in
1878, is to-day quoted at 111.

Mr. CATUDAL. Does the hon. member take into
account the fact that the Merchants Bank has reduced its
capital by one-third ? You say that in 1878 the Merchants
Bank was quoted at such a price, and that in 1885 it was
quoted at such another price; do you koep account of the
difference arising from the fact that since 1878 the Mer-
chants Bank has reduced its capital by one-third?

Mr. TASSÉ. I do not know whether the quotations
which I am now giving wore made with reference to that
reduction, but there would still be a rise, even with that
reduction. The Merchants Bank, which was quoted at 116
in 1878, is now quoted at 121. Other securities, which I
might mention, also show a decided rise. When I see the
lion. members of the Opposition attacking, as they do, the
fiscal policy of the Government, I ask myself if these
gentlemen are not as many Saturns devouring their own
children; for we have not forgotten, Mr. Speaker, that the
Liberal party of Lower Canada was one of the first to
demand that the agricultural and manufacturing interests
should be protected. The member for Lotbinière was,
the other day, denouncing agricultural protection. Well, I
think that if his natural leader, Mr. Joly, could have heard
him, he would, perhaps, have disowned him as one of his
followers. Because, those who have read the Debates of
this louse know that in 1872 Mr. Joly was asking for pro.
tection on sugar and exemptionfrom Excise duties on beet
root sugar during ton years. It will also be remembered
that in 1872 the Liberals wanted to bury their past in
oblivion. They wore ashamed of it, and they had a thou-
sand reasens to be ashamed of it. Therefore, they wanted
to reorganise it, by leaving aside such mon as Messrs.
Doutre and Laflamme, for instance. These mon have since
been seen coming back to the surface-and by borrowing
from both parties the best planks of their platforms, in the
hope of producing an ensemble of principle which might
unite all men of good will, irrespective of parties. An
important meeting was held in Quebec, and it was pre.
sided over by the prodecessor of the hon. member for
Lotbinière, the hon. Mr. Joly. Well, on;that occasion, there
were loud demands for protection in favor of the agricul-
turer and trader, for protection in favor of the industries of
the country. So much so, that in 1876 a committee was
appointed to investigate the agricultural condition of the
country, and, that in answer to certain questions put to
hon. Mr. Joly, that gentlemen stated that if his friends had
abandoned the cause of protection, as most of those who
are no w occupying the other side of the flouse have done,
ho, at loast, had not given it up. And the following is the
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answer he addressed to the president of that committee, on
the 24th of March, 1876 :

" I have only received to-day a series cf printed questions from your
commission, in whose work I take a very deep interest, and Ihasten to
send you my answers. I am afraid they will be found somewhat lengthy,
but I must say that I feel a ce tain amount of satisfaction in being able
to formulate my views on this subject, whatever may be the worth of
such views. In fact, it is a kind of protest against charges brought
against me during this Session, in the House of Commons and in the
publie press-that I have abandoned the principal article of the pro-
gramme of our national party. What we claim above all is a national
trade policy. My friends have been charged with having abandoned it,
and as leader of the national party, my name has been mixed upwith
those reproaches ; but I have not abandoned that policy." *1 *

Now, in answer to the following question which was put
to him by the committee :

"l it in the interest of Canada to continue to admit American pro-
ducls freeefrom duty, while thedproducts exported on the other eide of
the frontier are liable ta a hligh duty?"

He said :
" No; it is against the intereste of Canada. I humbly believe that

only raw material used for manufactures should be admitted free from

utIt is neot by lowering the price of everything that we will ever attain
national wealth. The dearer we pay the better it is for us, provided our
means of paying are at par with the increase of prices. Ask the
laborer which he refer-flour at $4.50 per barrel and no work, or fleur
at $6 and plentyof work. Agriculture and manufacturing may together
insure great results ; but let these two industries isolate their intereste,
and their divided forces will be far from accomplishing as much." -

It may be said that the hon. Mr. Joly is no longer the
leader of the Liberal party in the Province of Quebec. I
know that ; in fact, he has had the same fate in the Provincial
House which was met by another leader of the Liberal
party in this House. Perhaps the mode of procedure was
less violent but that was all the difference. It is traditional
in that party to behead the chiefs when they do not lead to
victory. If I am told that Mr. Joly is no longer the leader
of the Liberal party in the Province of Quebec, one thing
will be admitted, and it is that the hon. member for East
Quebec-who, I regret to say, is not in hie seat-is at the
present moment the leader in the Dominion Parliament of
the Liberal party of the Province of Quebec. Well, that
hon. member, and not very long ago at that, held the same
opimons, the same sentiments,Ion protection. In 1871, when
hie held a seat in the Quebec House, he said :

" Quite a number of years ago the great patriot we have just lost, the
Hon. L. J. Papineau, seeking a remedy to the evils from which we were
suffering, summarised hie policy on the subject by this simple precept;' We muet buy nothing from the motroplis.' I am of opinion that that
policy is to-day forcing itself upon us with as much weight as it did
even at the time when it was formulated. It is a duty for us, and
especially for us Canadians of French origin, te create national
industry."

Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, our hon. friends will say : Why, this
was a long time ago-it is many years since our leader
expounded on the question of protection, those ideas which
are those professed to-day by the Conservative party. I
will quote, Mr. Speaker, utterances which are a little more
fresh. They were uttered as far back as the 22nd of March,
1877. Mr. Laurier was not then, it is true, as
strong a protectionist as ho had been in 1871; but he was
still fairly so, as may be judged by the following short
extract from one of his speeches:-

" I am of opinion, however, that certain industries cannot be estab-
lished without the aid of the Legislature ; and I say it openly, in the
presence of my political friends."'

As will be seen, these words from Mr. Laurier have been
uttered not many years ago, and they prove one thing : It
is, that our friends opposite have completely given up the
economioal ideas which they formerly held. They have
sacrificed everything to the domination of their allies, the
Grits. At this same meeting of 1872 another leader of the
Liberal party, who is not sitting in this House, it is true,
but who has a seat in the highest House in the country, the
hon. Mr. Pelletier, said:

Mr. TAssÉ.

." The manufactures in the different branches of industry which we
might develop with such beneficial results, do not recelve the necessary
protection. You will probably tell me that, nevertheles, a strong
impulse was given towards progress ; that the spirit of enterprise seems
to spring up. Yes, gentlemen, hunger and misery have often led to
superhuman efforts. The terrible commercial crisie which prevails to-day,
while alarming those who were most confident in a brighter future,
induces them to make supreme efforts in order to avoid complete ruin.
It is true that generous efforts have been made for some time back; a
few enterprising capitaliste are trying, it is true, to establish manu-
factures, but have they been able to inspire confidence in their success?
Have they been able to do away with this great objection of the tariff,
which makes it impossible to export our produce ? What guarantee
have they when they risk their capital in manufactures which are con-
tantly exposed te a change in the tariff, which might paralyse every-

things? There isalongside cf us a population of forty milli ns, with
whom we are unable t1 trade. Our country offers immense adyantages,
and in spite of that it je still the most backward country la America,
owing te the want of encouragement to manufactures."

If I wanted to make a reviewal of most of the prominent
membhers of the Opposition, I mighit do, what bas already
been doue besides, I might show that these gentlemen have
ail, one after another, been in favor of a protective tarif. I
heard the hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail) telling us a
while ago that the Government had done nothing to
encourage sugar industries in this country. That gentle.
man has forgotten the very important fact that under the
Mackenzie Administration the sugar refineries closed their
doors, which they have re-opened since the establishment of
the protective tariff. ie as forgotten that, in 1876, bis
colleague, the hon. Mr. Jones, who was thon sitting on this
side of the fouse, on the Ministerial bonches-but that did
not last very long, I ar not sorry to say-was clamoring in
vain for protection on sugar. I shal quote lis own words,
pronounced in this house on the 3rd ofApril, 1876:

the mighit be laborig under a misapprehension, but ho understood
the hon. m ember for Seulh Waterlo, on a former c casion, when ho iro-
duced hie motion relating te the West India trade, to allude to the sugar
refining interosts as likely te o bgreatly benefited thereby. If the hon.
member was L earnet in his proposition te subsidise a lino of steamers
thon, ho could net understand his position now. The hon. gentleman

ad said that but 300 persons were aiterested in the sugar trade, but if
the number offessels ongaged il Ibis largo commerce with the West Indies
and the mon indirectly connected With the business were taken oae
account, we weuld find that number swell ite thousande. H thankeod
the hon. Postmaster General, fer the stand ho bad takea on this ques-
tion. If the refinery n Motreal could have workod under the present
system ne application would baie been made, but it had been sufficiently
demonstrated that il was impossible te eep open refineries li the face
ef the bounty ailowed by the Unitel itates. Iu was ne use tinkering
withthhe tariff, but the Goernmnot shouldbe prepared to deal with the
American system, which was annihilating our trade. When $2.50 duty
per 100 pounds was paid, and a drawback of $3.00 was allowed, which
was equal to A a cent per pound, it was plain to be seen tbat no tarif
would enable a refinery to exist in Canada. Unless a duty was imposed
equal to the bouaty, it would be no use trying to do anything."

In 1877, the hon. Mr. Jones returned to the charge and
again reproved the Government. fere is what he said on
the 9th of March:

" The sugar interest demanded some consideration, because, if some
legislation did not speedily take place, he was afraid we were going te
lose a large trade with the West Indies. That trade, in the Mariume
Provinces, at the present moment, involved from three to four million
dollars a year, but the inevitable result of the presoent pollcy would be
to drive the whole trade to the United States. We sent our vessels with
outward cargoes, which were sold in the West Indies, and they were
obliged to take the sugar to the United States to have it refined. Cargoes
of sugar passed through the Boston refineries, and in 24 or 36 hours were
exported into canada again under a bounty of 50 per cent. Suh .a
system could not continue very long. In a short time, when the Ameri-
cane found out that they had destroyed our trade, they would dictate
their own terme, and then it would be seen how disastrous the present
policy was."

We did precisely what was asked by the hon. Mr. Jones,
when he had his seat among the Ministerial benches. He
wanted to protect that industry, and since that time we
have seen not only the great Redpath refinery opening
its doors at Montreal, but we have seen others croppig up
or taking large proportions. I was speaking a while ago
of the Liberal leaders in this House and at Quebec. In
1881-it is not a very long time since-the hon. leader of
the Opposition was. visiting Montreal. We were on the
eve of general electionsé The hon. gentleman was visiting
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his faithful in Montreal, seeing, no doubt, with regret, that
instead of increasing, their number was diminishing at
every election. On that occasion the hon, leader of the
Opposition expounded views which resembled a great deal
those of the most extreme free traders; besideq, it was not
the first time in his life ; but Mr. Mercier, who had a botter
knowledge of the popular sentiment in the Province, who
knew that the views advocated by the hon. leader of the
Opposition were quite unpopular; that they were repudi-
ated not only by the Conservatives, but even by almost
every Liberal, Mr. Mercier felt alarmed at the opinions
expressed by the hon. leader of the Opposition, and ho
endeavored to limit their bearing to a certain extent. Here
are the words which he used under those circumstances :

" When we left power the receipts of the country were not as high as
they are to-day; but the Conservatives failed to keep tihemselves within
reasonable limite and they have raised the tariff in an exaggerated
manner. But we muet be impartial; this increase, large as it was at the
outaet, did not produce a bad result; it has put an end to deficits, if we
are to believe Sir Leonard Tilley, and it has induced capitalists to invest
large sums in the manufactures."

Mr. BLAKE. Of cotton.
M. TASSÉ. The hon. leader of the Opposition says that

large sums have been invested in the manufacture of cotton.
He is perfectly right. But it is equally true that millions
have been invested in other industries. Under the Liberal
régime there was no large amounts invested in cotton, and
although people were thne in favor of a cheap country to
live in, cotton goods were not sold as cheap as they are to-
day, neitherwere they manufactured in such large quantities
as they are to-day. When the hon. leader of the Opposition
was denouncing the policy of the Government with respect
to duties imposed on cotton, he said: If you put a duty on
cotton, cotton goods will be sold at an extravagant price;
you will make the fortune of a few speculators, of a certain
number of capitalists, to the dotriment of consumers. fie
cannot deny that. To this pretension we have answered
that we were not afraid of the profits which might be
realised by the manufacturers; that it was not to be expected
that they would invest their capital with the sole view of
pleasing the public, and that even if the prices of their
manufactured goods were to be higher for a certain time,
domestic competition would not be long in bringing them
down to a normal rate. Well, what are the facts to-day ? Facts
have so well given the lie to the predictions of our friends
opposite that they are now reduced to deplore the losses
which the cotton manufacturers have suffered of late years.
Facts have so well belied the predictions of the hon. leader
of the Opposition on this important question of cotton manu-
facturing, which has inspired him many an eloquent speech,
that instead of blaming the Government to-day ho should
be one of the first to commend thoir conduct. The hon.
leader of the Opposition, who did me the honor of inter-
rupting me, will admit that there is at Montreal a news-
paper, wh:ch is supposed to be the organ of the Liberal
party in the Province of Quebec, and which is called
La Patrie. That journal is to-day edited by Mr. Louis
Honoré Fréchette, who for several years held a seat in this
House as the represensative of the beautiful county of
Levis. At the lst elections Mr. Fréchette was a
candidate in the county of Levis; I think it was
for the fourth or fifth time. His opponents, it
seems, had circulated the rumor that if ho was elected,
ho, Mr. Fréchette, one of the supporters of Mr.
Blake, would make it his duty to wage war in this
House against the National Policy, which was very natural,
I admit, for the National Policy is the great lino of demar-
cation between the Liberal and Conservative parties. Well,
Mr. Fréchette, knowing that ho could not be elected in the
county of Levis if ho hoisted the fiag of free trade,
declared, in a letter, that if ho was elected, neither ho nor
his chief, the hon. Mr. Blake, would work against the
national Policy. Perhaps the hon. leader of the Oppaition

has read that letter, which was publshed in the Chronicle of
the 10th of June, 1882, for the purpose of removing the
fears of the electors. The letter said :

" I hear that there Is some uncertainty prevailing somewhere regarding
my views, as a candidate for the county of Levis, regarding what la
generally termed the National Policy.

"I wieh to state here what I stated yesterday before the publie of Levia,
St. Joseph and St. Romuald, that my platform is exactly that of my
leader, Mr. Blake, on that question as well as on the others.

" I never believed in the so-called National Policy ; I think it has done
more harm than good to the country; but I most positively declare
that my intention, if elected, as well as the intention of the Liberal party,
is not to interfere with that policy, which has been established by the
popular will, as a change in the system would probably create a dis-
turbance in our industries and trade, whieh muet be avoided at Ill
hasards. I consider the National Policy as neoessary, now that it is
inaugrated-and for this the Conservatives alone are responsible-a
necessary evil, which could be cured only by a remedy worse than the
disease."

This language is far different from that of the member for
South Huron, who exclaimed in this House : This tarif can-
not stand. Woll, I do not think that the hon. member for
Durham, who must have read that letter,-

Mr. BLAKE. I have not read it.
Mr. TASSÉ. I know the hon. leader of the Opposition to

be a great reader of newspapers, of everything that bears
the liberal stamp; I know ho takes a great interest in the
French and English literature of his party, Did ho over
protest ?

Mr. BLAKE. I have never road it.
Mr. TASSÉ. The hon. leader of the Opposition says that

ho has not read it. Well, now that J have road it to him,
does ha, or does ho not, approve it.

Mr. BLAKE. I approve it in part, and I disapprove it in
part.

Mr TASSf. Very flattering for Mr. Fréchette, the editor
of La Patrie, organ of the Liboral party in the Province of
Queboe. This disavowal from his chief is one of
the finest compliments that was ever p aid to a Liberal
journalist, to my knowledge, for a long time back.
Until now we have noticed what protection had done for
Canada, but we have never asked oursolves what we should
be without it. I venture to state that, without this tarif,
the C nadian market would still continue to be, what it has
been under the Mackenzie régime, a slaughter market for
American over-production. Without protection we would
see to-day 60,000 workingmen, and more, without work,
without bread, and most of them emigrating in a body, as
they did under the old Administration. And the fact that
since the lst of January last only 100,000 operatives have
resumed work in the American manufactures, shows what
would have become of our market had we not a tarif to
protect us against the production of the United States. We
would be at the mercy of the American manufacturers, as
we were under the Mackenzie Administration. Without
protection we would still be the vassals, the tributaries, of
the great American Republic. The interprovincial trade,
which has made such rapid progress for the last few years,
would not have taken the proportions which it has taken,
which it is still taking, and which it shall continue to take
as long as we are protected. Without protection British
Columbia, which last year imported over $624,000 worth
of goods from the Eastern Provinces, would not
certainly have imported such a large amount from
its sister Provinces. Because, in 1874, when the Liberal
party came into power, the total amount of the
value of goods shipped from the Eastern Provinces
to British Columbia was only $66,104. Without protection,
coal mining and the consumption of coal, which has nearly
doubled, owing to the industrial establishments in the coun-
try, would certainly not have reached such great propor-
tions. Without protection the Canadian workmen would
certainly not have recovered the easy circumstauoes in
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which they have lived for the last few years, and could
never have succeded in a very short time in depositing,
together with the farmers, an amount of $13,000,000 in the
post office savings bank. Without protection we could
never have put an end to the deficits, which amounted to
over $7,000,000 under the Mackenzie Administration, and
which have been converted into a surplus of over $818,000,000
since the adoption of the protective tarif. Well, Sir Richard
Cartwright, himself, admitted, when he was Minister of
Finance, that deficits, especially if they became chronic-
and unfortunately they were chronic under his administra-
tion-might become a source of very grave difficulties, and
that it was necessary to adopt energetic means to put an
end to them. The Conservative Government have adopted
those means and our hon. friends opposite, instead of blam-
ing them for having taken these energetie means of putting
an end to deficits and of protecting the credit of the country,
ahould, on the contrary, eongratulate them on the important
and patriotic work which they have accomplished. I know,
without protection, the immense sacrifices which we have
incurred to construet the Pacifie Railway would, to a great
extent, be useless. Instead of finding an outlet for our
industrial produce in the immense agricultural region of the
North-West, the people of these Territories would continue,
as in the past, to import their goods from the neighboring
States. Now I come to another point. The hon. member
for Lotbinière has spoken to us about the debt of Canada.
Indeed every member of the Opposition has lamented on the
extent of our debt. But, Mr. Speaker, none of tbem have
told this House that every cent of that debt is represented
by a productive capital. None of them have said that
every cent of the public debt of Canada is represented by
improvements and works, without which Canada would not
be to-day the rich and prosperous country which it has
become. None of them have said that that debt is not the
price of blood, as are the debts of England, France, Ger-
many and the United States. I do not hlesitate to say that
the debt of Canada would find favor in the eyes of the most
rigid of economists. And while I see the public debt of our,
country represented under such false colors by those who
style themselves as the free trade party of Canada, I am
glad to be enabled to give them the opinion of one of the
chiefs of' that school, Mr. de Molinari, one of the chief
editors of the Journal des Débats, a man whose opinion hias
been quoted very recently by the great newspapers of
Europe on the importance of maintaining free trade in the
old world. Mr. de Molinari visited Canada some years ago,
and especially the Province of Quebec, where he carefully
studied our economical situation. On his return to France,
here is what he said about the debt of Canada:

" The Dominion and provincial debt has been contracted wholly for
the construction of an improved systein of coumunication, canals and
railways, which might, with due regard to proportion, bear comparison
'With that of the Unted States. Nevertheleoes, fer a few years back, the
finances of the Dominion had felt the influence of the criais. There lad
been a decrease of the receipts, arising most exclusively from Customs,
from licenses for the sale of liquors and the sale of public lands; for-
tunrtely the criaisela over and the deficits have aready been ouperseded
by surpluses in the receipts. Bear in mind that Canada is one of the
countries in the vorld where there le the least taxation, and that the
contributive faculties of the people have hardly been grazed."
There is the opinion of Mr. de Molinari, and yet the hon.
late Minister of Finance, and those who hold bis views, are
constantly proclaiming in this House that Canada is one of
the moet overtaxed countries in the world. Mr. de Molinari,
who has not the same reasons for representing, under false
colore, the financial position of the country, does not hesi.
tate to state that Canada is one of the countries in the
world where there is the least taxation, and that the con-
tributive faculties of the people have hardly been grazed.
He goes on to say:

It would be a blessed land for speculators conversant in the art of
pieking the hen without causing ber to cackle ; but where there are no
armies to be aid, no war loans to redeem, there is no need of a heavy

Mr. Zksb.

budget, and there are many reasons for abstaining from pieking the hen
at all. The Canadian federation ocupies a position similar to that of the
United States before the Secession war; and, thanks to God, noue of
the questions which are agitated between the parties are of such a
character as to provoke other contests than those of the press and the
hastings."
I have said that every cent of our debt was represented by
public improvements. Since 1867 it las been increased by
#100,000,000. Well, what is this increase composed of?
In the first place, we have a sum of $27,624,638 for provin-
cial debte. So that this is not at ail an increase of taxation.
It is simply debts from the old Provinces which have been
assumed by the Dominion Parliament. Thus we have
public improvements: Pacific Railway, $47,291,564; Inter-
colonial Railway, $29,486,027; canais, $31,404,938; making
a total of $135,807,209. To these fite items I may add
$29,374,000, which have been expended, irrespective of the
debt, out of the ordinary receipts of Canada. And the
Liberal party has its good share of responsibility for that
increase of the public debt. From 1874 to 1878 the interest
on the debt has increased by $980,882, while from 1878 to
1884 it has been increased only by $851,672. And let us
bear in mind that the rate of interest is now lower than it
was then. In 1867 the average of the rate of interest on
our loans was 5-21 per 100; in 1873, $4.38; in 1878, $4.05,
and in 1885, $3.98. This is a proof that our credit, instead
of declining, is now gaining in the London market. But
our hon. friends say: Why, public expenditure is increas-
ing in alarming proportions? Certainly it is. It is
impossible that it should be otherwise. But if it does
increase we must not forget that our receipts are also
increasing. This is just the reverse of what happened
under the Liberal Administration. We must not forget
that within a few years the public revenue has been
increased by several millions, and it would be absured to
pretend that an additional revenue of nine millions could be
evied with the same amount of expenditure. Within a

few years we have created a whole Department-the Depart-
ment of Interior-which, alone, during the last four years,
bas brought to the Treasury not less than $4,000,000, arising
from the sale of lands in the North-West. It is also known that
we have had to establish new post offices and Custom housesein
a great part of the North-West, and in new places in other
parts of the country. We have made a great many other
expenses which represent, in a legitimate measure, the
increase of the debt, as compared to what it was formerly.
The other day, the Ion. member for Cardwell (Mr. White),
who is an authority on such matters, compared the expendi-
ture of 1875 and 1876 to that of 1883 and 1884, and showed
that we had spent during those last years $6,619,334 more
than in 1875 and 1876. But, as le rightly remarked, this
increase is easily explained. Ont of that sum, $2,079,488
were expended for the collection of revenue more than in
1875; the revenue itself has increased during that period
by a sum of $9,250,000. Out of that sum, $1,901,045 was
devoted to the sinking fund and to the cost of management
of the public debt, and the balance, $2,264,540, represents
the increase of the ordinary expenditure. That balance
itself contains: For publie works, $959,910; mail subsidies
and grants to lines of steamers, $204,090; grants to Indians,
8839,831; mounted police, $116,465. Now, ail these amounts
show an inercase, and it was the Mackenzie Government
themselves who started that expenditure, particularly the
extra expenses for surveys in the North-West, and to main-
tain a strong supervision there. After ail, they are not a
heavy burden on the people, for they only represent an extra
tax of 12 cents per head. Now, we come to another point.
The hon. member for Lotbinière has lastly spoken tonus about
the Pacific Railway. Hie has told us that the construction of
that railway was pushed too rapidly. I am not of that
opinion. I think that the more railways we have
in the country the beter it will be for us. I believe
that the locomotive is the best factor, the mightiest

684



COMMONS DEBATES.

lever, of material progress in any country. It ought
to precede and not to follow the march of colonisation.
It is a great many years since the Conservative party,
represented by Sir Allan McNab, said: «lMy policy is rail-
ways." The policy of the Conservative party is still to-day
as it was then, a railway policy. We know vhat that pol-
icy has done to develop the resources of the country. Where
should we be to-day if the 10,000 miles of railways
which make up our admirable system of railways did not
exist? Where should we be without the Grand Trunk,
against which our friends opposite fought so violently, as
they did against all great measures of public interest which
were advocated by the Conservative party ? Where would
we be without the Intercolonial and the Pacifie Railways,
which will give us a through lino of railway from ocean to
ocean ? Even in 1872 Sir George Etienne Cartier, while
proposing in this House the great measure of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, said: All aboard for the west! It is very
well known that nobody attached more importance than ho
did to the construction of that great railway, for in the Bill
which he succeeded in having passed in the old House, itis
enacted that the construction of the Pacific Railway will be
finished within ton years. I regret that the hon. momber
for L'Islet (Mr. Casgrain) is not in his seat, for I would take
this opportunity to reproach him with having written a
most unworthy page, a very regrettable page, a page which
can never be forgiven. In a book which ho bas published
lately, which was in itself a fault, for the book was written
in order to justify one of the greatest outrages
that was ever attempted against tbe responsible
system in this country, to justify that which bas been called
the coup d'état, the hon. gentleman bas taken occasion to
throw mud at his opponents. Ho bas chosen to enter into
the private affairs of a man who is no more here to defend
himself-a man whom ho never would have dared to fight
face to face-but who bas left followers and admirers who
will be equal to the task of defending him. The member
for L'Islet has attacked the memoryof Sir George E. Cartier;
he has entered into the domain of his private life to villify
him. But I amhappy to state that there are many Liberals
to-day who, reviewing the political career of our late lam-
onted chief, do not hesitate to admit that ho was a great
patriot and a friend to his country. And this House has
echoed public gratefulness by erecting him a monument that
all the scribblers in the world are unable to disfigure. The
hon. member for Lotbinière complains that we are proceed-
ing too rapidly with the construction of the Pacifie Railway
in British Columbia. I am sorry to find that my bon. friend
has completely forgotten the history of his party; because,
before ho left power, Mr. Mackenzie declared, in this city of
Ottawa, in a speech which he delivered against my candi-
dature in 1878, that he bad asked for tenders for the con-
struction of the Pacific Railway in British Columbia. And
yet we see the Liberal members upbraiding the present
Government for pushing too rapidly the construction of that
section. Not only do they blame the Government for build-
ing rapidly the British Columbia section of the Pacific Rail-
way, but I have heard, with still greater surprise, the hon.
member censuring the Governmont for building that section
which is situated on the north shore of Lake Superior. On
this point, as on the other, my bon. friend forgets the history
of his own party. In 1880, his own leader, the hon. member
for West Durham, said:

" I should not be surprised if some hon. member from Quebec had
indicated to the Minister of Railways, in language as strong as was con-
sistent with the politeness due to a powerful Minister, that it was essen-
tial that he should throw out, at any rate, some ray ot hope, however
faint, that at some early period the Quebec railway should be connected
with the tbrough line; that he should say to the members from Que-
bec: Gentlemen, at the present time we can only burn the candle in
the middle, and at the western end, but the time will come sooner than
you ei, when we will burn it in the middle and at both ends, when
it will alight in the eat also. Quebec may expect the eastern end
to be commenced when the western road il fished-that is, that it

will be begun in 1890, and may be fdnished in 1897, and I hope they will
all be alive to enjoy it."

Again, the leader of the Opposition has shown himself a
bad prophet. It is not in 1897 that the section on the north
shore of Lake Superior will be completed, but within a few
months, after wonders of activity, which ought to deserve
his approbation. Net only that, Mr. Speaker, but the news-
paper which is the organ of the Liberal party (the Globe),
whose authority my hon. friend will net gainsay, said, with
regard te Lake Superior, in 1871:

" Our rulers will be traitors to their country and to British connection if
they lose a single season in making it practicable and couvenient for
settlers to go to Fort Garry through their own territory, and In putting
thinge in a fair way for the Oanadian Pacific Railway. It is a question
not merely of convenience but of national existence ; it mut be pushed
through at whatever expense. We believe it eau be so pushed through,
not only without being a burden pecuniarily to Canada, but with an
absolute profit in every point of view. Without such a lin@ a great
British North America would turn up an unsubstantial dream; with it,
and with ordinary prudence and wisdom on the part of her statesmen, it
will be a great, a glorious reality.

" Instead of the tact that the North Pacifie is under construction being
an argument for allowing the Canadian project to lay in the meantime
in abeyance, it affords the strongest reason possible for its being pushed
through without delay. Politically, it is a manifest and pressing
necessity, while commercially itis as evidently of the highest importance
for Canada. ln this way alone can this country have any chance for her
fair share in the lucrative trade with the North-West, which will aseuredly
spring up, and in the varied traflic with the Pacifie world, which, to a
great extent, will pass through Canadiaa territory, if once what will be
the shortest and easiest route from ocean to ocean is in working order."

It will be seen, by these few extracts, that the opinions
expressed by our hon. friends opposite are exactly the
reverse of the opinions expressed hardly a few years ago
by their chiefs and by their principal organ in the country.
We are told that the construction of the Pacific Rail-
way is being carried on too rapidly. That is the opinion
of the hon. members opposite, but that is net the
the opinion of the country. The settliers who are disseminated
along the lino of that immense route, which has 3,000 miles
in length, the settlers who are lost in the immensity of the
prairies and even along the shores of the Mackenzie River,
who are without communication, either direct or indirect,
with the civilized world, will not think that the construc-
tion of that railway is going on too rapidly. Neither will
the traders of Manitoba, of the North-West, and of British
Columbia, who have te import goods from the eastern Prov-
inces, think that the construction is going on too rapidly.
The manufacturers who have a surplus of production in the
old eastern Provinces, and who reckon on being able to
dispose of their surplus at profitable prices on the western
markets, will not think that we are constructing this road
too rapidly. The whole commercial world, who recognise
in the Pacifie Railway the most direct route between Europe
and Asia, will approve of the rapid construction of that rail-
way. No, Mr. Speaker; the construction of the Pacifie
Railway will net be completed a moment too soon. Thirty
years ago, in the Revue des Deux Mondes, a prominent
economist, Mr. Langel, published an essay on the proposed
transcontinental lines of the American continent, and speak-
ing of this enterprise he said: "The proposed undertaking
in Canada is simply a dream, but if ever that road is con-
structed it will create a perturbation in the business of the
world," And the London Iimes said that the construction of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway would be one of the most
brilliant achievements that any country in the world
could ever boast of. The hon. member for Lotbinière
concluded the other day by speaking to us about
the programme of the Liberal party. I should be
very happy to know exactly what that programme
is. 1 have taken a great deal of trouble to find out what
it was, but without success, up te the present time. The
Opposition is against every thing which is proposed by
the Government. That is about all the programme they
have. It seems that the sane ignorance prevails on the
other side of the fouse among the members of that
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party. In a newspaper which is edited by one of the
lieutenants of the hon, leader of the Opposition-I refer
to the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)-the London
Advertiser, the following words could be read concerning
the programme of the Liberal party a few days before
the opening of the Session:

" We trust that the leaders of the Reform party, in the louse of Com-
mons, will avail themselves of the present Session to enunciate their
views on those public questions which are likely to present themselves
for solution at the next general elections."

But that is not ail. Last year the Montreal Witness,
which is also a Grit paper, published a correspondence
from a person who occupies a prominent position in the
Liberal party of Ontario. I think it was Mr. Robert-
son, of St. Catharines, a well known Liberal. This friend
of the Liberal party complained in that correspondonce that
his party had no programme, and that his chiefs were
deficient in energy and unanimity. Here are a few of the
complaints he made :

" A general survey of the condition and prospects of the Liberal
party in Canada leaves, on the observer. three distinct impressions. 1st.
That the Liberal chief displays a great want of energy ; 2nd. That his
leading organ is conspicuous for its timidit and want of nerve ; and
3rd. That unanimity is entirely wanting. Whether Mr. Blake and the
Globe are influence 1 by public opinion, or public opinion is influenced
by the attitude of the Liberal leader and his organ, may be open to dis-
pute. It, however, is certain that Mr. Blake is making no serious effort
to rally the forces of Liberalism, and that the Globe, while so bold and
even dictatorial, is now a veritable slave to every class or organisation
which may wield any political influence. There is scarcely any question
of real interest to the people of Canada which the Globe bas the courage
to thoroughly and impartially discuss. We have ad nauseam editorial
upon editorial, written in a strain of dull mediocrity, on the crimes, real
or supposed, of the Dominion Government.

" A study of the political system gives no great cnco:ragement to
those who look for an active and aggressive Liberaliam, and for any
well-united and weli-concerted attack on the present abuses of autho-
rity. A homogeneous Liberal party in Canada has no existence. There
are Liberals in Ontario, Quebec and the Maritime Provinces, but there
is no unison between what should be sections of one great army. Local
issues determine to a great extent the results of elections in some of the
smaller Provinces, and are not without their effect on the smaller ones.
No great principles, no common policy, unite the Liberals of Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick with those of Quebec and Ontario. The
battle of Dominion elections is fought by regiments recognising no
common commander, and the result is anarchy and defeat."

And this is not the only Liberal paper from which I might
quote. Here is another extract from the Waterford Star,
of the 26th of January, 1885. A n article headed " Reform
Platform " concludes as Iollows:-

" We repeat that what the Reform party needs at the present criais is
aggressive leaders and repreEentatives in Parliament and fewer good-Lord
good-devil mon. We have endeavored to keep posted ai to the politics
of the day, yet if any one asked us to defiae the policy of ou- party, we
would have to say, with the mail, " We haven't got any ;" at least, we
haven't been able to discover it. We write the above in no captionus
spirit, for the mere purpose of fault-finding, but because a sense of duty
compels it. W e have suffered two ignominous defeats as a party at the
polls, and will suffer a third unless we become more aggressive and take
steps to define our policy and divide the House on it, to show the people
we mean business and not mere clap-trap."

Well, if the Liberal members, if the Liberal papers, if the
Liberal electors, have that same opinion of their chiefs, and
come to the conclusion that they have no programme which
could be accepted even by the Liberal party, I ask them
how the Conservatives who, for a thousand good reasons,
have no confidence whatever in the opinions and policy of
our hon. friends opposite, could be converted to their
opinions. But that is not ail. Some time ago the Liberal
party gave a great dinner in the city of Montreal. Os that
occasion the member for East Quebec delivered a speech, in
which lie expounded certain views which will astonish
those who have not yet read it:

"Gentlemen, remember one thing : if the whole population was corn-
posel of such men as the members of the Club National we would be
independent already."
So that the hon, member for East Quebec is in favor of
immediate independence, even at the risk of throwing us
into the arms of the United States.-

"But snob mon as you are a minority in the country."
Mr. TAsst.

That has been known for a long time.
" If to-day we are not independent, if we are still a colony, the fault,

if there is a fault, does not lie with the metropolis but with the Cana-
dian people who, let us admit the fact, do not deserve their indepen-
dence."

So that the member for East Quebec thinks that the Cana-
dian people do not deserve their independence.-

"Gentlemen, before we get our independence, the people of our
country must be taught to be patriotie, for I do not hesitate to say that
they are deficient in patriotism."

According to the leader of the French Liberals, the people
of this country are deficient in patriotism. This is a high
compliment, which will, no doubt, be appreciated at its full
value.-

" I can say it unhesitatingly, because their answer is written in plain
letters on the ballots of our representation. Look at what is taking
place in Quebec. Out of'sixty-five members, you will find fifteen in the
ranks of the Liberal party. Am I to be told that we are a patriotic
people? Am I to be told that the people who has not resented the
abominations of which we have been the victims since the month of
October, 1879, is a people of patriots ? For my part-I regret it for the
country's sake-but I repeat it, our people are deficient in patriotiàsa.
What, gentlemen! when the party who has been guilty, on the
29th of October, of the darkest treason ever mentioned in the history of
any country; when the party who has out down the head of patriot-
martyr, when that party has, under such circumatances, found grace
before the people, and when the people, instead of nailing these traitors
to the pillory, have absolved them, and what is more, have rewarded
them, am I to be told that patriotism is to be found among snch men? If
we bad our independence what would we do with it? I fear that we
would rank with the nations where public interest is made subaervient
to private interest. I fear that we would come down to the rank of the
people of Mexico, Guatimala, South America, and ever so manyothers."

Well, I would like to know what the supporters of the hon.
member for East Quebec think of such an astounding
opinion. I should like to know from the hon. member who
will address the Iouse after me to-night, what he thinks of
his chief, when the latter says that the people of the country
are lacking in patriotism because they do not laim their
independence? Not content with underrating their own
country, the Liberal chiefs have become so enraged with
disappointed ambition that they even insult the people.
The member for East Quebec wound up his remarks by
saying:

"Now you will, perhaps, ask me, before I am done, 'wbat the
chances of the Liberal party are. To-day we are not very numerous"-

I believe our friends opposite hold a similar opinion on this
point.--

An hon. IMEMBER. We bave the quality.
Mr. TASSÉ. I have no doubt that is the opinion of our

hon. friends opposite. Only the people do not hold the
same view. Let us hear more from the member for East
Quebec:

" At Ottawa we are hardly more numerous than we are at Quebec.
Here we are fifteen out of sixty-five; there we are sixty out of two hundred
and ten. I have often thought that the Liberal party was like the saints,
that is to say, our Kingdom is not in this -world"-

It takes a great stretch of imagination to find points of
resemblance between the Liberal party and the saints, even
on this point:

" But I begin to have ideas which are more brightsnd pleasant;"

I do not see why the French leader should begin t seee
thinga under a more pleasant aspect, for in spite of repeated
contests his party has never exeeded the number of the
small Rouge Pleiade, whose memory is far-famed. I do not
think that the Province of Quebec have more confidence
to-day in the policy of the Liberals than they had formerly.
On the contrary, all the elections which have taken place,
or nearly all, have about maintained the glorious position
held by the Conservotive party the day after the great con-
test of 1882. And while, on the one hand, Mr. Laurier
complains that his country does not deserve independence,
we see the hon. member for East York swearing by all that
is good and great that he intends to die for thlagliah g
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It is true that the member for South Huron also appears to
be leaning towards independence, while the leader of the
Opposition has pronounced in favor of Imperial federation.
'This is a new proof that the Liberal party has no unani-
mity, has no acceptable programme. In that same speech
which I have just quoted, the member for East Quebec said
that since the coup d'état had been condemned, the
Conservative party in his Province was a mere
plaything in the hands of Sir John. Even yesterday
I heard the hon. member for South Huron telling us that he
was in favor of the maintenance of a truly national spirit.
And yet this same hon. member said at Napanee, in 1883,
that the people of Upper Canada ought to form a league, as
they did twenty years ago, to put down what he called
French domination. Thus, while we see, on the one hand,
the member for East Quebec preaching that the Lower
Canada Conservatives were only puppets in the hands of
the First Minister, on the other hand we see the leader of
the Opposition complaining that the Province of Quebec
rules with absolute power over the whole country. Mr.
Speaker, the people seeing that, on the one hand, the
Liberal party has no well-defined programme, and that
what programme they do have is inacceptable in many
respects; seeing that, on the other hand, the Conservative
party has a policy which is based on the protection of our
great agricultural and industrial interests, a policy based on
the development and construction of the great works which
are indispensable to the prosperity of the country, the people
of Canada, I do not hesitate to say, will continue their confi-
dence in the Conservative party, who have done so much to
deserve it.

Mr. HACKETT. I think the louse and the country are
to be congratulated on the very able and satisfactory state-
ment made by the Finance Minister. It must be gratifying
to the people of Canada to know that the financial affairs of
the country are in a very satisfactory condition. For the
last year or so hon, gentlemen opposite have been going
about endeavoring by every means in their power to decry
the eredit of Canada. They have stated on almost every
platform, and their press has repeated the statement, that
the peoplo were lcaving the country in large numbers, that
taxation was rolling up at a fearful rate, and that the dobt of
the country was something enormous. Now, we are glad to
know from the statement of the hon. Minister of Finance
that these assertions are quite unwarranted, but that the
credit of Canada as a borrowing country stands high in the
money market of the world-that in fact our securities
occupy a front rank. We are also glad to know that not-
withstanding that large amounts of money have been appro-
priated for publie improvements, the debt per head of the
population is less than that of a great many other countries,
and not so great as that of other countries on this continent.
What is the reason, Sir, that things are in so satisfactory a
condition? In my opinion, we must attribute it to the
beneficial working of the National Policy. Those of us who
were in this House in 1879, when the policy was inaugu.
rated, will remember the vicions opposition that that policy
met with from Ion, gentlemen opposite. We then saw
these hon. gentlemen rise, one after another, and assert, in
the most confident language, that this policy was going to
ruin the country, that it would be the means of creating
vast monopolies, and that the consumers of the country
would be ground down under the iron heel of those mono-
polies. Again, in 1882, when the Government appealed to
the people for a confirmation of this policy, we had to meet
the same arguments. We were told that great cotton lords
and great sugar lords existed in the country, and that these
men, after making fortunes out of the poor people of the
country, in a few years, were in London, Paris, Rome
and other cities of the old world, spending their
mnony lavishly. But two or three years later we have

a different story told on the floor of this House.
We are now told that these men are all ruined, and that
the capital they have invested has all been lost. We know
that depression does exist; but this fact we have to comfort
us: that the consumers of the country are buying the
articles reIuired by them for the support of themselves
and their families at a cheaper rate than has ever before
been known in this country. This is the result of the
National Policy, and this I consider is very satisfactory to
the people. Now, Sir, without entering into the abstract
question of the National Policy, I mny say that my object
in rising on this occasion is to correct some errors that the
hon. momber for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies) made on the
occasion lie addressed the House a few evenings ago. That
hon. gentleman on that occasion made a very remarkable
speech-remarkable for its inaccuracies, remarkable for the
way in which he compared our country with the countries
of the world, by distorting facts and figures to show that
Canada occupied a very poor position as compared with
other countries. I am glad to say, however, that the hon.
gentleman directed his remarks principally to the Dominion
of Canada as a whole. Some two or three years ago, when
the hon. gentleman took his seat in this House for the first
time, speaking of the financial condition of the country, he
singled out Prince Edward Island as being especially ground
down by the National Policy. H1e told us on that occasion
how the people were being driven out of Prince Edward
Island, how whole rows of bouses were to let, how the
wharves were deserted, how no business was doing, how
everything was so depressed and demoralised that men hav-
ing money were afraid to invest it, and how the greatest
ruin prevailed in that Province. I admonished the hon
gentleman on that occasion that lie was doing a great
wrong in decrying his Province, and that his remarks
would have a bad effect upon its credit. I am glad that
since then he has learned wisdom, and that my admonition
has had a good effect ; because in addressing the House
now he does not confine himsolf to Prince Edward Island,
but speaks of the whole Dominion. The hon. gentleman, at
the commencement of his remarks, treated us to a little dis-
sertation on loyalty. It was called out by some remarks
made by the lion. member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster), to
the eflect that there was no respectable gentleman at present
in the Liberal-Conservative party, or no respectable news-
paper in the country, advocating annexation to the United
States. The hon. member for King's made that statement,
and I believe it to be correct. He stated, further, that there
was a paper, he believed the only one in the Maritime Pro-
vinces, advocating annexation, published in the city of St.
John, and edited by a supporter of bon. gentlemen opposite.
The hon. member for Queen's, in reply to that statement,
singled ont something that had been said long years ago, long
before the Provinces were united in a Confederation. He
singled out some remarks made by the hon. Minister of the
Interior, I believe, and other gentlemen occupying high posi.
tions in the country; he also referred to some remarks made
by Mr. Beaudry, of Montreal. With ail this, I do not see what
we in Canada, at the present time, have to do. We know
that before Confederation the North American Provinces
had separate tariffs and separate forms of Government, one
not amenable in any way to another. We know the strug-
gles that men had to undergo in those times to gain the
privileges we now enjoy. We know that it was only
after fearful strugles that responsible Government was
obtained in this country. And it is an honor to the men
who were tien ruling this country that they stood up and
declared: We wili have our rights, or go for separation from
Great Britain, and for the independence of the North
American colonies. Amongst other gentlemen, he singled
out the Minister of Finance. He wanted to prove that the
Minister of Finance was an annexationist. He said ho
was the treasurer and secretary of an annexationist society;
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and, to prove bis statement, read an extract from a procla-
mation issued by that society. I will read that extract from
the proclamation, to show to what lengths the hon. gentle-
man would go to sustain an assertion:

"The time bas come for this Province to address the Sovereign, with
the explicit declaration that unless relief be obtained separation from
the Empire and the independence of the North American colonies will
be desirable."

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Not a word about annexa-
tion.

Mr. HACKETT. Yet the hon. gentleman said the Fin-
ance Minister was treasurer of an annexationist society. I
consider it unworthy the hon. gentleman, holding a
front position, as he does, in the ranks of his
party, to so distort facts as to make black ap-
pear white and white black. As the hon. gentleman has
entered into the question of loyalty, I hope he will
pardon me if I read a portion of a remarkable speech which
he delivered in 1880, not prior to but since Confederation.
At that time the question of the ratitication of the contract
with the Canadian Pacific Railway Company was before this
House. The hon. gentleman called a meeting of the electors
of Queen's county, P. E. I. ; the meeting was held in the mar-
ket hall at Charlottetown; and in the course of a very long
and able speech he uttered the following sentiments:-

" We are now asked to consent to a contract which will seal up that
great country and hand it over to a monopoly, a contract which will be
an iron hand upon the neck ofevery youngman who goes there as a tiller
of the soil, a contract from which there is no escape, politically or commer-
cialy, excepting one, and thatis annexation to the United States. It is
an escape which no politician likes to talk about, but it will corne one
day, and when it comes we must take our chance and make the best
bargain we can."

The hon. gentleman, as an American statesman would say,
considered annexation to be the manifest destiny of Canada.
He would make it appear that, rightly or wrongly, we
should be annexed to the United States. The hon. gentle-
man, before he charges others with disloyalty, should con-
sider his own utterances. I see behind him the descendants
of some of the loyalists who left the United States after the
close of the revolutionary war, leaving all their property
behind them, going to the then sterile and inhospitable
shores of Canada to gain a livelihood for themsolves and
their families. I would commend the hon. gentlemaa to
their care; and if they do not prosecute him for his seditious
language, I hope, at any rate, they will not associate with
him. The hon. gentleman went on to take up the question
of the exodus, which appears to be a live question at the
present time. Referring to the remark of the hon. member
for King's, N.B.(Mr. Foster) that he did not believe that there
was any such exodus from the country as was pictured by
by hon. gentlemen opposite, the hon. gentleman said:

" He says that proclaiming that there is such a thing as an exodus to
the United States is calculated to injure the country, and that it should
not be stated, though it is the truth. A truce to sentiment, let us have
facts. What are the facts ? It is a fact contained in the census report,
a fact well known to the hon. gentleman, a fact which he could not shut
hiq eyes to, a fact which he bas heard repeated and has never heard
challenged in this House, that in the United States there are 712,000
Canadians to-day, and yet he says there is no exodus."

That may be very correct, but I want to show you, Sir,
why an exodus has taken place from this country. One of
the chief causes is the utterances of hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, the mournful wail they raise on all questions connected
with Canada, the terrible pictures they draw of the
dire distress of our people - all which have had the
effect of driving out of the country very many peo-
ple. They became discontented. They said: It is surely
a good country to emigrate from ; it would be dangerous
to remain in it much longer, and those who had means
to go were induced to go, by the terrible pictures of
distress drawn by hon. gentlemen opposite. Amongst
those who encouraged this exodus, to a large extent, figure
the hon. member for Queen's, P. E.I. (Mr. Davies)

Mr. HACKETT.

In that remarkable speech which he delivered at
Charlottetown, he had also something to say with regard to
the exodus, and the bad effects the contract with the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company would have on emigr-
tion to Canada. In very emphatic language he depicted the
miseries of the people of Ireland, who, lie said, were suifer-
ing under the iron hand of the landlord, and who were
compelled to seek refuge in America. And he said :

" If tbey come bere and the contract becomes law, they will simply
jump from the frying pan into the fire"-

Is not that a noble sentiment? Is not that calculated to
encourage immigration ?

" As the great North-West will be entirely into the hands of the mot
powerful of landlords, are emigrants fools enough to go there? No,
they will go to the Amorican Republic, where they will have freedom."

These were the utterances of the hon. gentleman on that
occasion, and I quite believe they are calculated to have a
very great effect in dissuading immigrants from coming to
the shores of Canada. Although we know hon. gentlemen
opposite are very much in the habit of going on in this
style, we sometimes find in their ranks people who will
rise above party considerations and give utterance to patrio-
tic sentiments. In Summerside,the shire town of the country
I have the honor to represent, the Summerside Pioneer, a
newspaper edited by a gentleman who supports the Oppo-
sition and who is a very respectable man, whom I am glad
to know, rises on occasion above party feeling and
gives utterance to live sentiments. In November, 1883, the
the Summerside Pioneer stated as follows, with regard to
the exodus:-

" It may be well enough for young persons who have no means of
making a living to try their fortune elsewhere; but we consider it a
mistake for those wko are moderately well off to rush after imaginary
wealth."

He goes on to say-I would ask my hon. friend to give par-
ticular attention to what he says:

" There are always croakers in every community, who make a busi-
ness of crying down the place in which they live, and this Province haa
its full share of such people. Persons of that stamp would turn the
Garden of Eden into a frog pond, with a green scum on its surface. It
is no wonder that our young people, growing up with the steady wail of
discontent in their ears, should seek other fields.on being able to leave
the parental nest. "

I think the editor of the Summerside Pioneer, supporter, as
he is, of the hon. gentlemen opposite, very aptly described
the effect of the speeches made by hon. gentlemen opposite,
not only in this House but in the country. It would appear
that when the hon. gentleman referred to the 712,000 Cana-
dians at present in the United States, he would make out
that they all went there since the inauguration of the
National Policy; that all these people were driven out of
Canada through the effects of that policy, and were obliged
to seek a home in the United States. Let us look into that
statment. In 1870, according to the United States -census,
490,000 people, natives of Canada, were in the United
States. That was before the introduction of the National
Policy. In 1880, only one year after the National Policy
became the law of the country, we find 712,000 native
Canadians in the United States, the exact number cited by
the hon. gentleman, so that if you take the decade from
1870 to 1880 and add the death rate, which, according to
a very elaborate calculation of the leader of the Opposition,
made last year, would amount to 21 per cent., we find that
the total number of Canadians who went into the United
States during that decade would be 345,000, or about 34,000
a year. Thus only 34,500 of the 712,000 left the country
under the National Policy. Stilh fIe hon. gentleman would
make it appear, and he sends lhis speeches broadoast through
the country, that 712,000 people were driven out
of Canada through the effects of the National Policy.
The hon, gentleman went on to refer to the great progres
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that was made in the United States. He stated that at the
close of the civil war the United States had a debt of
$2,500,000,3O0, or $69 per head of population while now it
was only $25.39 per head, and lie said that the peuple
of that country had made all this great progress since the
close of the war. But, when the hon. gentleman from
King's, to whom he was referring, stated that they had
nothing to show for the debt at the close of the war, he
said they had four or five millions of negroes to show.
Everyone knew that. Everyone knew that the great
struggle between the north and south was over the ques-
tion of the negro slaves, and every humane and benevolent
man in every civilised country in the world was glad to
find that the result of the war was the freedom of those
people, and that men should cease, in North America at
least, to trade in the blood and flesh of each other. But
that was a war of destruction. The hon. member for
King's was perfectly correct. It was a war of destruction,
and they had nothing to show but the negroes, and what to
do with them was absorbing the attention of statesmen in
the United States at that time. That war not only brought
desolation and misery to thousands of firesides, but
destroyed millions of property, and Sherman's march to the
sea itself laid waste more property than would build two
Canadian Pacific Railways. But if the great progress to
which the hon. gentlemen referred did take place, what was
the cause of it? Did the Americans, at the close of their
war, adopt the policy of free trade ? No; they adopted the
opposite policy. They found they had five millions of
negroes on their hands, and they found it necessary, in
order that they might provide employment for these negroes,
to adopt a policy which would create industries and give
employment to these people; and the result of that policy
has been that the United States has progressed so much
that the debt is almost wiped out, and that the progress is
going on day by day. And, though hon. gentlemen
opposite may say that because the Democratie party has
got into power they are going to adopt a different policy,
we know from all sources of information that that is not the
case, and that the American people are wedded to the
system of protection to American industries, and will not
give it up. The hon. gentleman was not satisfied with
making an unfavorable comparison between Canada and the
United States, but lie also made a comparison between
England and Canada. It is manifestly unfair to make a
comparison between an old country like England and a
young country like Canada. We are all proud of old
England; we are proud of being a loyal dependency, if I may
may say so, of that great country; we are prond that our
nection places us under the protection of its flag; we are
proud of the great energy and enterprise of the British
people, and of the way they have carried their commerce
on every sea of the world; but while we are proud of Eng-
land we must also be proud of Canada. Canada is our
home, Canada is where we expect to live, and while we
love the old country we should love Canada more. The
lon. gentleman makes a comparison between the trade of
England and Canada. I deprecate the action of an hon.
gentleman who professes to be patriotic, and in making a
comparison, distorts the figures, for the purpose of making
his own country appear in a bad condition as compared
with the country to which he is referriag. He says:

'' We find that the volume of our trade to-day is not aa great as it was
in 1873. In 1873 the volume of our trade was $217,000,000; to-day, in-
stead of its having advanced by leaps and bounds, as we had a right to
expect, and as I do not hesitate to say it would have had there been
ordinary prudence exercised in the management of affaire in the North-
West, had there not been reckless extravagance shown in the adminis-
tration of our affaire, the volume of our trade is but $207,873,000.'

Then he went on to say:
" I find that in 1867 the total trade of England was £501,000,000. In

1881, instead of remaining statign4ry, as ours bad done, the total trade
bad gone up to £720,000,000,1
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Now do you not see the injustice of that comparison ? He
takes from 1873 to 1884, eleven years of Canada, and com-
pares it with sixteen years in England, and because the
sixteen years of English trade has shown a greater increase
than the eleven years of Canadian trade, he says we are not
making as great progress as they are. This is the way in
which he distorts his figures. To show what the trade of
Canada is, and to make a fair comparison, I will take it
from 1873; and give ten years. The aggregate trade of
Canada in 1873 was $217,801,203; in 1883 it was
$230,339,826, or an increase of $12,538,623 in the ten years.
That is quite different from the statement made by the hon.
gentleman. He took one of our best years in the past and
compared it with one of our worst years at present, and he
took one of the worst years of England in the past and one
of the best years at present, in order to make it look as bad
as possible for Canada. But, if we look at the exports of
the country, which are more important in this connection
than the aggregate trade, we find that tho exports of the
products of Canada in 1873 amounted to $89,789,922, and in
1883 to $98,085,804, au increase in our exports of
89,295,882, or a yearly increase of nearly a million
dollars. The imports of England in 1873 amounted to
£371,287,372, and the exports to £255,164,603, the exports
and imports together making a total of £626,151,975.
In 1883 the imports were £426,891,571, and the exports
£239,799,473, making a total of £666,691,044, showing an
increase in 1883 over 1873 of £40,239,069. But, while the
total trade had increased, the exports had decreased. In
1873 they amounted to £255,164,603, and in 1883 to
£239,799,473, or a decrease in the ten years of £15,365,130,
as compared with an increase in Canada during the same
period of about $10,000,000. This is quite a different
statement from that of the hon. gentleman, but it is a cor-
rect statement, and it is the only way in which you can
apply a fair test to the trade of the two countries. But the
gist of the ion. gentleman's argument was to prove that
our trade had fallen off under the National Policy; that is
what ho was driving at all the time, and to show that he
was quite incorrect in his statement and that the trade of
Canada has advanced under the National Policy, I will take
the five years of the Mackenzie Government and five years
of this Governmont, and compare the two. The figures are
these:

A ggregate
do
do
do
do

Mackenzie Government.
trade, 1874......................

1875 ....................
1876.... ........... ........
1877...................
1878...... ...................

Total ...............

$ 317,565,510
200,957,262
174,176,681
175,203,355
172,405,454

$940,308,362

Present Government.
Aggregate trade, 1880 .... . ................. $174,401,205

do 1881 ........................ 203,621,663
do 1882,..................... 221,556,703
do 1883......... ................. 230,339,826
do 1881..... . ..... 207,803,539

Total...... .. ........... $1,037,712,936
940,308,362

This shows an increase of trade
amounting to ........ ..-. $97,404,574

under the National Policy, in four years, or an annual aver-
age increase of $19,480,905. This, I think, is a fair way to
state the trade of Canada and to place its condition before
the countries of the world, and not the way in which the
hon. gentleman from Queen's has done it. But the hon.
gentleman was not satisfied with comparing the trade of
Canada with the trade of England and placing our trade
in as unfavorable a position as possible, in comparison with
the trade of the old country, but he made a comparison
of the workingmen of (anada with the workingmen of
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England, and ho endeavors to show us that the workingmen
of England were better clothed, botter fed, and botter paid
than the workingmen of Canada. I will read to you what
ho said with regard to that matter. He is referring now to
a pamphlet on political economy by Mongredin, and ho says:

" The poor people in England have better food and the purchas-
ing power of their wages enables them to buy double the quantity of
food they did ten years ago. I mav be pardoned tor reading the figures
in regaTd to five articles. In 1871 they consumed per head of bacon 1 38
lb., and in18778 lbs ; of wheat and flour they consumed 150 ibs. in 1871,
and 203 Ibs. in 1877; of raw sugar they consumed 41 lbs. in 1871, and 54
Ibs. in 1877; of tea 3-92 lbs. in 1871, and 4j Ibs. in 1877; and of tobacco
1'36 lb. in 1871, and 1-49 lb. in 1877. Here we see that this coarse, good
food-leaving out the article of tobacco-bacon, and wheat, and flour,
and sugar, are consumed per head in double the quantities in England
to day that they were ten years ago. The wages of the English working-
man enable him to buy better and more food for himself and hie familv
than he could tenyears ago. Can you say as much for Canada to-iy?
I say you cannot.'

That was the statement of the hon. gentleman, and you will
notice how unfair he is again. He takes the period from
1871 to 1877, in England, and ho compares that with the Can-
ada of to-day. If ho wanted to make a fair and impartial state-
ment of the condition of the workingmen of the two countries
ho ought to take the workingman of England of to-day and
compare him with the workingman of Çanada of to-day.
But I do not think, looking at his list of articles, that the
.inglish workingman could suffer much from indigestion;
at all events, I do not think that a pound and a-half of
bacon in a year would overload his stomach to any great
extent. I would be sorry to see the workingmen of Canada
obliged to live on so small a quantity. But, to show the
condition of the workingmen in England to-day, I will read
you a cablegram, published in the press of this country,
dated London, 17th January, 1885, which shows that there
is not that great prosnerity in England amongst the working
classes that ho would have us believe:

" A mass meeting of unemployed workingmen was held in front of the
Royal Exchange this afternoon ; 10,000 people were present. Henry
George, Helen Taylor, William Saunders, and other well known Radi-
cals were loudly cheered as they appeared."

You will note it was the hon. gentleman's friends who
were the orators of the day on that occasion -Radicals. The
hon. gentleman loves to ho called a Radical, and bis friends
were to the front orating to the workingmen of London on
that occasion :

" The speaking began at 3 o'clock. Radical pamphlets of the most
advanced description met with immense sale. Some of these were
headed in bold type with the words 'Blood, bullets and bayonets,'
and presented an extraordinary appeal to the 'half starved, herring-
gutted, poverty-stricken, parish-damned inhabitants of the Disunited
Kingdom.' A resolution was passed declaring 'That the depression in
trade and the chrome poverty and difficulty of finding work are intoler-
able evils which those who suffer them ough t not to tamely endure.'"

There is the condition of the workingmen of England at
the present time. The hon. member for Hants (Mr.
Allison) read an extract from a newspaper this evening,
showing that the industries in Windsor, in bis county,
were in a prosperous condition, and stating that there were
few or no unemployed people there. I believe the same
may be said with regard to the rest of the country. When
you compare that with the statement I have just read frorn
England, 1 thiak it is favorable to our country. But we
know the workingmen of England are not employed to-da3.
We are sorry for it, but still we ought not to endeavor to
make it appear that those workinigmen cannot find an
a-ylum in Canada, or th:a if they come over here tiey will
find it much woi se than it is in their own country. We
know that a large delegation of workingmen
waited on Lord Granville, and itated that 30,000 men
were ont of employment in London alone, and asking how
to find empioyme t for them, that they might be able to
support themseives and familbes. When we know this we
should not cotceal the facts; or, if we state them at all, we
shbopld state them in such t manner as to sbqw that theÈ

Mr. ACK]STT,

workingmen of Canada are not in such a bad position a
the workingmen of England. The hon. gentleman must
know that the agricultural industry in England is very
much depressed ; he must know that free trade, that great
nostrum which bis friends would apply to this country, bas
not worked beneficially to the farmers of England. He stated
that the farmers of this country were the bone and sinew of
the Dominion. I agree with the hon. gentleman, and I
believe that is the case with regard to every country. They
are the producers of wealth, and on them, to a large extent,
must depend the prosperiLy of the country. We know that
the agricultural industry in England is very much depressed.
I have bore another cablegram, dated London, 12th Decem-
ber, 1884, which is published in the Toronto Globe :

" The Central Chamber of Commerce adopted a resolution asking for
parliamentary enquiryinto the cause of the agricultural depression, with
a view to protection."

That is a singular resolution, in view of what we had the
other evening, from the hon. member for Charlotte (Mr.
Gillmor), who lauded the free trade policy adopted in
England forty years ago. The Central Chamber of Com-
merce bas a different idea of the matter:

" An amendment in favor of free trade was rejected by 28 to 9."

Then again, the hon. gentleman says that protection has
reduced the value of real estate in Canada. Well, I find
another telegram dated at London, lst December, 1884:

" An estate in Devonshire, one of the most beautiful and fertile
counties in England, has been sold for £8,000, for which £18,000 was
refused a few years ago."
This is the condition of commercial affairs in England, and
if we were to have the same nostrum applied to our country
which hon. gentlemen opposite say is working so well in
England, I think it would be found by the farmers of Can-
ada that real estate would depreciate in value, and that the
country would be in a much worse condition than it is now.
In fact, I am of opinion that were it not for protection at
the present time the country would be in a very deplorable
condition indeed. I believe it is the protection of Canadian
industries that has tided Canada over the prosent crisis
which bas existed all over the world; and that the fact
that our working people are able to deposit their earnings
in savings banks, instead of sending them to the United
States to buy foreign commoditios, has been largely the
means of keeping up the trade of the country and carrying
Canada through the commercial crisis. Another statement
has been made in this flouse, with regard to our shipping.
The shipping interest is a very important one in this coun-
try. Those of us who come from the Maritime Provinces
know the value of that great industry, and while we see it
is declining we know that it is impossible to assist it in any
way. The fact is, that iron vessels are superseding wooden
vessels; steamships are superseding sailing vessels, and the
carrying trade of the world will shortly be done by iron
steamships. Now, England has the greatest mercantile
marine in the world, and in the Statesman's Year Book for
18d5, I find that the registered vessels belonging to the
United Kingdom, in 1883, as compared with those in 1868,
show, in the fifteen years, a decline of 7,382in the number of
sailing vessels, and of 1,364,285 tous; and in steam vos-
sels an increase of ,316 in number, and of 2,805,971 in
tonnage. We must devise some means by which we eau
build iron steamers in this country, for wooden sailing ves-
sels must go down before iron steamers. The hon. gentle-
man from Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies) also referred to the
fact that the deposits in the savings banks in the country
were no index of the state of the country; that, in fact, an
accumulation of deposits in the savings banks would indi-
cate a commercial depression in the country. IIe says, in
regard to that:

I tell hon. gentlemen. those of them that come from the Maritime
Provmces, at ai.y rate, that we know, every one of us knows, that it is a
fact that these saving banks deposits are not the savings of the labor
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ing classes at ail, to any appreciable extent. They are the moneys
belonging to trustees, to well-to-do farmers and othere, to lawyers and
those kinds of people. We know that the laboring classes do not, to
any appreciable extent, deposit in them."

I do not think the hon. gentleman is correct-I am quite
sure he is not correct. I saw a statement the other day
made, that the largest proportion of the deposits in the post
office saving banks of the country is made by the working
classes, and that the merchants and capitalists are to no
great extent depositors in those banks. I presume the hon.
gentleman will not be satisfied with my version of the story,
so I will give him the highest authority that, in the estima-
tion ofthe hon. gentleman, can possibly be given. I will give
the hon. gentleman himself. Last year that hon. member,
in this House, was advocating the establishment of savings
banks in Prince Edward Island, more especially at Summer-
@ide, which I represent. The hon. member was not aware,
at that time, that a savings bank had been established there
about a year bef ore. I had no idea of informing him of the
fact; 1 thought it botter to leave him in blissful ignorance
of it. That bank was established a year before the hon.
gentleman spoke, and at that very môment there were in
the vaults $ 100,000 of the savings of the people of Prince
county, of the farmers, fishermen and mechanics, and not
of money belonging to merchants, traders or manufacturers.
But the hon. gentleman, in his zeal for savings banks, made
an interesting statement on that occasion. He said:

"The object of these banks is to enable small farmers and laborers to
deposit their savings in them."

The hon, gentleman made a very different statement here
to.day. I am quite willing to take the statement last year
and place it against the statement this year and leave the
House and the country to judge between them. But the
hon. gentleman also made a reference to the fact that shortly
before the famine in Ireland very large accumulations were
made in the savings banks. I think that was a very unfortu-
nate reference to an unfortunate circumstance. There is no
country in the world which he could have used to worse
advantage in illustrating his case than that of Ireland. If
any country affords an example of the curse of free trade it
is Ireland. Free trade has killed Ireland. There was a
time when the manufactures of Ireland were found in the
markets of Europe and even of the United States. There
was a time when Irish linen. poplin and frieze and woollen
goods generally were to be found all over the world. But
it is not so to-:Iay, under the influence of free trade. When
England's manufactures had been established under a
system of protection the embargo was removed from
Ireland; direct importations were not allowed to Ireland,
but goods for lreland had to be discharged at English
ports; after having the capital drawn from Ireland to assist
in the development of English industries, the protective
tariff was removed and free trade was established, and the
result is that the people of Ireland are not in a position to
embark in industrial enterprise, but are dependent on the
cultivationpf the soil for their support. That is how we
find that free trade has destroyed Ireland, so that the people
have to depend principally on the potato for their living,
having no industry outside of the farm to engage in; that
the population are idle about nine months in the year, and
that when the potato fails there is famine. Had Ireland
the opportunity afforded under protection, manufacturing
industries would be established. She possesses great water
power and valuable mines, and under a fostering tariff
manufactures would, in a short time, be established. We
know that the people of Ireland were very much troubled
when they found that free trade was adopted in E agland.
I find the following queries sent by an English correspond-
dent to the Nation newspaper, one of the most influential
and ably-conducted journals published in Ireland :

" Q. Is there an entirely free trade between Ireland and England or
between Ireland and ail colonial ports ?
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"A. Yes ; quite too free. Your Legislature kept up commercial restric-

tions only till Irish trade and commerce were finally crushed and the
capital which ougbt to have *ustained them eff3ctualiv secured to
England. Then, when the current of trade was established-Irish raw
produce to England, English manufactures to Ireland-yon off red US
free trade. It i not more free trade, but less free trade that Ireland
wants now.

"Q. Are there any obstructions to Irish commerce, trade or manufac-
tures, which do not exist with regard to the same in England.

"A. Not now; having stripped us bare and secured the market, of the
world to yourselves, you can now afford to say to Ireland : What hin-
ders you from rivalling us ? Up, and be stirring. Behold your trade
la free."

We know the position of Canada, lying as it does alongside
the United States, is similar to that of Ireland to England.
We know that they are more favorably situated in Ireland
than we are in Canada, because while we allowed American
manufactures to come in here at low rates of duty, they
built up a wall and kept our manufactures and raw products
from the markets of their country. The manufactures of
Ireland have free access to the markets of England while
we are deprived, as I have said, of the markets of the United
States. As a means of self-defence and self-support it
became the interest of the Canadian people that we should
adopt in a large measure the same kind of policy as prevails
in the United States. There is a small book which I see
largely distributed through the House-the report of the
commissioners appointed to inquire into the condition of our
manufacturing interests. That report has received very
severe criticism at the hands of hon. gentlemen opposite. I
wondered why that book of all books had received such
sharp criticism at their hande, but on opening it I at once
saw the reason. It showed that there are manufactures in
the country, and that although a certain amount of depres-
sion does exist, yet they are in a fairly prosperous con-
dition ; and for this reason hon. gentlemen opposito criticised
it most adversly.-

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Is it correct ?

Mr. HACKICETT. In some respects. The hon. member
for Queen's (Mr. Davies) also criticised the book; but ho
dealt with it very gingerly, and at length threw it down
with a sneer. He said it referred to the lobster industry ;
and he asked: What bas the National Policy done for that
industry? I am going to inform him. We know that since
we have adopted the National Policy we have had sufficient
revenue to meet expenditure and had a surplus. As I have
had the honor of a seat in this House since 1879, I know
that deputations waited on the Finance Minister for the pur.
ose of taking 5 per cent. duty off tin plates, and thus relieve
the lobster packers of a certain amount of taxation. For
tin is not manufactured in this country, but is brought
from England, and this duty of 5 per cent. was a direct tax
on the lobster packers and the people of the country.
Owing to the operation of the National Policy the hon.
gentleman has been able to relieve the packers of that
duty, and ho las also been able to reduce for them the duty
on other material; and, in addition to that, for the purpose
of encouraging and promoting the fishing industry of the
country, owing to the National Policy they are able to pay
the flishermen-a most deserving class-a bounty of 8150,000
a year. I do not know that I need follow the hon. gentle-
man to any greater extent, but I want to say a word with
respect to reciprocity. Coming from Prince Edward
Island, I know that reciprocity of trade with the Cnited
States would be of great advantage to the people of that
island. We feel there that the markbts of the United
States are the only ones available for one of the main
products of the island-potatoes. If we had reciprocity
the farmers of the island might go to raising and exporting
them largely, but at present they are debarred from that
privilege. The imposition of a duty of 15 cents a buashel
has been sufficient to shut them out of the American mar-
ket. And while a great deal has been said with regard to
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who pays the duty, the people of Prince Edward Island,
who export their potatoes to the United States, know very
well that they are called on to pay the duty. The con-
sumer there is not called upon to pay it; if he were, reci-
procity would be of no advantage to the people of this
country. They know, when they take their potatoes there,
and enter the Custom house and pay 15 cents a bushel in gold,
and go to the wharf and sell them, the American potatoes
are there side by side with theirs, and the American pro-
ducer receives the same price as they do, and consequently
pockets the 15 cents. I trust, therefore, the Government
will take every means in their power to obtain reciprocal
tradewith the United States. Iknow it is the desire of
the Government, but while this standing invitation, of
which we have heard so much, bas been on the Statute
Books of the country, I think that the Government should
go further. It was impossible to get it while the
Republicans were in power, because they rejected the over-
tures of hon. gentlemen opposite when they sent the Bon.
George Brown to negotiate a treaty, and I think it is
scarcely possible that, having rejected those proposals, they
should accept the proposals of another Government. But
now there is a change of Government in the United States;
the Democrats are in power, and it is believed the Demo-
crats are favorable to extending the trade relations of the
United States, and it is therefore quite possible that recipro-
city might be obtained from them. I have noticed lately that
a number of reciprocity treaties negotiated or inaugurated by
the Republican party have been allowed to drop out, and
nothing more bas been heard of them. I trust the Govern-
ment will endeavor to secure reciprocal trade with the
United States. But, Sir, while we should endeavor to obtain
a reciprocity treaty with the United States, we should also a
remember the important interests which are involved in our
trade relations with the West Indies. The Government
sbould not allow this matter to rest. The people of Canada
are interested in that trade; a large amount of trade is done
with those islands, and I hope the Government will use
their efforts in this direction also. The hon. member for
Digby (Mr. Vail), said, this evening, that the National
Policy had utterly killed the trade between Canada and the
West Indies. Surely he did not consider the expression ho
used, for ho must be aware that the trade has increased
materially between Canada and theWest Indies, and that the
aggregate trade with those islands is one million more than
it was in 1878. I trust the hon.gentleman will see that ho was
misinformed, and that the National Policy bas not destroyed
that trade, but on the contrary has fostered it, and I hope
that measures will be taken by the Government to extend
our trade in that direction, and thus secure for us a market
for many of our commodities in the West Indies. Another
matter to which I would refer is the protection of our
fisheries. We know that the Washington treaty expires
on the lst of July, and that, from information we have
lately received as to the action taken by the American
fishermen, in calling meetings and passing resolutions
declaring that the treaty was injurions to them, there is
no possibility of the treaty being renewed at present. I
trust, therefore, that the Government will take energetic
and active steps to protect our fishermen and keep the
United States fishermen outside of the three-mile limit. I
am also glad to see, by the resolutions before the House, that
the Government propose to place a duty on American fish,
similar to that which exists on our fish going into the
United States. This will be to the benefit of the fishermen
of the Maritime Provinces. A large quantity of fish is
brought into Canada and .sold in the western Pro-
vinces, but by the imposition of a duty the people
of the Maritime Provinces will be able to supply the
western Provinces-the markets of Ontario, as well as
Manitoba and the North-West Territories-to some
extent, I believe, without an increase of price to the

Mr. IIACKETT.

consumer. I am glad to see that this system of the
protection of the fishermen is receiving so mnch attention
from the Government. The hon. member for Digby (Mr.
Vail) says that the great cause of the discontent in the
Maritime Provinces was that so large an amount of money
was thrown away on the Canadian Pacifie Railway. He said
that millions and millions were thrown away on that
work. Now I think that was a rash statement for the hon.
gentleman to make. He was a member of the late Admin-

r istration, in which ho held an important position, and ho
knows it was the policy of his Government to build that
railway. He knows that they entered into large expenses
for building the line from Port Arthur to Selkirk. He

f knows they expended a large amount in making that
famous historical work, the St. Francis locks. He knows
they sent rails to British Columbia to build the railway
west of the Rocky Mountains. ie knows that they sent
surveyors out to survey the line across the mountains; and
while all this was being done, surely it was not done to
deceive the people; surely there was some intention to hon-
estly and faithfully carry out this work to which the Domin-
ion was pledged. I am sorry indeed to find the hon. gentleman
now find fault with the expenditure of money in the same
way in which it was intended to be spent by the Govern-
ment of which ho was a member. But the hon. gentleman,
to show that there is great discontent prevailing in the
Maritime Provinces, stated that a resolution was before the
Prince Edward Island Council and Assembly, looking to the
placing of the claims of Prince Edward Island for steam
communication with the mainland, winter and summer, at
the foot of the Throne. That is a fact; the resolutions are
there. The people of that island have suffered for want of
this steam communication; they exhausted the constitu-
tional means for the purpose of endeavoring to carry out
that work, and they are now seeking constitutional redress
by going to the foot of the Throne. But it is not because
of any commercial de pression in the island, or any discon-
tent with the Confederation. The people are loyal and true
to the Confederation. They accepted the terms with loyalty,
and they remain loyal and true to their country. To show
that there is no widespread discontent on the island, and
that the people there are fairly prosperous, I will read an
extract from the speech of his Honor the Lieutenant-
Governor, at the opening of the Sessions, on the 11th of
March instant:

" Althougb, in some respects, the harvest was not so abundant as in
other years, yet no cry of distress has been heard ; while the steady
advance which our people are making in material prosperity, the undis-
turbed public bealth and general contentment that prevails,.are blessings
for which we cannot be too heartily thankful and which it is our duty
to acknowledge with feelings of the most sincere gratitude."

This shows that there is no discontent on Prince Edward
Island, but, on the contrary, that there is general prosperity
and that the people are content and happy. He goes on to
say:

"It le indeed pleasing to notice, year after year, the advancement
which is being made by out farmers in the science of agri&lture as well
as by other classes of the community in various manufactures and
industries.'
Thus showing that the people of Prince Edward Island are
progressing in agricultural science, and that other indust-
ries are springing up over the island. I do not know, Mr.
Speaker, that I need trouble the House at any greater
length. I felt it my duty to make these few remarks, and
I thank the House for the patient and considerate manner
in which they have listened to me.

Mr. COCKBURN moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved the adjournment of the

House.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 12:15 a.m.,

Saturday.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 23rd March, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

CONSTRUCTION OF DRY DOCKS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 108) to amend the Act to encourage the construc-
tion of dry docks by granting assistance on certain con.
ditions to companies constructing them. He said: An Act
was passed in 1882 to encourage the construction of dry
docks by granting assistance under certain conditions. The
intention of the amendment is to provide for the case of the
city of Halifax, by adding after the words "such work," in
the original Bill, the words "or in the case of a dock con-
structed at the port of Halifax by the city of Halifax."
The law at present provides only for the case of incorpor-
ated companies, and this amendment is made to enable the
city of Halifax to enter into an agreement for the construc-
tion of a dock.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

TROUBLES AT PRINCE ALBERT.

Mr. BLAKE. I desire to make enquiry respecting some
information I have received. I have been informed that
the half-breeds and Indians of Prince Albert, under the
leadership of Louis Riel, have combined against the lawful
authorities, have taken possession of the settlement and
imprisoned a number of officials and others refusing to join
in the movement. It is also stated that the Government
has been informed of what is going on, that assistance has
been asked for by the settlers, and that the demand of these
half-breeds is that some recognition or action shall be taken
by the Government upon a Bill of Rights which was sub-
mitted, as we were informed by the newspapers, last season.
I have also been informed that the Winnipeg Field Battery
ias been ordered to proceed to Prince Albert.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is true that a number
of half-breeds, led I believe by Louis Riel, have cnt the
wires and stopped communication between Qu'Appelle and
the crossing of the south branch of the Saskatchawan. It
is alleged that they made prisoners of several of the tele.
graph operators, that the wires have been cut, but one of
them has been repaired. The immediate cause is not
known. A telegram says it is believed that the proximate
cause of the rising, was a letter stating that Riel was not a
British subject. I made enquiry, and I cannot find that
any such letter has proceeded from any quarter within my
cognisance or the cognisance of the Government.
Whether such a letter has existed or has been
alleged as the cause of complaint, I do not know.
There are certain questions connected with the half-breed
claims which have been in process of settlement. Some of
the claims are exceedingly unreasonable; others are in pro-
cess of adjustment. The Bill of Rights has never been
officially, or indeed in any way, promulgated so far as we.
know, and transmitted to the Government. The field
battery las not been sent. I may say, however, that it was
thought prudent last summer to have some additional force
in the vicinity of Prince Albert, and we asked the Hudson's
Bay Company to give us Carlton, which is a station and
post of that company, the buildings of which are comfort-
able, and in the vicinity of the settlement of the half-breeds
at Duck Lake. Captain Crozier has been there and has now
100 men at Carlton; and there is a force of ninety men
within striking distance, to use a military phrase, of Carlton,

and we believe they will join Captain Crozier at Carleton
to.morrow night or Wednesday morning.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. LISTER. Before the Orders of the Day are called I
desire to offer a personal explanation. When the Minister
of Marine was speaking the other day with respect to the
road between Emerson and Winnipeg, I used these words:

"l 1 just wish tosayin answer to the hon. Minister of Marine, that I
ent to Winnipeg in July, 1878, and the road was then open."

I desire to say that when I made that statement I believed
it strictly correct; but I have since made enquiries and have
satisfied myseli that as to the time I was in Winnipeg Iwas
in error. It was 1879, not 1878. I owe this explanation to
the Minister, the House and myself.

CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 48) respecting the Annuity and Guarantee Fund
Society of the Bank of Montreal.-(&ir. White, Cardwell).

Bill (No. 49) to incorporate the Pension Fund Society of
the Bank of Montreal.-(Mr. White, Cardwell).

Bill (No. 53) respecting "La Banque du People."-(Mr.
Girouard.)

Bill (No. 81) resecting the Canada Co-operative Supply
Association, Limit.-(Mr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 84) for the relief of Amanda Esther Davis-
(from the Benate).-(Mr. White, Cardwell.) On division.

EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN CHURCII OF CANADA.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 60) to
incorporate the Synod of the Evangelical Lutheran Church
of Canada.-(Mr. White, Cardwell, for Mr. McCarthy.)

(In the Committee.)

Mr. MACKENZIE. I desire to call attention to the third
section of this Bill. In my opinion it is beyond the power
of this House to pass the section as it stands. I would like
to hear the mover of the Bill give some explanation of this
clause. I think it undertakes to confer powers that we
have no right to confer.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). What clause is that ?
Mr. MACKENZIE. The clause giving power to enforce

discipline in churches.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Did we not pass 9 similar clause

in all the church Bills before ? Was it not in the Methodist
Church Bill ?

Mr. MACKENZIE. I do not think so.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). In the Methodist Church Bill

we confirmed certain regulations which had to do with the
question of discipline.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Well, if we undertake to give powers
to a church to enforce discipline amongst its members, we
may do anything. I do not think we have any right what.
ever to do that. I would ask the attention of the hon. leader
of the House to this point.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would suggest that the
Bill be allowed to go through Committee, and that concur-
rence should not be moved until Mr. McCarthy is here to
defend his own Bill.

Mr. EDGAR. The hon. member in charge of the Bill
stated in the Private Bills Committee that that was the
usual clause which was inserted in church Bille before.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Under these circum-

stances we had botter let it go through.

Mr. MACKENZIE. The more fact that other Bills con-
tained an improper provision is no reason why we should
perpetuate it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, no; only it leaves
an inference that the House has not passed illegal Bills
before.

Committee rose and reported.

DIVORCE BILLS.

Mr. EDGAR moved the second reading of Bill (No. 106)
for the relief of Alice Elvira Evans-(fron the Senate).

House divided.
YEAs :

Messieurs

Abbott, Homer, Robertson (Bamilton),
Allen, Innes, Robertson (Hastings),
Armstrong, i rvine, Rykert,
Bain (Wentworth), Jackson, Scott,
Baker (Victoria), Jenkins, Shakespeare,
B lake, Kilvert, Small,
B>well, King, Somerville (Brant)
Burpee, Kinney, Somerville (Bruce)
Cameron (Middlesex), Kranz, Springer,
Campbell (Renfrew), Lister, Sproule,
Carling, Macdonald (Sir John), Stairs,
Cartwright(Sir Rich'd),Mackenzie Temple,
Cochrane, MackintosL, Tilley (Sir Leonard),
Davies, Macmillan (Middlesex), Townshend,
Dodd, McCallum, Trow,
Dundas, McGraney, Tupper,
Edgar, McDougald (Picton), Tyrwhitt,
Ferguson (Wella-d), McLelan, Vail
Fisher, McMullen, Wallace (Albert),
Fleming, McNeil Wallace (York),
Foster, Mills, Watson,
Gault, Moffat, Weldon,
Gillmor, Mulock, White (Cardwell),
Gordon, O'Brien, White (Hastings),
Hall, Paint, White (Renfrew),
Harley, Paterson (Brant), Wigle,
Hay, Pruyn, Williams,
Hesson, Ray, Wilson,
Hilliard, Reid, Woodworth. -87.

Messieurs

Amyot, Dugas,
Auger, Dupont,
Béchard, Gagne,
Billy, Geoffrion,
Blondeau, Gigault,
Burns, Girouard,
Caron, Grandbois,
Catudal, Gunn,
Chapleau, Hackett,
Cimon, Hurteau,
Costigan, Landerkin,
Daly, Landry (Kent),
Desaulniers (St.M'rice), Langelier,
Desjardins,

Langevin (Sir Hector),
Macdonald (King's),
McMillan (Vaudreuil),
McGreevy,
Mclsaac,
Massue,
Pinsonneault,
Pope,

Riopel,
Taschereau,
Tassé,
Wright,
.Yeo.-40.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.
Bill (No. 107) for the relief of Georg Louis Emil Hatz-

fell-(from the Senate).-(Mr. Kilvert.)
Read the second time on same division.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-GRADES, TAN-
GENTS AND CURVES.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What is the number and what the
aggregate length,-1, of the level parts of the Canadian
lacific Railway; 2, of the grades with the average grade;
3, of the tangents; 4, of the curves with the average cur va-
tare ?

Mr. POPE. I have not got all the information desired,
but will give all the information I have. Level parts,

Mr. EDaAR,

length 641; 2,737 in number; changes of grade, 5,832'
length, 1,909 miles, 20 feet per mile.

Mr. BLAKE. You have got to a tangent; I suppose you
will give me the rest another day-?

Mr. POPE. I will try.

FISHERIES INSPECTOR, BRITISH COLUMBIA.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria) asked, What is the name of the
Inspector of Fisheries for the Province of British Columbia;
when was he appointed; upon whose recommendation and
what is his present salary ?

Mr. McLELAN. The name of the Inspector is Geo.
Pittendreigh. He was appointed 10th August, 1884; he
was promoted from fishery overseer to the inspectorship
on the death of Mr. Anderson, on the concurrent recom-
mendation of the hon. members for New Westminster (Mr.
Ilomer) and Vancouver (Mr. Gordon). dalary, $800.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY--BRANCH LINES.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Which are the branch lines of the
Canadian Pacific Railway whereof 269 miles were stated in
the papers laid before Parliament last Session to have been
constructed, and what was the constructed mileage of each
such lino ?

Mr. POPE. Algoma Branch 93 miles, Selkirk 23, Pem-
bina Mountain Branch 103, Stonewall 22, Emerson 15,
Gretna 14.

CAPE TRAVERSE BRANCH RAILWAY.

Mr. YEO asked, las the Government paid tho contractors
for the construction of the Cape Traverse Branch Railway
the balance due on their contract ? If not, what amount yet
romains in the hands of the Governmont? Is it the intention
of the Government to insist on the payment of the work-
men engaged upon the road before paying the balance (if
any) due contractors ?

Mr. POPE. The Government have paid the contractors.
Nothing romains in the bands of the Government. The
contractors say they have paid all the men, but if any
should turn out not to be paid, they are ready to pay them;
they are quite able to do so.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-GRADES AND
CURVES.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What are the maximum grades and
minimum curves which are within the conditions imposed
by the Canadian Pacific Railway Act as understood by the
Government, and referred to in the various documents
approving of the location of sections of the lino ?

Mr. POPE. Maximum grades 16 feet; minnmum curves
11 degrees.

CANADIAN PAFIFIC RAILWAY-AVALANCHES.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the attention of the Govern-
ment bas been called to the published reports of avalanches
in the Selkirk range close to the Canadian Pacific Railway
works, and whether any reports of engineers or experts or
witnesses have been ordered or have been received by the
Governnent bearing on the question involved ?

Mr. POPE. The attention of the Government has not
been called to published reporta. The inspecting engineer
has been ordered to take careful notes as regards avalanches
in the Selkirk range and to report upon the same. The
instructions were given last fall.
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DUTY ON RICE. Arthur to Winnipeg. Then, when we have our elevatorr

Mr. SHAKESPEARE asked, Is it the intention of thepoint, giving

Government to increase ed i theis Session ? employment to Canadian shipping, and will be the means
Govenmet t inreae te duy o rie tis esson? of reimbursing us for the large expenditure on the Welland

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is not the intention of the Canal. I would urge the overnment to give us at least
Government to ask Parliament to increase the duty on rice 825,000 or 830,000 te get a snrvey of this river. I hold in
this Session. my hand al that I ean find in the way of, information con-

cerning that river. I hold the report of the Minister of
CANA DIAN PACIFIC ]RAIL WÀ Y-C' lIA E IN Publie Work, and I may read an extract from it. It says:

ARRANGE XLEN TS. IlThe navigation betwe n the mouth of Red River and Fort Edmon-
ton is performed by three steamers ef the Hudson Bay lompanl', oan of

aGovernment, or y whichplys between Red River aud Grand Falo, near Lake Winnpeg.
y Theseals are impassable for vessels. Here the company ba buil t a

Minister, has as yet received any written cmmunica tramway, about four miles in length, t overcome the fal, whic
f rom the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company proposing any invoives the transshipment of passengers and freight. À second steamer
change in the existing arrangements ? If so, when ? Will mus from the bead ofthe fals to Carlton House, say 400 miles. A third
the paper be laid on the Table ere long? steamer completes the journep thence to Fort Edmonton, 410 miles.

The entire journey of 1,073 miles is aaid te occupy about a !ortniglit
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government on The de thavailable during low water is said to be frou three to four

Thursday received an application from the Canadian Pacifie oressy
Railway proposing a change in the existing arrangements, Three to four feet or lese." Now, if it said three or four
which was taken into consideration on Satuiday ; it has not feet or more, I weuld be perfectly satisfied, and I would
been accepted. not have brouglt this notice before the flouse, but it says,

Mr. LAR, Wil te paersbe lid n th Tae or I"or lessy, ahl 1 ask the Goverument to do for the interest ofMr. BLAE. Wil the papers be laid on the Tabe rtm four feet of water, and my
long information leads me to believe that the expenditre of a

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. They will, but perhaps million of money would give a continuons navigation for
we may receive another application. over 1,000 miles and make another outiot for tle produnts

of the Norti-West teome this way. I believe 820,000 bas
IIPIROYEMENT OF THE NORTHI SASKATCIIEWA-N. been exrpended in removing boulders and se on in that river

since Confederation. The Government plaeed tbat in the
Mr. McCALLUM, in continuin hie remarkt on the handy ofs he Hudson Bay ompany. 1 do not say io bas

motion for copies of reports, etc., as to the improvement of not been expended ail right, but 1 would prefer to se it
the North Saskatchewan River for the purpose of naviga- expended under tlie Repartment ea Railways or ner thg
tiTn (page 615), said: When you declared it six o'clfck Department of Publie Worke. I do not want any of our
on Wedncsday last, I Lad Dot conclrded my remarks in monys te be handed over t the Hudson's Bay Company
iaking this motion. I brougit it up with a view te the to be expended as they think proper. The report aiso stam:

improvement of the North Saskatchewan, and in order to r fAt the Session of 1883 the frther sum sf $10,000 was voted to con-
urge upon the Goverrment tlie desirability of putting a tinue the improvements t this river, which are being carried out by the
sufficient sum in the estimates to get a thorougli survey te Hudson's Bay Oompany under an arrangement wth this Deparment,

Swhich sum, added t 4,178.77 carriel forward frtm 1882-83, made
confidence Pin hen ortitnest, Sessone I heve everyt $14,176.77 available for this purpose. Dring the fical year the work

nof removng obstructions between Edonton and the mouth of the
tlie Pacifie llailway, I know the North-West is dostined te river were carried on under th direction of M. o. J. Brydges, an will

tbe continued during the current year, a e appropriation mavin y be
made for that purpose. Etpenditure during the fiscal year, $14,o.

cannot expend any money for any purpose that would fe Total expenditure on the river, $20,537.71. "
more boelicial to, the intereets of the country than tlie Wellî whaee xedtr smd nteftr atiimprovomoont of this river. It runs for 1,000 miles parallel ver at mlesr apndt mue oistae ou the forte rntct
to tlie railway, at a distance ffrom 100 to 200 miles from it. tebeadif the urder t oe this oyt olven me. hI
That will g ive another route whieh is a water route from byice if tedert The G overnm ent played ha theio
Edmonton at tLe Lead waters of navigation, to Winnipeg, dnt of the ornh-W et the on. eor not smit aso
amd ail the branches te o built from the Canadian Pacifie inMo teat cpene sl rig ut onumeld pfr se York
Railway into the Peuce River country will cross this river(frMceni)sloin atm nondw alhd
and in summer time this river will hecome a feeder to thos pleasure in reading he account of tat contry after he had
branches. Lu other words, they can go on by water and cone back fren i. lie desorves a great deant of credit for
tonWsay Wiaste I a p nothonce my su ars nd making that tri and I wih that every on. member on

naakning his otinie. I brogh up withe la vimew tod th tob xene the, hn rpr herprlosy

ak you to look t ibis c auntry. Some people appear to the other side of the ouse would aise vioit that regien and
have no confidence in that country at ali and think we are they would coase belittling their country. r believe the
going to ruin this ceuntry by building thPacifie Railway. Govermont f this country, and the members f this flouse

would like to say a word on the teo Ihav every will do their duty by encouraging immigration and by
Let an ene look t the vast extent and resources cf thi pushing forward te completion the great Canadien Pacifie
country, and lot him look back at the United Stat s and Railway, and I venture to say if they do o, at ne distant
what i formerly was. Let him look back at Chicago, and day the country alng that great river would be the happy
c axpen t that at ne diStaLt day we sha have another home of millions of people.

Chicago at Thunder Bay. I venture te make the predi - Mr. ROYAL. Lt is a matter cf reat gratification to the
tion tbat, if the Government and the peop e cf this country members frem Manitoba te hear the expressions used by the
have confidence in themselves and do al they possibly can on. gentleman who ha jut taken hie seat, about the pros-
te settie that country, te encourage immigration and settie- pets of the North-We nt and the duty of the Governmelt te
ment, in les than five jwars a single track railway will net encourage immigration into those parts cf the country. Lt
be able te do the business between Port Arthur and is equally geatifying te us te know that every hon. mo mber
Winnipeg, and in lees than ton years yo will want four who gos te Manitoba and visith he NorthWest coea
tracks. I do net look for more than one track te do the back ext kfsion flly impressed with the importance cf
business north cf Lake Superior whics wil do the that country; and we are sure that every hon. member who
service in the winter time, but yo will want in co thes up t the Nort-West and visite us will make a
ton nours tim tharo or for acks from Port speech in the aouse the next Seio dilatiy Ip:b th ithe
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portance of the agricultural resources of that wonderful difference in levels. If this canal was buit, aud the Saskat-
country. With regard to the motion just made by my hon. chewan improved in the way mentioned by my hon. friend,
friend, I believe that no one can deny the importance w. would have a water stretch from White Mud River on
of opening up the navigation of the Saskatchewan the Manitoba and NorthWestern Railway, to Edmonton
River. But, Sir, apart from that I believe that it is with the exception of Mossy portage. It will open up a large
very important that the North-West should be opened trade I believe there is a company formed with the idea
up by railways. . We know that railway facilities are of building a tramway from the headwaters of Lake Winni-
nuch more prompt and much cheaper than navigation pegosis to the waters of the Saskatchewan, and such an enter-

facilities, and as soon as the railways at present under con- prise wotld open up a considerable traffle in that direction.
struction are completed they will certainly meet all the Some improvements have been made on the White Mnd River
requirements of the country for a few years, at least. How- connecting Lake Manitoba with the Manitoba sud North-
ever, this would not prevent the Government, if there is Western Railway. I hope that the hon. Minister of Publie
sufficient money in the public coffers, from improving Works will see his way clear to put a sufficient suin the
the navigation of the Saskatchewan. I believe, also, estimates to start this work this year, if not comple it.
that if the Government would spend a sum of money in There are large tracts of timber limits granted, but they are
opening up the navigation of Lake Manitoba, I believe it not being operated, sud the leues of some of them
would be equally as well spent, because opening up certain have actually expired. These people daim that the reason for
districts of the Carrot River, for instance, which empties not operating the limita is that they cannot handie their lum-
into Lake Manitoba, would develop the timber resources ber with auy convenience or profit. I hope that before this
of the Porcupine Hills. A petition to that effect has lately Session closes the Minister will bring down an amount for
been placed before the Minister of Public Works, who takes the purpose o? cuttîng a canal across Medow portage.
such a deep interest in the development of Manitoba and Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I ar glad the hon.
the North-West, a petition signed by all the merchants and member for Monck (Mr. McCallum) has brought this
traders who have anything to do with the navigation of matter before the fouse. I have not myseif had an
that river, or with the development of the timber interest opportnnity of visiting the Saskatchewan region, but in the
in that part of the country. fhe petition called the atten- varions trips I have made to the North-West, I have made
tion of the hon. Minister of Public Works to the import- a great many enquiries aboutit, aud I believe ho is perfectly
ance of opening up the navigation of Lake Manitoba and correct in saying that a moderate expenditure of mo aey would
Lake Winnipegosis, with that of some of the rivers which be likely to open up several hundred miles of navigation whe-
empty into those lakes. Without wishing in the least to ther to the extreme length mentioned or not, I do not know.
detract from the importance of improving the navigation of At present, if open, it is only for a vcry brie? seascu at al
the Saskatchewan, a navigation, which, so far, is rather evonts. I was informed that in addition te the bon ders,
spasmodie and uncertain during portions of the year, I which are comparatively easy to remove, a good many
believe if the Government could afford to eut a canal shifting sand bars sud deposits of rud occur ?rom Éme t
between these two lakes it would open up a very large, time, which are not sO easily dealt with. In any case 1
growing, and most valuable section of the country; it think 1 may fairly say to the hon. member for Monck
would open up the valley of the Carrot River, and tend to that although on this side of the fouse we have
develop the timber resources of that part of the country. I entered very strongly our dissent as to the wisdor of the
repeat in conclusion that it is very gratifying to the mem- steps which the Goverumeut have taken in the development
bers from Manitoba to know that whenever an hon. mem- o? the North-Westwe feel as deeply irpressed as ho c in
ber bas an opportunity to come up west and visit us, he wish us to be with the enormous importance o? deveioping
comes back with his mind fully impressed, and at the same that country, and to any measure which we believe reaion-
time totally unprejudiced, with regard to the importance of ahi. and likely to promote the real welfare of the Nirtb-
paying more attention to the development of that country, West we are as desirous o? lcuding our aid as are hon.

Mr. WATSON. I desire to endorse the remarks of the gentlemen opposite.
hon. member for Monck (Mr. McCallum) who has brought Mr. BLAKE. W. always tlought well of the magnifi sent
this matter to the attention of the Government. We cau water stretches.
hardly realise the importance of improving the navigable
streams for the development of that country. I alao endorse Sr R OR anGeIN 0n orse the G m
the sentiments of the hon. member for Provencher (Mr. ring w n any apers i n the s bt Iha
Royal) as to the desirability, not only of improving the s we have nt a er o the sujct Te
navigation of the Saskatchewan, but of Lake Manitoba, and act is we he not a rvey onct, river ich sur
the opening up of the timber limita on the Porcupine Hille, ordite the member would oerk
and Lake Winnipegosis north of Lake Manitoba. Last year i 000 mil e nt the ho e uld aeiy
there was au appropriation made for the improvement ofte ept he overument ta the hole r a t ixue,
Waterhen River. I am aware that noue of that sum was butmh. Tousd be wllag th the so o the conab
expended in improving the Waterhen River, but the money degrees this, as wll e t ot queono? the cana
was spent in preparing for dredging, and it is to be hoped bet the w lake no dob coreefrete .
that the dredging plant will be of some service. I think th ernmetiohen regtake up the sneme etimate
Government was wise in coming to the conclusion that it Tepqtin in rard tth canal 18 o n m Diiint
would not be right to spend any money on the improvement ment o? mus ad th au in m er.
of the Waterhen River. I made a trip up that river last mu t g me the tor a broaight very
year, and I think that any money spent upon it would be specially fo
thrown away. the members of which thought that as had visited the

North-West I would take special interest in the developrnent
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What you want i a o? that country. As the hon. member for Provencher (iar.

canal. Royal) has stated, the more we go iuto that country
the more we become couvinced that it is a country with

Mr. WATSON. We want a canal acros Medow Portage, a great future before it. There ea. no doubt that mii-
which is only one and three quarters of a mile wide, with no lions o? people will fid happy homes there, and with a
engineering difficulties in the way, and having a fall of only proper administration, as I hope wo are giving and will
19 feet, whieh would require two locks to QveromIe the givo that country, this Goverument with the helpof Parlia.

Mr, Roui.,
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ment will be enabled to throw a large immigration into the
North-West which is required to open it up and develop its
resources. The question of the Waterhen River was
brought before us several times, but the amount of expen-
diture supposed to be required for that work was rather too
large for the present. We thought it might be postponed
for that reason. The other question as regards the canal
may be in a different position, but we have not given it
that attention which it must receive when we consider the
public works that may be undertaken either next year or
the year following. As regards the survey of the North
Saskatchewan, if we were to undertake the whole survey of
the 1,000 miles, it would be beyond our means this year;
perhaps we may give some help in that direction, though I
am not in a position to pledge the Government to even that
just now. At all events the matter willnot be lost sight of,
and I will take care that when we take up these matters,
the North Saskatchewan survey, which bas been brought
forward by the hon. member for Monck, will not be forgotten.

Mr. MACKENZIE. There are already surveys in the
Public Works Department of the region around' Lake
Winnipegosis.

Sir IECTOR LANGEVIN. 1 did not say otherwise.
We have those surveys; they were specially prepared in
order to show the difforence of levels and so on. I do not
tbink the work isa verydifficult one. I understood tho hon.
gentleman spoke of Lakes Manitoba and Winnepegosis.

Mr. MACKENZIE. A lock might be built between Lake
Winnipegosis and the Saskatchewan River.

Sir HECTOR LANGEYJN. I was looking at thesurveys
the other day. It will be more a financial than an
engineering difficulty.

Mr. MAÇKENZIE. One look might do. 18 feet was
the difference in the levels. There is no difference between
the Saskatchewan and Lake W innipegosis. So if two small
cuttings were made navigation would be open from the south
end of Lake Manitoba all the way to the Rocky Mountain
House during the season of navigation, even without any
material improvement in the Saskatchewan River itself.

Mr. McCALLUM. I do not ask the Government to expend
a large sum this year, but I urge the Government to place
a sum for this survey in the estimates and lay the matter
before Parliament next Session. I ask $0,000 or 835,000,
and I am credibly informed that that sum will be all that is
necessary to make the entire survey from Lake Winnipeg
to Edmonton. The bon. gentleman bas spoken about diffi-
culties occurring in the river that may involve a large
expenditure. Wo do not know about that matter; but
owing to the interest involved, the Government and the
flouse will be justified in expending $25,000 or $30,000 to
secure a survey of a river which, in a state of nature, is now
navigated for 1,000 miles. The Government should not
hesitate to expend that money if we even have to borrow it
and pay large interest on it. We should have the survey
made and the report laid before this House at its next
Session.

Mr. IVES. I did not quite understand whether the hon.
member for Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) concurred with
the hon. member for Monck (Mr. McCallum) in the opinion
that it would soon be necessary to provide for a four-track
road from Winnipeg to Port Arthur. I should like to under-
stand whether the ex-Finance Minister agrees with thatpart
of the hon. member's speech ?

Motion agreed to.

SUMS PAID TO JUDGE G. M. K. CLARK.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT moved for:

Return of ail sumo (apart from his salary as County Judge) which
have been paid to G. M. K. Clark, in each of the years 1879, 1880, 1881,

&8

1 1882, 1883 and 1881, respectively, and for what services in each year ;

84,i hat sum, if any, have been paid to him from the lst January,
18,te this date,

le said: In moving this resolution I desire to call the atten-
tion of the louse to an entry which hon. members will flnd
in the Auditor-General's Report, whicti reads as follows

G. M. K. Clark, County Judge, salary..... ...... ..... $2,000
do fee as arbitrator, Canadian Pacifie

Railway ............ .......... 1,200
do Intercoonial Railway Commis-

sioner, 9 months, at $450........ 4,050

$7,250

I do not know that there is any grave objection to be raised
to the Government, in a special emergency, availing them-
selves of the services of a gentleman like Judge Clark for
a particular purpose. But this is not the case here. Judge
Clark appears to have been employed for a period of five
years, if not for six years, practically as a Government
officiai. I am not sure whether during that time Judge
Clarke paid out of bis own pocket for the discharge
of the duties of bis position as County Court Judge.
[ rather believe ho did, but in such a case it would be as
well that the facts should be known and stated, because I
should be very sorry to prejudice that gentleman in any way.
I dare say Judge Clark may have discharged the duties
which were assigned to him very well, but it appears to me
that this system is entirely wrong in principle. It appears
to me that to take a county judge away from bis own
county, practically for the greater part of five years, or it
may be six, is a disturbance of, or it may be an interference
with, the course of justice, and the better that judge may
be why of course the more the county suffers. This thing
appears to have been growing up into a practical
abuse. There are other gentlemen who appear to
have been discharging two or three offices at the
same time, thongh I see none in which a sum has been paid
so largely in excess of their original salary as was paid in
the case of Judge Clark. We have always laid down the
principle that the Government should interfere as little as
possible with the judiciary, and although the County Court
Judges have not the same duties to discharge as those
of the higher bench, everybody who knows anything
of the administration of judicial duties in the Province of
Ontario, knows that they have important duties, and that it
is not desirable that the Government should take any mem-
ber of a county bench and assign him duties which bring
in a salary three or four times as large as ho would ordinarily
expect to receive in the discharge of the duties of his office.
I do not want to enlarge on the matter, but I think a very
injudicious act bas been committed in this case, and I
think it is desirable that the attention of Parliament should
be called to the matter, and therefore I move for a return
which I have given notice.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. On the whole the hon.
gentleman is right in stating that we should not interfere
with the judges in the performance of their jndicial duties
-at all events, there should be no sacrifice of the publie
interest in the employment of a judge, in tahing him
away from bis judicial duties, or if those duties are neglected
and the county or locality suffers by the absence of the
judge. But in this case no such difficulty arises. The
counties of Northumberland and Durham are fortunate in
having a junior judge of as great industry as the senior
judge-Mr. Benson, who perforis all the duties to the satis-
faction of the locality.

Mr. MACKENZIE. One judge is enough then.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Judge Clark is not absent
continuously; h. has been sitting while these matters have
been going on from time to time. Judge Clark was
appointed to one of these Commissions in the firat place, and
ho was found to have performed his duties admirably-
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beèause besides being a good lawyer, as he is well known to
be-he is a man who understands business in a commercial
sense, a thorough business man-that he has been a great
protection to the public revenue against the continual
demands of the contractors and sub-contractors who had to
do with the public-the continual assaults which the hon.
gentleman opposite me (Mr. Mackenzie) knows are made by
all contractors for public works in the way of claims on the
public Treasury. Judge Clark has been invaluable in that
regard, and while I believe he bas done full justice to those
parties who have had claims against the Crown, he has, from
his happy combination of a commercial ability and legal
knowledge, protected the Crown to a large extent. It has not
escaped the Government that it would be well if we could find
another man to fill his place, but we have seen and known
bis abilities, and so for the purpose of protecting the public
interests ie has been employed. But one reason wby the
Government have brought down a Bill to establish a Court
of Claims was to cure this anomaly. We hope to have a
judge at the head of that court, with assessors similar to the
official arbitratorsunder the Board of Works and the Railway
Act, who will deal with all such subjects in a very satisfac-
tory manner, and prevent what we consider almost a
necessity of having a proved man at the head of these C>m-
missions, to look into these very large claims brought against
the Crown.

Mr. MACKENZIE. You have taken cases out of the
Exchequer Court and placed them before Judge Clarke.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, these cases were in
the Railways Department; they were claims of all kinds,
and the Commission was framed for the purpose of examining
them.

Mr. MACKENZIE. The late Government provided that
all claims should go before the Exchequer Court, but the
succeeding Government deliberately took cases out of that
court and sent them to arbitration, causing a loss in one
case to the country of several hundred thousands of dollars.
This was an utterly indefensible proposition; and now the
hon. gentleman iE coming back to our ground, but instead of
the Exchequer Court, he is establishing a court for the pur.
pose-one which will only take the place of the Exchequer
Court. I cannot understand the hon. gentleman's persist.
ency in the matter.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course one does not
like to say anything about the Exchequer Court, but the
result bas been that the country has lost exceedingly by the
judgments given by that court.

Mr. MACKENZE. On what judments ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not like to brirg
that up ; it is rather a delicate matter to impugn the judg-
ment of the court. The hon. gentleman will understand
that the J udges of the Exchequer Court have written
evidence before them, and not seeing the witnesses but
reading the evidence and giving the same credence to all
statements made by all witnesses, whether defendants or
not--

Mr. MACKENZIE. The hon. gentleman is mistaken;
tbey see the witnesses.

Sir JOHN A MACDONALD-but with one judge sit-
ting who is a business man, with assessors, they will bu able
to have the cas, examined carefully, and I think there will
be a great saving to the publie by the new Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course we are not discussing a new
Bill, but I may say that the course which the hon, gentle-
man adopted was to place before a set of arbitrators or com-
missioners, of whom Judge Clark in bis capacity of arbi.
trator was one, a very large number of claims which had

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

already been disallowed by the Exchequer Court. I think
it will be found that something between three and four
million dollars-perhaps I am understating the mark-have
been disallowed. What the hon. gentleman did was to sub-
mit them to a second adjudication, and several hundreds of
thousands of dollars were orderod to bu paid by these second
arbitrators. The only case that I have heard complained
of, with reference to a decision of the Exchequer Court, or a
judge of the Exchequer Court, was the case of the Prince
Edward Railway accident, in which we heard Sir Charles
Tupper very vehemently denounce the principle of action
upon which the learned judge who tried that case pro-
ceeded. In the cases which have gone before the Exche-
quer Court in its original jurisdiction, as well the railway
cases as others, the judge did hear the witnesses.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A single judge.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes, certainly. The single judge did hear
the witnesses, and it was only by way of appeal that the
question could come before the other court; and the hon.
gentleman's present proposal is in accordance with that
practice. Now, my hon. friend bas brought up a question
which is really of very grave consequence. I esteem it to
be of very, very grave consequence that the Government of
the country should withdraw from his proper judicial fanc-
tions for a period of years one of the judicial functionaries
of the country, With regard to the County Court Judges,
I cannot speak for the other Provinces, but I will say that,
in the Province of Ontario, I believe that more of those mat-
ters of litigation which affect the mass of the people-having
regard to the great number of matters which come up,and the
standing and means of those in litigation-come before the
County Court Judges than before those of the Superior
Courts. I esteem it to be quite as important-nay, more
important-that the County Court Judgeships should bu as
well officered as the Superior Court Judgeships for the prac-
tical administration of justice in the Division Courts and the
County Courts. Of course, we know that a considerable
portion of the County Court administration has changed
bands, but there is a large amount of Division Çourt admin-
istration to be attended to. But it is important that the
Judge should bu left to the discharge of his judicial fune-
tions. It is further important that he should not bu a peu-
sioner or servant of the Government, to perform duties
assigned to him by the Government at a much higher
reward than he receives for his whole services as a County
Çourt Judge. The public accounts of last year show that
Judge Çlark has been for nine months at $450 a month a
servant of the Government, as arbitrator; and bu las been
paid $300 a month in former years. That is not a position
in which a judge should stand. He ought to stand in an
independent position; and it is impossible to regard a judge
as independent of the Government when the Goverurnment
is at liberty to employ him at a salary or an extra remun-
eration between twice and three times as great as that
belonging to his judgeship, his judicial salary going on all
the time. I am very glad to bu able to confirm what the
bon. gentleman bas said with reference to the character and
industry in the discharge of bis .duties of the present junior
Judge of the united Çounties of Northumberland and Durham.
I think that appointment made by the hon. gentleman's
Government did it very great credit, and I am sure it must
have been eminently satisfactory to the people. But either
a junior Judge is wanted in these counties or he is not. If
bu is, it is quite clear that the senior Judge is wanted too.
If the junior Judge is not wanted, no junior Judge ought to
have been appointed, as was done not long ago, when Judge
Clark was appointed senior Judge in place of Judge Bos-
well, who resigned, and Judge Benson was appointed junior
Judge. If two judges are wanted, there is a lack of judicial
power in these counties, because Judge Benson, however
great his assiduity, cannot do two men's work, nor ought ho
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to be called on to do it. These two counties, I suppose,
number 80,000 souls; therefore the district is a large one,
and requires proper attention. I judge the Government by
their own act. I say their act in appointing a
little while ago a junior Judge to these counties is
conclusive proof that one man was not sufficient
to perform the judicial duties there, and that being
so, they acted wrongly in withdrawing one of the
two men who they said were nocessary. This system is a
bad one; and it is growing. I see that in one of the Pro-
vincial Legislatures there is a Bill to authorise the appoint-
ment as a commissioner, with a salary I believe of $3,000 a
year, a Judge appointed by this Government and having
certain duties to discharge. You cannot object to that, if
you establish the precedent in this Parliament of withdraw-
ing the Judges from their judicial fanctions, and making
thèm paid functionaries of your own; you are not in a posi-
tion to object to the Provinces becoming masters of their
paid officers, the Judges. That is a most undesirable thing.
It is a thing that was protested against in the early days,
when the hon. gentleman disallowed an Act of the Ontario
Legislature which was designed to give the Judges an addi-
tion to their salaries. He disallowed it on general princi-
ples-which I believe to be sound, whatever may be the
defects in our present system of appointing under that sys-
tem-that a Judge appointed by the Federal Government
ought to be paid by it. We know that there is a law on
the Statute Book, which was invoked by this Parliament
two years ago, when the Government proposed to appoint
Judge Johnston, I think it was, to an office in Manitoba, and
it was pointed out to be against the law wbich existed there
before Confederation, to give the Judge two paid employ-
ments, and the Government was obliged to cancel Judge
Jobnston's C>mmission. Then, in the Statute Book, we bave
recorded a rule, because we have forbidden the Judges of
the Supreme Court to accept any other paid employment.
That is the rule we lay down with reference to the very
highest Judges of the land ; and if we say that they ought
not to be exposed to temptations and placed in compromis-
ing positions a fortiorari we ought to observe the same rule
as to the lowest.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. With the permission of
the House, I would say one thing. It is true, the independ-
ence of the Judges ought to be respected, but as a matter of
fact, we know that the matters that come before the C(ounty
Judges are matters in which the Crown cannot in any way
be interested, and the independence of the Judges cannot
arise in the same way as it might with respect to the
Superior Court Judges. However, I believe the country
has gained a great deal by the appointment of Judge Clark,
and if the policy of the Government is carried out, there
will be no necessity for this question to arise.

Mr. BLAKE. As the hon. gentleman has made that
observation I may make this further one-that in the very
case of the learned Judge whose name has given rise to this
discussion, he was actually called upon to decide_ whether
one or another man was to sit in this House.

Motion agreed to.

EMPLOYMENT OF J. E. ÇOLLINS.
Mr. McMULLEN moved for:
Return showing, if any, and if so, what sum or Bums of money

have been paid to J. M. Collins for services rendered to the Government,
also showing travelling and other erpenses paid him, if any, and showing
in what position or capacity he is employed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not often speak
on motions of my hon. friends for papers, but in this case I
will venture to depart from the general rule. I quite
recognise my hon. friend's excellent intentions in moving
for this return, but although I fully admit he is entitled to
all information, I fear this motion may be a little hostile

to Mr. Collins. There are circumetances which, I think, I
will be able to show to my hon. friend, which may
make him inclined to agree with me that an exception to
ordinary rules should b made in this case. Mr. Collins,
I have reason to know, is a person of great literary
ability, of rare insight into character, and of
no small political sagacity. The name of Mr.
Collins i@, perhaps, more familiar to me than to my hon.
friend from North Wellington (Mr. McMullen). Mr. Collins
understands thoroughly this great truth, that the world
knows very little of its greatest men, and h. has taken, as
part of his mission in life, to instruct the world as to the
greatest men it possesses. I am not at present referring to
the right hon. gentleman opposite (Sir John A. Macdonald).
The particular greatest man whom he has at present under-
taken to enlighten us about is no less a person than my
hon. friend the Minister of Public Works (Sir Hector
Langevin). Now, porsons of a censorious turn of mind
may think that the fact that Mr. Collins is in my hon.
friend's Department and enjoys, I understand, the benefit of
frequent intercourse with him, may, to some amall extent,
prejudice Mr. Collins unduly. I do not take that view of
the case; I think that Mr. Collins is probably better able to
estimate the great value and the great merits of the Minister
of Public Works than any of the rest of us; and in proof of
this, I would like to call attention to an article which has
been very recently put in my hands, and of which I am
eredibly informed Mr. Collins is the author. It reads, with
your permission, Sir, as follows:-

"Upon Sir Hector's right, in the Commons, sits Sir John A. Mac-
donald, and upon his left Mr. Caron, the Minister of Militia. He is
somewhat below the middle height, but is well built and exceedingly
graceful and courtly in his walk and movements. His head is markedly
intellectual looking and distinguished in its pose and shape. His face
is clean shaven save for a small goatee ; and hils skin is clear fresh and
beautiful, the forehead is high and broad, and the eye, which is a dark
violet, is rather steadfast and contemplative than woadering or fiashing."

Mr. Collins, you will observe, goes in for something like
pre-Raphaelite details, but that does not in the slightest
degree detract from the merits of his work.-

" He is the one Minister who never gets idle at his desk. When he is
not listening to debate in which himself or his Department is concerned,
he is engaged writing letters or atteuding to official communications. It
is really a pleasure to hear him answer formal questions."

Now, I quite concur in that.-
" His replies are nearly always full and almost invariably satisfactory;

but he never says more than is necessary and pertinent; never opens
doors through which eagle-eyed opponents may enter and give worry to
the Minister and to his Government. Two Ministers there are who are
always opening their mouths too wide Mr. Caron and Mr. Pope. Mr.
Blake, or Mr. Mill, or Mr. Casey or some otheroppositionistwill firet worry
them off their guard, get them to make statements that they didn't
intend to make, and so put the Government "in for it," on those occa-
sions yon can notice Sir John fidgeting in his chair annoyed at the
blundering and indiscretion."

So far Mr. Collins has me with him, but I must draw the
line here. As for my hon. friend the Minister of Militia
(Mr. Caron), he is a man of war and therefore quite able to
take care of himself and Mr. Collins too, but I really object
to this slighting mention of my hon. friend the Minister of
Agriculture (Mr. Pope). It may be, as Mr. Collins seems
to insinuate, that hoeis rather a rough diamond and does
not shine with the gemlike lustre of that polished jewel,
the Minister of Public Works, but the Minister of Agricul-
ture is not to be lightly spoken of either. In some import-
ant respects, and notably in that, the moet important
thing, perhaps, which distinguishes the practical politician
as he is wont to call himself, the ability to take care of
number one, the Minister of Agriculture is not far below
even his colleague, the Minister of Public Works, and
might possibly, perhaps, give him points. Mr. Collins is a
man of considerable foresight ; it has not escaped his
attention that there is a little uneasiness in political circles.
This is a delicate question I know, but Mr. Collins handles
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it so well that I think I cannot do botter than give the case
in Mr. Collins' own words:

"I have already characterised Sir Hector as the successor apparent
to Sir John. He is the only man in the Ministry or in the ranks who
could with succese conduct the fortunes of the party if Sir John were off
the scenes. His ability and diplomacy are very great, and it is eaid he
is hardly second to the Premier himself in his ability to smooth rough
water and manage wranglesome followers."

And so on. Well I submit to my hon. friend for North
Wellington (Mr. McMullen) that a man like Mr. Collins
muet not be rudely or rashly dealt with. He has appreciated
the uneasiness of the public mind, ho has apparently under-
etood that there are some people who think, and I agree
with him, that it would be very difficult to replace the
First Minister, but he thinks there are as good fish in
the sea as ever were caught and he wants to reassure
us. Hon. gentlemen may recollect that it was my pleasant
duty last Session to call the attention of the flouse to the
terme in which a gentleman named Thibeault lad dealt
with the predecessor of my hon. friend the Minister
of Public Works ; and I hail it as a happy omen that
as it took a gentleman of French origin to do justice to
Sir Charles Tupper, it required a gentleman of English
origin to do justice to the surpassing merits of the
Minister of Public Works. My hon. friend from Well-
ington may think there are objections to a gentleman
in the Minister's Department taking all these pains
to make the Minister's merits known, but that is a
narrow and conventional view. If my hon. friend would
only put himself in the place of the Minister of Public
Works, and just consider the question from his point of
view, he would app reciate the position in its proper light.
The Minister of Public Works has a logical mind, and
probably the way in which the question presents itself
to him is somewhat like this : The very best use to
which you can put the public money is to advance the
public interest; to advance the public interest in the best
way possible, you must have the best man at the hel m; and
in order to attain this end you muet instruct the public as
to who is the best man. Therefore I say the Minister of
Public Works is logically justified, being convinced, as he
undoubtedly is, that ho is the best man in the emergency,
in retaining Mr. Collins to instruct the people as to his
merits. The case is clear, and I have no doubt my hon.
friend (Mr. MeMullen) will see it. Iad we not already a
poet laureate in the person of Mr. Nicholas Flood Davin,
regardless of expense, I would be disposed to recommend
Mr. Collins for the place, in return for this specimen of his
literary excellence, but I do not wish to interfere with Mr.
Davin. In any case, however, I would just say to my hon.
friend, the Minister of Public Works, that I hope ho will not
allow any scruples or delicacy to cause him to incommode
Mr. Collins in the slightest degree; I hope he will keep Mr.
Collins.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. John Collins.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Hon. gentlemen will

recollect that I ventured to make a proposal last year, with
regard to Mr. Thibeault, that if Mr. Thibeault would
produce another life of another distinguished gentleman on
the Treasury Benches I would supplement the Parliamen-
tary grant myself. I will make a somewhat similar offer
now to my hon. friend opposite (Sir Hector Langevin) in
Mr. Collins' case; if he will keep Mr. Collins, and if Mr.
Collins will produce similar articles, say one every fort-
night, and let me see them, I will use alI my influence to
revent any question on this side about Mr. Colline, even if
e gets 75 cents extra per hour for all the time he i

employed in compiling these essaye and keeps his own
time, as I understand is the custom of the Department.
Then there is another argument which the First Minister
very nearly anticipated me in, and I may say that I have

Sir RicRAn CARTWRIGHT.

kept my strongst argument to the last. 1 understand that
Mr. Collins is the Collins who has already immortalisod
himself by producing a life of the right lon. gentleman
opposite.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, he has immortalised
me.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It was couched in
equally chaste and elegant language, and no doubt it will
be very satisfactory to the hon. gentleman's friends, because
I observe from it that, in all the acte of the hon. gentle-
man's career which evil-minded persons have misinter.
preted, he has been actuated by the purest and most pat.
riotic motives, and has even sometimes allowed his reputa-
tion to be tarnished for the general welfare of the country.
It is a happy association of ideas, and what a lamented
friend of mine called " the eternal fitness of things," that a
gentleman who in his life has done justice to so many John
Gollinses should at last in his declining years find a John
Collins capable of doing justice to him.

Mr. McMULLEN. I did not anticipate the discussion
which has taken place when I made my motion. I simply
wanted to get the information, and, since the gentleman
who has just sat down gives such a strong recommendation
to Mr. Collins and says he has rendered such services to the
Government, I have no objection to withdraw the motion.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have no objection to the
motion as made by the hon. gentleman, and the return
will be brought down. So far as the hon. gentleman
(Sir Richard Cartwright) has thought proper to amuse
himself, and try to amuse the House by reading an article
which he says has been written by Mr. Collins, I have
not a word to say. It is his business, and, should ho
amuse himself at my expense, I will not complain; but, so
far as I am concerned, I was not aware of this article, I
was not aware before the hon. gentleman said so -I do not
know what information he has-that the article was written
by Mr. Collins who is mentioned in this motion. As to
this gentleman's connection with my Department, I may
say that Mr. Çollins was appointed in the Department as
an extra clerk on the 12th February, 1885, has been 16
days at work, and has been paid $28, and is not employed
by the Department any more. That is the whole he
has received as a clerk of the Depariment or in any
capacity, and he has not received travelling expenses of
any kind. He has received $28 all told.

Motion agreed to.

PROTECTION OF FISHEIRIES IN THE NORT H.WEST.

Mr. HESSON moved for:
Copies of all correepondence and reports of fisheries inspectors,

overseers of fisherie6, or other persons, in Manitoba and the North- West,
in relation to the destruction of fish and the necesslty of enforcing the
clauses of the Fisheries Act in said Provinces and Territories.

He said: Early in the Session I asked the Government
whether it was intended to extend the operations of the
Fisheries Act to the new Provinces west of Manitoba, and
the reply was that an inspector, Alexander McQueen, had
been stationed at Winnipeg, and an overseer, P. C. Gilchrist,
at Fort Qu'Appelle. I desire to draw the attention of the
Blouse for a few moments to the fact that I have not been
able to aseertain that either of the gentlemen appointed io
these important duties in the North-West has so far made
any report to the Government as to this important question
of the protection and preservation of the fishing interests of
those Provinces. 1 am in possession of letters
addressed to myself from that Province which
have led me to consider that, unless some steps
are taken at a very early date indeed, this
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important interest, the preservation of fish in the
waters of the North-West, those streams will soon become
as they have unfortunately become in the Province of
Ontario, not only fishless streams, but polluted streams.
We have good reason to know how important that interest
can become in a country where proper facilities are given
and proper attention is paid to it. I find that the total
catch of fish in the Dominion for five years has been no less
than $77,628,679, an advance of 815,525.736 worth of fish.
The export of fish during the past fivo years bas been no
less than $36,867,439, an average export of $7,373,487. Now,
an industry that is so valuable to the country as that is cer-
tainly worthy of the attention of this flouse, and the pro-
tection of the waters in the great North-West is certainly
of very vital importance to that country. We know that
those monutain streams abound with very valuable fish.
We know that it is considered a very great luxury in that
country as it is in this country. We know that the Indians,
as weil as the white population of that country, will be
largely dependent upon that for some years to come, and it
ought to be the duty of the Government to look carefully
that there is no violation ofthe Fisheries Act. I have roason
to fear that no attention whatever is paid to the Provinces
west of Manitoba, and, whilst the inspector may be
confining his attention to some extent to the streams
immediately in that Province, that very irregular, in fact
very loose, arrangements, if any, exist in the North-West,
and that the destruction of the fish in those Provinces west
is going on very rapidly indeed. I have received a letter
from a gentleman who resides in Regina, who states that he
caught, or employed parties who caught, no less than 25
tons of fish in Long Lake from the month of November to
some period in February when ho wrote. I placed that
letter in the hands of the Minister. It was also pointed out
by the saine gentleman that other parties had caught about
15 tons of fish in the same lake, and in almost every case
the fish were being caught at the wrong season of the year,
as they were ail full of spawn. If that is the case, and if
the waters of the North West freeze up very much earlier
than the waters here, as is more than probable, if that sys-
tem of fishing is permitted to go on in the early part of
November, the wholo fishing interests of that country may
be destroyed in a very short period indeed. You can imagine
what would be the effect of putting 40 tons ot fish from one
small lake into the market. The price was $75 per ton.
A large portion, I believe, was sold to the Governmient,
for the Indians, and the price, which I estimate at 3J cents,
is certainly very low. I fear the time will come at no dis-
tant day, if some effort is not made by the Government to
protect those streams and small lakes in the North-West,
when they will not be able to obtain fish at all, and those
steps should be taken very quickly, because mills are being
erected on those streams, and we know how sinuous they
are, and the shoals and eddies that form in them, and the
probability, therefore, of offal from the mills being deposited
which the current may not carry away. Everybody hore
knows what the effect of that is upon our beautiful streams
in Ontario, and for an instance, we have only to stop to the
Ottawa River, within a few yards of this building. We
know that fish are not caught now as they were in the early
days. I know that the saine thing is going on in all the
newer parts of Canada, and if mills are not prohibited from
boing erected upon these streams and throwing their offal
into them, the effect before long must be disastrous to the
fishing interests of this country. I heard a gentleman who
had travelled in the Noth.West say that he was personally
cognisant of the fact that nets are being used, or meshes
with the holes only one inch in diameter, and he had
travelled along the shore of one of those beauti-
ful lakes and found the actually littered with small
fish, so that ho walked through thom for some
hours. Now, if this is permitted to go on it will terminate,

in a few years, in the total destruction of the fisheries of the
North-West. I had the pleasure of spending a few days
among these mountain streams in the neighborhood of
Calgary, and I know there is no water so pure and so clear
as that of these streams, which is probably the best on this
continent. We know for a fact that mills are being erected
upon them which are having a very disastrous effect upon
the fish. This is particularly the case in the hilly sections
where the course of the strean is swijter and where it is
easier to get water power. But mills are being erected evon
in the prairie section of the country, on the flat lands, in the
proximity of streams, and the offal is being deposited in the
streams to some extent. I hope the hon. Minister will see
that the officers whom he appoints will do thoir duty and
that they will investigate these charges and see if it is pos-
sible to prevent this destruction of fish in the future.

Mr. KAULBACH. I am sorry to learn from the hon.
member who as just taken his seat, that the fisheries in the
North-West are being injured to so great an extent, We,
of the Maritime Provinces, have experienced the same
inconvenince, and I hope that the Government will offer
the same protection to the fisheries of the tidal waters as to
those of the inland waters of this Dominion.

Mr. MULOCK. Can the hon. momber for North Perth
(Mr. Ilosson) say with what appliances those 40 tons of
fish were caught.

Mr. HESSON. I believe, though I am not positively
informed, that it was by spearing them through the ice. I
think that has been the usual custom, and I think that is
the danger to be apprehended.

Mr. WATSON. They catch white fish during the winter
by cutting holes in the ice some distance apart and by
dragging a net by a rope botween the two holes and so
drawing the fish out. It has been roported to me that fish
are caught to soue considerable extent in the North-West
out of season. Quite a large business is being carried on
this year on Lakes Manitoba and Winnipeg in catching fish
for the Chicago market. Of course the industry is princi-
pally confined to the jack fish, or what is known in the east
as pike. With regard to the season for catching the white
fish, I am not very well posted in the matter, but I bolieve
a certain quantity of white fish is caught out of season on
these lakes, and it would be woll for the Government to sce
that they are protected.

Mr. MULOCK. I think wo are all agreed that it
is wise to protect the fishery interests both in tidal
and in inland waters, but 1 do not think it would
be wise on the part of the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries to construe the Fishories Act, in its application
to the lNorth-West, as ho has done in its application to
the inland waters in the Province of Ontario. A couple of
weeks ago I had occasion from my place in this louse to
call the attention of the hon. Minister to the regulations
enforced for the protection of the fisheries in certain of
our inland waters in Ontario. I was in hopes, from my
remarks thon, that long before this he would have seen his
way to removing the grievances complained of, but as yet
I am not aware that the first stop has been taken towards cor-
recting what I think is a misapprehension of the powers con-
ferred upon the Governor in Council by the Fisheries Act-
I refer to the regulations enforced since last fall in regard
to the fisheries in Lake Simcoe. I do not understand that
the Governor in Council is obliged either to prohibit
absolutely all fishing or to allow unlimited fishing;
but [ think that a reasonable construction of the
Act leads to but one conclusion, and that is that the Gov-
ernor in Council can pass such regulations as to him may
seem fit for the proper préservation of the fisheries. Now
this does not involve total prohibition. What ought to be

1885. 701



COMMONS DEIATES. MAnca 23,
prevented is unwise fishing, such as wholesale slaughter by
netting and orherwise. But to deprive settlers along the
waters of the right to take, in a comparatively harmless way,
sufficient for their own use is to interfere with an almost
natural right. I hope the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
bas, since this matter was up a couple of weeks ago, seen his
way to grant relief to the section of country to which I
iefer. Whilst we are interested in the proper preservation
of fish it seems to me that these regulations might b so
modified as to permit comparatively harmless modes of fish-

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman who has moved
for the correspondence has not overstated the value of the
fisheries in the North-West. The view that we took of this
matter was that it was unwise strictly to apply the rules
and regulations in the 'case of the settlers in the North-
West, the same as they are applied in the older Provinces.
I considered that the settlers going into that new country
would, perhaps, have to depend largely upon the catch of
fish for their subsistence for some considerable time, and
therefore I thought it best to go slowly and cautiouly in
the enforcement of the Act. But the time bas now arrived
when some measure of protection should be given to the
fish in the waters of the North-West, and I have selected a
general officer for the Province of Manitoba and such
portions of the North-West as may be allotted to him,
and another officer for the Qu'Appelle district; I
propose gradually to enforce the regulations in
those districts where we may judge it desirable.
The hon gentleman will understand that throughout the
length and breadth of this Dominion the close season for
fishing varies very much; and that what would be a proper
course with respect to Ontario would be improper with
regard to the North-West. The Government will obtain
information and endeavor to adopt the proper time in each
case as the close season. lu regard to Lake Simcoe, I may
say that last season very large petitions were presented to
the Department askiug that that lake be set apart for the
propagation of fish, on the ground that it had been over-
fishcd and the supply considerably depleted. Acting on the
prayer of those petitions an Order in Council was passed,
and the lake was set apart for a certain period for fish-
breeding purposes. Applications have been made since
that time to allow certain parties to fish in the lake meroly
for domestic purposes. Id o not know how far that can b
done without leaving the permission liable to be abused. I
am making enquiries muto the matter, and if it can b
possible to allow residents on the lake shore to fish simply
for their own use, I see no objections to that being allowed,
because I do not suppose that would be done to any extent
to greatly interfere with the purpose for which the lake is
set apart.

Mr. MULOGK. The hon. Minister will remember that,
since the Order in Council bas been in force, permits
have been granted to fish during the summer. It seems
impossible to understand how, if it was legal to grant per-
mits to fish during them ummer, it is illegal to grant permits
to fish during the winter.

Mr. McLELAN. I am not prepared to say for what pur-
pose permits have been granted. I do not know what the
local officer may have granted, contrary to orders, or
because he was not informed in time that the lake had been
set apart for fish-breeding purposes, I will make enquiries.

Mr. HESSON. It was not my wish in any way to prevent
a settler from obtaining auch quantity of fish as he might
require for family use. But I pointed out that quantities to
the extent of twenty-five tons in one case had been con-
tracted for between November and December.

Mr. WATSON. I hope the remarks made by the hon.
member for North York (Mr. Malock) wili receive the atten-

Mr. McLocr.

tien of the Minister and that settlers will not be prevented
from taking a reasonable amount of fish for their own use.
I am not very well posted as regards the spawning season ;
but I was informed that with respect to the white fish in
Lake Manitoba, fishing could be allowed one month later
than at present. The Minister, no doubt, will know the
proper season, and will look into the matter. I hope that
the privilege of the settler to catch fih for his own use wili
not be overruled.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I think there are some
neighborhoods in Ontario which will be very glad to
know that the Department of Marine and Fisheries is exer-
cising some control over fishing in those sections. I know
of one place, where the fishing is supposed to be of some
magnitude, which only knows of the existence of fishery
inspectors when the departmental reports show that they
have drawn their salaries. There have been frequent con-
plaints, I am given to understand, made to those fishery
inspectors in regard to dams in that particular locality, but
no attention has been paid te those complaints by the
inspectors. Whether the representations have reached the
Department or net, I am not prepared to say. I am glad to
have this opportunity of drawing the attention of the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries to the fact that in one or
two sections of western Ontario very serious complaints
have been made, and persistently made, in reference to the
obstructions of rivers by dams and other obstacles, thus
preventing free fishing in those waters that would other-
wise be afforded to the people of those localities.

Mr. ALLEN. A great many complaints have been made
by the fishermen on Georgian Bay and Lake Huron. In
regard to the use of pound-nets I would recommend the
Minister to make enquiry among the fishermen who work
on these lakes and others connected with the fishing busi-
ness. It appears pound-nets are the great cause of com-
plaint. The legal size of ·gill-nets is five inches, tbrough
which small fish pass and only the large ones are taken,
while those pound-nets, I understand, are in some cases only
2 or 2 uinches. The fishermen of course complain of the
advantage given to those using pound-nets, who catch all
sizes of fish and destroy more young fish in a single pound-
net than ton miles of gill-nets. I ask the Department to
make enquiries into this matter from the parties interested,
those who are thoroughly acquainted with the importance
of the fishing business in those waters, and I believe the
Department will obtain information of very general interest
and advantage to the fisheries of the Province.

Mr. EDGAR. As the discussion has taken a somewhat
wide range, I want to put in a word for a class of fish not
alluded to here-the speckled trout, the beautiful salmo
fontinalis. I am sure there is scarcely a county in Ontario
where there are not streams which were once stocked with
this beautiful and useful fish. If the inspectors, under the
Minister's direction, would pay someattention to prevent
people taking those fish off their spawning beds, a great boon
would be done to the country. I also think that sportsmen
and proprietors of farms all through the country would deem
it to be of great advantage if the Government would take
care to have some of the best streams restocked with spawn
or the young of speckled trout. That fish is a great source
of pleasure and delightful sport to great numbers of people,
and if it was thoroughly protected it would increase the
food supply of the country. This is a matter which does not
appeal to the House so prominently as the great fishing
interests of the tidal«waters or the great lakes and rivers,
but it is a matter which appeals to hundreds and thousands
of people in the different Provinces.

Mr. HILLIARD. I cannot altogether agree with the
remarks of the ion. member for North York (Mr. Mulook)
that the restrictions in regard to fishing should be with-
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drawn. I object to spearing fish even for a person's own use
during the close season. I consider the protection of fish
in the close season is of great advantage in our section of
the country, and since the regulations have been in force,
the quantity of fish has been largely increased.

Mr. FISHER. I agree with the remarks of the hon. gen-
tleman who has just spoken, and I can speak from experi-
once in my own county. I am aware that in consequence
of the action of the Minister of Marine in protecting fish,
there has been a great increase in the number of fish there,
to the great material advantage of the people of that com-
munity.

Mr. McLELAN. The meaning I intended to convey was
not that these waters should be closed entirely to spear
fishing, but that no one should be permitted to spear fish
during the close season.

Motion agreed to.

PUBLIC RESERVES OF BR[TISH COLUMBIA.
Mr. BAKER (Victoria) moved for:

Retorn of all correspondence, papers and documents which have
passed between the Imperial Government nnd the Dominion Govern-
ment, or the Dominion Government and the Government of British
Columbia, relative to the public reserves of British Columbia and to the
claim of the Crown to the land between high and low water mark, and
generally all information as to " Fore Shore" rights of the Dominion.

He said: It is not my intention to detain the House more
than two or three minutes upon this subject. The reason I
call for this correspondence is partly upon the solicitation
of many influential people in the Province of British
Columbia; partly on a telegram recently addressed. to my
colleague and myself by the hon. the Premier of British
Columbia, and partly from a thirst for knowledge relating
to that element which I ploughed for so many years, and
consequently obtained a reasonable nautical knowledge
of, and which I am desirous of having backed up by possess-
ing the necessary legal knowledge. This subject may be
divided into two divisions, and each division into three sub-
divisions. As to the two divisions, the first refers to lands
generally, and the second to tidal waters. As to the first
sub-division of the land I desire to obtain information,
particularly in regard to what lands belong to the Imperial
Government or lands that at one time belonged, to the
Imperial Government before Confederation; next, those
lands which belong to the Dominion Government, and infor-
mation regarding them; and lastly those lands which belong
to the Province, or are known as provincial lands. As to
the second division-waters-the sub-divisions are, first,
those having reference to persons who have been utilizing
certain portions of certain harbors, by erecting piers and
docks upon them, and thereby arrogating to themselves
that they have some prescriptive right to the bed the sea in
those localities. The second sub-division is the foreshore, or
such lands as have at different times been submerged, or are
lying between high and low water mark; and lastly the
riparian rights, or those rights which individuals may possess
with reference to the banke of rivers and pertain to them.
Now these are matters that it would be difficult possibly for
a nautical nian to elicit information upon without engaging
legal assistance; but I hope if the Government bring these
papers down-which will no doubt be ere long, though I
hope not teo long-I shall thon b. in a position to state my
views and cite instances where difficulty has arisen owing to
the absence of knowledge on these subjects.

Motion agreed to.

RECORD IN THE MATTER OF EUGÈNE GOSSELIN.
Mr. AMYOT (Translation) moved for:

Copi of the record in the matter of Eugène Gosselin of St. Charles de
Belleenase s. The Queen, as it stands in the office of the Sup-eme Court
e Canada, ineluding the proceedingo before the Eichequer Court and
before Dominion arbitrators.

He said: Mr. Speaker, I do not see why, thë other day,
when motions to be adopted without discussion were
presented, this motion was not allowed to be presented
as well. I do not see what objection there can be to this
motion. At all events, since its presentation was objected
to, it must be that some body had something to say on the sub-
ject. I am bound to say that my object is to show to this
House that the Board of Dominion Arbitrators does not at
all carry out the object for which it has been created, at least
in the Province of Quebec. It appears from the records
asked for that these commissioners have no idea whatever
of what is logal evidence. They know neither the French
language by themselves nor the English language by their
secretary. It is absolutely impossible for any party to
obtain justice before that court. For some time past
several of the cases heard before that tribunal have been
brought before the Exchequer Court, and not one of their
decisions has been maintained; in each case the decision
bas been against the Government. It is well known that
these commissioners always decide in favor of the Govern-
ment; and so true is this, that in each appeal the amount
awarded by them has been considerably increased. In the
present case, in the case of Mr. Eugène Gosselin, the pro-
ceedings are perfectly absurd on the very face of them, and
their absurdity is only excelled by the decision of the arbi-
trators. It is a fact that this tribunal has become a con-
stant danger in our part of the country. I have obtained
recently the papers respecting the loss of horses belonging
to a man named Plante, and t will give you an idea of tho
conduct of these arbitrators. The investigation was regularly
held before them ; the counsels for the Government and for
the prosecution were present. The judgment of the arbitrator
in charge of the case was favorable to the prosecutor, and the
records were transmitted to the Minister of Justice, I believe.
Subsequently it was ordered that a new witness should be
heard, but this witness was examined ex parte, without notice
being given to the prosecutor or to his lawyer; and it was
only several months afterwards that it was learned that a
judgment, contrary to the first one, had been rendered. I
ask that the papers mentioned in my motion be brought
down, in order to show that the Bill which is now before the
House, and which provides for the establishment of another
court, is a justifiable change, and a change in the interest of
the publie. I will now listen to what there is to be said on
this motion, and I shall answer if necessary.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman does not seem to have
been able to guess why anybody should have objected to
this motion. The objection to which he alludes, I suppose,
was the fact that several of us called " stand " the other day
when it was proposed to pass this as a motion without
debate. It is evident from the explanation which the hon.
gentleman made that there was room for explanation with
regard to the motion; and so far as I can understand the
explanations he has made, they are to the effect that h.
wishes to show by a copy of this record for which h. asks
that the procedure before the Dominion Arbitrators, and
before the Supreme Court was not of a character to do
justice to those who have suits against the Crown. The
reason why I thought this motion required explanation, and
the reason why I still think it requires further explanation,
and is open to objection is this : This is a case in which I
believe the hon. gentleman ils interested for the parties con-
cerned-at least I have been so informed by some parties
who appear to know. The record asked for is one
which can be obtained from the proper officer of
the court on paying the usual fees. The record
asked for is one which is required, I believe, to
carry the case farther. At all events, it would be useful
for the further conduct of this particular case, and I object
to this Houae being made the means of obtaining records
from any court to be used in the conduct of a case before
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that court. I think it is unfair te the court, it is
unfair to other lawyers concerned in these cases, who
may not have the privilege of being members of this
House, and it is unfair to this House, whose officials are
already, it is said, overburdened in the preparation of returns
concerning matters of purely public interest. When a case
is one of private interest only, in which private litigants
are sueing the Crown, and where the record will be useful
for carrying on the case, it should be obtained in the usual
way from the officers of the court. I hope the hon. Premier
will give attention to the case, and, after looking into it,
wili decide, calmly and judicially, whether this is such a
return as needs to be brought down in the public interest,
or whether it is merely a return required for the conduct
of the case itself. In the latter case I think it is one that
should not be granted.

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

After Recess.
Mr. AMYOT. Before six o'clock I had the honor to

move for certain records, and I stated in the French
language what was my object in doing so. It was to prove
that the court of the Dominion Arbitrators does not give
justice, and that the law proposed by the Government to
replace that court is expected by the whole Province to
which I belong. The hon. member for West Elgin (Mr.
Casey) opposes my motion, stating that my object was not
what I had said, but was to obtain gratuitously a copy of a
certain record, and he strongly objected, stating that I was
personally interested as attorney in the case, and that the
expense was large. I am very thankful to him for giving
me the occasion to say a few words about an order given by
the Supreme Court concerning the records te which he
refers. But I must state first that the person who gave him
the information concerning this affair gave him false
information. I wish to state, as a matter of fact, that 1 am
not interested in that record, and am no party to
the case. It is true, Mr. Gosselin is one of my
clients ; it is true, I know all about the affair; but I
would not mix up in it as attorney, because he belongs
to my county, and I do not practise in my county ; and
besides, it is likely to give rise to diffioulty with the
publie if a member of Parliament interests himself in a
case for or against the Government. Sa that my hon.
friend from West E!gin has been misinformed, and bas
falsely and wrongly informed this hon. House. I am
sorry he is not in his seat, or I suppose he would apologise
at once. Suppose for a moment that my object was to
obtain a copy of that record against the rule laid down by
the Supreme court. What is the object of that rule ? I
think the party who gave that wrong and false information
must be the party who obtained the passage of that rule,
which says that no record shall leave for one minute the eus-
tody of the clerk of that court. There is no court in the
Province of Quebec where such a rule prevails. The offi-
cers and judges of the courts in the Provinee of Quebec
have generally confidence enough in the attorneys practis-
ing there to give them access to the records on mutual con-
sent ; and if the Registrar of the Supreme Court thinks
that the lawyers who practise there are not honest
enough to be entrusted with the records, I think his
opinion must give a very poor idea of those with whom
ie bas been dealing up to the present time. Such an

order, I know, exists in the Supreme Court, but it
is an absurd order. Suppose I were interested in a volu-
ni i nous record, I would have to go to the court to take
communication of the record every time I wanted it. I
would not be allowed to take it te my office or have it
removed in any way. Well, I have been interested in law-
suits involving millions of dollars, and never has such a
thing occurred in my practice. Such a rule adopted by the

.Mr, CAsEY.

Supreme Court is an insult to the bar; it is an injustice;
and I am sure, as soon as the attention of the learned judges
who preside over that court is drawn to that order, they will
cancel it. The fact is that the one who must have given
that false information to the hon. mem ber for West Elgin is
the same one, I suppose, who does the best he can to make
that Supreme Court disagreeable to a great portion of this
Dominion. He forces lawyers to choose agents here at a
great expense, and when the bill of costs is taxed he gives
one-tenth of what should be allowed, and of what we have
to pay to the agent imposed upon us. That-groat magnate
will notallow us to do anything withoutlhaving an agent. I
think this officer, who las so many good friends bere, might
do something better than send delegates here to prevent
what he thinks is not in the public interest. Now, it might
be asked, what would be the cost of that copy ? Well, it
will cost from $4 to $5 ; and the amount of time we have
lost in this House in discussing it, perhaps half an hour,
will cost let us say, $500 to the country. So, theb on.
member for West Elgin may go back to bis constitu-
ents and tell them, "through a blunder and a mistake
I wanted to save $5 to the country, and in order to do
that I got the country toincur an expenseof $500! " For the
future,.he had better mix up in things he knows better,
and take his information from more reliable sources. I am
sorry to have to go into these details ; but I wanted the
opportunity to say what we think in the Province of Que.
bec of this by-law, for which I do not hold the Judges respon-
sible. En résumé, I may say that my object is, first, to estab-
lish that in the interest of the Dominion we want the new
law which is proposed by the Ministry. ln the second
place, it was given the occasion to my hon. friend to learn
that when he receives information from anybody he had
better see that the information he receives is reliable; and
in the third place, in the future, before bringing on these
discussions and making small economies at great expense,
giving an ox to have an egg, he will, perhaps, deem it
more prudent not to try to prevent other gentlemen from
obtaining justice in tbis House. We have not been so
exacting when voluminous records have been asked for by
him often for useless purposes.

Mr. BLAKE. A sound rule laid down by the Hous is
that proceedings before a court of justice are not obtained
in the flouse, except for public purposes.

Mr. AMYOT. This is far a public purpose.

Mr. BLAKE. I know. That is the general rule; still
more is it the rule when a case is pending and the ultimate
decision not reached. The lon. gentleman says he wishes to
have this record in order to prove that injustice has been done
his friend, Mr. Gosselin, by the Dominion Arbitrators. But
the effort to establish whether justice or injustice las been
done is now being made before the Supreme Court or the
Exchequer Court, which, I understand the hon. gentleman
to say, is the court before which this case is pending,
and that tribunal will dispose of the question whether there
was error in the decision of the arbitrators or not. If
the gentleman will rcflect he will see that though he may
be able to prove that the officers this Government appointed
as Dominion Arbitrators are incompetent, and that through
their incompetency a miscarriage has ensued, that will not
dispose of the principle of the case. The hon. gentleman
spoke as if it were admittedly a proper thing that the
records of a court should not be merely investigated by
rmembers of the bar at the office oi the court, but should be
also delivered over into their custody. That may be the
course adopted in Quebec, but it is not the course adopted
in Ontario, and it is not deemed an insult in that Province
that the records of the court are not entrusted in the hands
of the profession. I know it does sometimes happon that
records disappear.
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Mr. AMYOTi My object is not to decide the principle of

the case at all, but to prove by the record itself the incom-
petency of the Dominion Arbitrators. As to the handing
over of the records, that is done in the Province of Quebec.
The hon. gentleman says it is not done in Ontario. Well
we object to the customs of Ontario binding us; we want
our own customs to prevail with us.

Motion agreed to.

BOUNDARY LINE-ALIASKIA AND BRITISHI
COLUMBIA.

Mr. GORDON moved for :
Copies of all correspondence having reference to the appointment of a

Joint Commission with the United States Government for surveying the
boundary line between the Province of British Colu:nbia and the United
States territory of Alaska.

He said: It is very important that the territorial limits of
Canada should be clearly defined at the earliest practicable
date. You are aware, Sir, that the boundary line between
British Columbia and the United States territory of Alaska
is practically undefined. Questions of jurisdiction may
arise at any moment, which may cause trouble between the
two Governments. For my own part, I do not anticipate
any trouble as likely to arise, so long as the people who go
in to the undefined territory are from the law-abiding classes
of the two countries ; but other persons may go in, of a
different character, who may cause trouble, ont of whicb
questions of civil and criminal jurisdiction may arise.
Other considerations to which I need not refer, point to
the desirability of having the boundary lino clearly defined
by actual survey. The truth of the old adage,
that you must travel from home to get the news, las,
strange to say, been brought to my notice to-day. Some
trouble seems to have occurred between the United States
and Mexico, with regard to the boundary, through military
parties of the one or other nation crossing in to each
other's territory in pursuit of horse thieves and marauders,
and with your permission I will read the article, taken
from the New York World, dated the 15th inst.:

"I don't clearly see what sense there is in making such a fuss about
Mexicans and Texans crossing an imaginary boundary line after borse-
thieves and murderers. We have established precedents enough for it
in British Columbia A military expedition was sent from Washington
Territory to Alaska, across lots, as late as 1883, by order of the Depart-
ment Commander and in defiance of British law and rule. The same
year Lieut Schwatka crossed for nearly 1,000 miles on British soil, with
an armed body of United States troops,by order of Gen. Miles. Schwatka
might have had the flimsy excuse that he didn't know where the boun-
dary was, because it had not then been surveyed ; but expeditions have
since been ordered over the same route and there is at this moment an .
expedition in Alaska under Lieut. Allen, with orders te cross ov!r to the
Youkon and follow it for thrae or four hnndred miles into British terri-
tory. This is a wanton invasion of neutrality, but our Canada neigh-
bors have got used to it and seem to like it."

That is news to British Columbia. We have been under the
impression that no trouble whatever has arisen between the
two Governments on that coast since the settlement of the
San Juan difficulty. For my part, I have never heard that
any permission was asked, granted or taken, to cross with a
military expedition through British territory to Alaska,
and I must say that, if there had been, it would have been
very hard upon the military, as far as my knowledge of the
country goes it is a most difficult country for military
transportation. The Montreal Berald, commenting upon the
above, states that:

"Such statements can scarcely fail to attract the attention of the Can-
adian Government and elicit explanations in Parliament. If a foreign
power has been making such free use of Canadian territory, without per-
mission asked or received, it is well we should have the information from
some official source, and learn the whya and wherefores. When Canada
wae sending troops from the east to put down the Red River rebellion
our Government asked permission of the United States Government to
be allowed to pass the force through the tault St. Marie canal, and the
favor was refused. As a consequence, the troops had to follow the Daw-
pon route, at a great cost to the Dominion Treasury. Under these circum-
ptances it would have been only proper in the United States authorities

to have acted somewhat differently from what the WorHi represents them
as having done. It is possible that tie Worli is mistakea and that the
United raes Government is innocent of the gross discourtesy of which
the World appears te boast."1

So far as my observation has led mo, the Government of
the United States and Canada on the Pacifie coast have
been working in the greatest harmony, and I am sure the
friendship existing between the two peoples is of the most
cordial character. We had an instance of the courtesy
between the two Governments in the case of the naval force
of each Government, on different occasions, rendering aid
to the citizons and subjects of the other. In one case, one
of Her Majesty's ships was sent to Sitka, when the United
States citizens were afraid of an Indian war, and prevented
any trouble amongst the Indians as against the citizens of
the United States ; on another occasion, when there was a
report got up in the papers ofBritish Çolumbia that dangers
of an Indian war at Metlakatla was imminent, the United
States sont their revenue outter Oliver Walcott to the scene
promptly, and, so far as I have been able to ascertain, the
feeling which was exhibited on those occasions by the two
Governments found hearty sympathy amongst all classes of
the people on both sidos of the lino, anci I am sure that the
article in the New York World cannot possibly have any
foundation in fact. The Government will be able to explain
whether there is any foundation for such statements, and I
am sure, if there is any correspondence upon the subject of
the boundary, they will bring it before the House. I also
believe they will deem it their duty, in the interests of
Canada, to have a practical survey of that boundary estab.
lished as early as possible, in order to avoid any complica-
tions arising in future.

Mr. HOMER. As seconder of this motion, I will say
that we, in British Columbia, consider it very important that
the boundary line betwoon the United States Territory of
Alaska and B. itish Columbia should ba surveyed and
marked out as early as possible. That country is supposed
to be rich in mineral wealth on both sides of the line, and
in the case of rich discoveries being made, a large influx of
miners and other people would taire place, over whom it
would be necessary for this Government to extend its juris-
diction ; but, in the absence of a boundary line being estab.
lished, it would be quite impossible for these miners and
other people to know whether they were occupying United
States territory or tho territory of the Dominion. Com-
plications might therefore possibly arise, of a very serions
nature. We all know, and I believe our hen. friends from
the Province of New Brunswick particularly, the disastrous
results occasioned by the delay in the case of the northeast
boundary, which was finally settled under the Ashburton
Treaty; and to prevent a similar result in th north-west
part of the Dominion. I hope the Dominion Government,
in connection with the Government of the United States,
will, at the earliest possible moment, take steps for the
purpose of surveying and marking out the boundary line
betweén the United States territory of Alaska and British
Columbia.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have listened with atten-
tion to the remarks made by the lon. the mover of this
resolution, and especially to the extract he read from an
article or a correspondence in a United States paper. That
article hal already received the attention of some of the
Ministers. I had seen it myself and had enquired about
the truthfulness of the statements made in it. We found no
trace of any such statement being correct. This matter
never came to our cognisance, and therefore we must con-
sider it as not being founded in fact until the contrary is
proved. On the other hand, I will say that, so far as the
relations between the United States Government and Canada
are concerned, the most amicable relations have existed and
exist now. Whenever the United States Government have
wishçd to cause some of their troops to pass over oar terri-
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tory for survey, or for some other reason, special permission
has been asked and has been granted, in the same way as
the request has been made, and I have no doubt that,
if a similar request were made on the part of our
Government, the same permission would be given. 0f
course, there was an allusion made to the time when we had
troops to send to Manitoba, and to the fact that these troops
were not allowed to go through the Sault Ste. Marie canal.
That may be, but things at all events have changed since
that period, and I must say that the relations between the
two Governments are of the most friendly nature possible.
The hon. gentleman says that a survey ought to be made,
and another hon. member from British Columbia, who has
spoken, has dwelt upon the necessity of having a survey of
the boundary line between British Columbia and the
United States territory of Alaska. Well, this matter hlas
been brought to the attention of the Government several
times, and I have no doubt that one day a survey will have
to be made. But the absolute necessity of such a survey
bas not yet appeared; and as the Government had to make
a great many other expeditions of a more pressing nature,
we have thought this matter might be delayed. However,
the Government will not lose sight of it. There is no objec-
tion to the address.

Mr. MILLS. This matter was under the attention of the
Government sorne years ago. After some correspondence
with the American Goverument on the subject, it was found
that the survey of this boundary would cost between
$3,000,000 and $4,000,000, and on account of the very
serious expense it would entail, neither Government was
disposed to carry. on the delimitation of the boundary
between the American possessions and British Columbia. I
think in 1877 a Mr. ilunter was appointed by the Canadian
Government to mark the boundary, according to the treaty
of 1825, at certain important points. That was done, and
the American Government agreed to accept that, for the
time being, for all practical purposes, as the limitary line
between their possessions and our own. There is no doubt
that if the country is occupied by miners on both sides, in
so far as the territory is occupied, it will be necessary to
ascertain where the true boundary is; but considering the
very large expense that will be required for the purpose
of laying down the boundary, I do not suppose that either
Government are disposed at the present time to undertake
that survey.

Motion agreed to.

RETURN TICKETS ON GOVERNMENT RAILWAYS.
Mr. WELDON moved for:
Return of any orders or instructions of the Railway Department as

to the sale of return tickets, limiting the periods in which such tickets
can be used; also, of any claims made by persons holding such tickets
for damages for being ejected from the cars, and what amounts, if any,
have been paid for such claims.

He said: I wish to call the attention of the Minister of
Railways to what has caused a great deal of annoyance in
Nova 8cotia and New Brunswick, with regard to return
tickets on railways. At one time, a regulation was passed,
by which parties could get a return ticket and use it at any
time; but, some time ago, regulations were made, by which
the time of using tickets was limited from three to seven
days, if I remember aright, and after that time had expired
the tickets could no longer be used. This has been a cause
of a great deal of trouble. Some time ago, a gentleman hold-
ing a position under the Provincial Government, came from
Newcastle to Moncton, and happened to stay over two days.
Going back he offered a return ticket, and the conductor
said he must pay his fare. lie declined to pay it, and was
ejected from the cars; le was not even allowed to return
for his valise, and it was lost. Whether he as made a clainm
on the Government for damage I do not know, but I under-.1

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.

stood he is about to commence an action. Another case
was one, an account of which I will read from a local paper:

"A young lady from some part of Cumberland county went to Truro
to make arrangements for attending the Normal School during the
present winter After making the necessary arrrangements in town,
she deposited her money in the savings' bank, bought a return ticket,
and went home to remove ber effects ta town. While at home ber
mother unfortunately was taken i1, which detained the girl at home
some days beyond the time marked on ber ticket (she did not seem to be
aware of the limitation). Finally she came to Wentworth station, on
ber return to Truro, got ber trunk checked and took ber seat in the
car. Soon after the train started the conductar came along."

Then, after some remarks concerning the conductor:
".On looking at the young girl's ticket, he pompously told ber it was

no good; that the time bad expired. She ex-lained to him the circum-
stances, told him ber money was in the savings bank in Truro, and that
her bank book was in her checked trunk. The geat man with the rotund
figure, blue coat and brass buttons was inexorable ;lie would not listen
to any exnlanation; and savagely told the girl that unless she paid the
fare into Truro he would put ber off the train at the next station. The
girl offered him ber waterproof as security, but he refused taaccept that,
and finally demanded the check of ber trunk, which she gave him, be
telling her that she could redeem it at the station in Truro. On getting
ta Truro lie banded the check to an official, with instructions as ta its
disposal. Next morning the young girl came to the station to redeem
lier trunk, and explained the circumîtances to the officer to whorn the
con ductor had given the check. The officer in question, feeling annoyed
at the conductor's attemat ta make him a party to so ungentlemanly
and boorish a trick, promptly handed the girl ber check, and when the
pompou; conductor subsequently returned and demanded the fare which
he supposed would be collected from the girl, lie was properly snubbed
and informed that Truro station would not be made a pawn shop for
him. As might be expected, lie went off mad and crestfallen."

Several other instances of a similar nature have come to
my notice. It seems to me that when a person takes a
return ticket he ought to be able to use it at any time; it
makes very little difference to the railway, and it is a great
accommodation to the public, because persons are frequently
detained. If I am correctly informed, persons going from
Newcastle to Moncton can only get a ticket for only
two days. It may be alleged that there may be frauds
by persons disposing of return tickets. That, of course,
may happen even with limited tickets, but in these cases
the conductors of the train, knowing the parties who travel,
can easily check any fraud of that kind. The circumstances
to which I refer took place in November or December last;
but I find that even ao late as the 10th of March another
instance took place, as follows:-

" It is said that a bailable writ has been served on a conductor on the
Intercolonial Railway, who runs on the northern accommodation train
between Moncton and Campbellton, for putting off a passenger who
tendered a return ticket, the date of which had run out, and who had
refused to pay the extra fare. Probably no regulation on the road bas
caused so much trouble and annoyance to the travelling public and to
the passenger department of the Intercolonial Railway as the enforce-
ment of the rules respecting the time of use of return tickets. Since it
has been put in farce the general ticket agent at Moncton has been
repeatedly threatened with legal action for the recovery of extra fares
exacted from passengers, and it is said settlements have been made, in
order to prevent the matter going into court. Conductors have several
times been instructed ta give one, two and three days grace to pas-
sengers travelling on return tickets, with the view of arriving at an
amicable settlement ot the difficulty, but there seems to be as much
difficalty experienced as before. The public will watch withinterest the
result of the case in which proceedings have been taken."

I trust that some regulations will be made which will give
more accommodation to the public and prevent this
annoyance and inconvenience. Not only so, but the
Department may be involved in considerable expense in
delending suits for damages, as this extract shows a case will
probably be brought against one of the conductors, in order
to test the legality of such action. It seems to me that in
order to avoid any litigation and to prevent annoyance
to the public, the Government should alter this regulation
and allow return tickets to be used at any ti me, thereby
giving more accommodation and facility to the travelling
publie without causing any detriment or loss to the railway.

Mr. FOSTER. I rise merely to endorse, so far as I eau,
the remarks which have fallen from the member fQr St.
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John (Mr. Weldon). I have heard a great many com.
plaints with respect to the annoyance caused by these return
tickets. I do think that the Intercolonial could, by some
means or other, look after what cases of fraud might be
liable to occur, without making and maintaining a rega-
lation which causes so much annoyance to a great mauy
people who live alongside the railway and travel on the
road. It would not be so bad if the regulation were carried
out. I remember, when passing over a part of the line last
year, after the regulation had been made, asking the con-
ductor if ho rigidly adhered to that rule. He said ho did
not. The rule either should not be made, or it should be
regularly maintained. I think there is no necessity for the
rule being made. It bas the effect, I know, in the country
through which the railway passes, of making farmers who
go to St. John, and are in the habit of buying return tickets,
fearful as to buying them. They do not know at what
date they will be able tg return. They want to take
advantage of the return tickets, yet they dare not, for fear
of trouble arising. This drives many of them to take pas-
sage in second-class cars when they would otherwise ride
first-class. I sincerely hope this regulation, if it bas been
made by the Minister, may be reconsidered, and if it bas
been made simply by the officials, it may receive the careful
consideration of the Department and, if possible, ho
changed.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I desire to add my testi.
mony to that of the hon. gentleman who bas just spoken.
The system in question is giving rise to a great deal of
dissatisfaction, and giving rise to a great many complaints
in the section from which I come. For my own part,
unless the present rule can ho changed somewhat, with
respect to return tickets, I think it would be well to abolish
them altogether. I can hardly see, in the case of the Inter-
colonial, why the system of return tickets should be
adopted. The object of return tickets with ordinary rail-
way companies is to give the traveller an advantage and
secure his return by the same road, and not by some com-
peting road. In the case of the Intercolonial there is no
competing road; the travel both ways has to go over the
same road. If the rates charged for single tickets can be
reduced, a reduction should be made and return tickets
abolished. But if return tickets are to ho issued at all, they
should allow the purchaser to return at any time ho chooses.

Sir JOHN A MACDONALD. There is no objection to
the adoption of the motion, and I am sorry the Acting
Minister of Railways is not present in his seat, at the
moment, to speak on this subject. Of course, it is the duty
of the Government to see that, while all reasonable accom-
modation should be given to the public, the Intercolonial
should be made as profitable as possible. I presume that,
in the regulations for return tickets and the limiting of the
time, the Intercolonial is doing as other railways are doing.
I find the practice obtains on other railways of the country
which are run on commercial principles, and they have,
f rom experience, found ont how best that advantage can be
secured by a limitation of time. We will bring down the
returns asked for by the hon. member who made the
motion and those who spoke in favor of it.

Mr. BLAKE. I cannot agree with the hon. member for
Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) in his idea that there is no
necessity for return tickets on the Intercolonial, as it is a
local road. As I understand, the commercial principle on
which return tickets are issued is, that more people can be
induced to travel if you give them the inducement of cheap
rates. You say to a man, you can go to St John and back
for so much. But there is not the same inducement if you
say he can return at any time. In such a case ali the
tickets bought would be return tickets and no single rate
tickets would ho purchased. We must establish some
general principle as applying to the railway. We must

give inducements to the people to travel over the road as
much as possible, but with a reasonable limitation, as
regards return tickets, which will give travellers the benefit
they expect to obtain, namely a cheap rate. Hon. gentle-
men are aware that we do not make a great deal of money
out of the Intercolonial.

Mr. POPE. I am sorry I was not in the House when
the hon. gentleman made his motion. The time for which
return tickets were given has been almost doubled. But
finding abuses arose from the issue of return tickets, the
Department determined that the time for which tickets
should be issued would depend on the length of journey-a
short time for a short distance. We have nearly doubled
the time for which those tickets were formerly available,
but we have determined that the time shall not be exceeded.

Mr. WELDON. Up to a short time ago there was in
practice no limitation as to the time for which return tickets
were available. Since a change was made the annoyance
has been very great. The time allowed from St. John to
Sackville is four days, and that only gives a traveller two
days in St. John. From Newcastle to St. John the same
time is allowed. Where four or six days only are allowed,
circumstances may arise by which a person is detained, and
he may lose his ticket. Such a regulation renders it much
more likely for return tickets to be sold. That would be
avoided by the Government giving the public the benefit of
a longer time.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman seems to suppose that
we have restricted the time, compared with what it was
formerly. He is very much mistaken. We have nearly
doubled the time for which the tickets were formerly
available.

Mr. BLAKE. The time allowed on return tickets from
St. John to Sackville, four days, is a very short time, com-
pared with what we obtain on commercial railways in the
west, where it is six days, exclusive of Sunday.

Mr. POPE. I am not saying anything as to that; I say
the hon. gentleman bas no reason to complain, in comparison
with what previously existed. I do not remermber now what
the previous time was, but I do know that it is now nearly
double.

Mr. BLAKE. It does not seem to be long enough.

Mr. POPE. It nover would be.

Mr. BLAKE. I mean, compared with the experience of
other roads, which I think very reasonable. Take, for
instance, the Great Western division of the Grand Trunk.
On short distances on that Une you get six days, exclusive
of Sundays, as the ordinary time.

Mr. POPE. What distances?
Mr. BLAKE. I have travelled 50, 60, or 100 miles.

Mr. POPE. We have nearly doubled the time, but if
experience shows that the time is not long enough, we will
give longer time; but we must insist on that time, whatever
it is, being observed.

Mr VAIL. I think my hon. friend the Acting Minister
of Railways is mistaken as to the time. I know that a
short time ago I expected to go to Montreal. I enquired of
the ticket agent at Halifax the time I would have for a
return ticket, and he told me the number of days, and I
think it was less than half the time formerly given.

Mr. POPE. That is just where the hon. gentleman is
wrong. The fact is, it is double the time formerly given.
We found that abuses were creeping in under the old
arrangement, and we extended the time, nearly doubling it.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the principle of giving return
tickets is a very good one, but I imagine it would be in
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the interests of the travelling publie if the same system
were adopted in this country as prevails on some American
roads : that is to sell a book of ticket, paying so much per
mile and travelling when you like, or in whatever direction.
I cannot understand why there should be any distinction
between a person travelling one day and a person travelling
on another. If a person pays for 100 miles of travel lie
should be able to take out the value of that ticket and there
would be no trouble or expense to the company ; there is no
difference to the company whether he travel on the lst of
the month, the 15th or the 30th. There might be some
diffiulty in making up the books, but I think that might
be done away with by selling, as is done on the St. Paul ard
Minneapolis, and other American lines, ticket books, con-
taining a number of tickets, each one representing a mile
of travel. Under such a system there would be no difficulty
about passengers coming back within the time they
expected, or not. I must say I think that the Bill passed
last year or the year before, destroying the right of a pas-
senger to be carried over a road when he paid for the whole
trip, unless lie kept within the stipulations and limitations
of the company, was a great mistake; and I think the day
will come, at no distant time, when railway companies will
be compelled to carry passengers over their roads for the
distance they paid for their ticket, no matter whether it is
within the number of days specified on the ticket or not.

Motion agreed ta.

CHARLINCH POST OFFICE.

Mr. BLAKE moved for:

All papers, reports, correspondenc, Orders in Council and depart-
mental ordera with reterence to the appointment or removal of the
postmaster at Charlinch post office, or as to a change in the office.

He said: My hon. friend from Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot),
objected to this motion passing the other day, so I suppose
I must give some explanation with regard to it. My
explanation is, that I have been informed by a person resi-
dont in the locality that this removal of the office, or change
of the postmaster, has taken place under unjustifiable cir-
camstances. It is said that the ground upon which the
change is made is that the office is now in a more conven-
ient situation. Some years ago the Post Office Department
stated that they would move the post office on this account,
but since that time the road by which access was had, and
which was said to be a bad road, lias been improved, under
the arrangements made by the Ontario Government for
attending to the colonisation roads in these remote di-
tricts; and there no longer exists any ground of complaint,
and the inspector stated that in conséquence the post
office should not be removed. Last fall, it is said,
notice was received on the subject again, and following
on that, a petition was prepared and sent down, with no less
than forty-four signatures-a very large number from a
sparse rural community, such as that in which the post
office is situated-but the petition does not seem to have
had the effect of averting the decision of the Government
to remove the post office for some distance. It is stated
that unfortunately the old postmaster has not the same
political proclivities as the hon. the Postmaster General,
and that he has ben taking lis part as a Canadian in some
of the violent contesta which have taken place in the dis-
trict of Muskoka; and though I do not say that the Post-
master General himself has been influenced by that con-
sideration-I know he is above that-some of his ardent
supporters, who look at these things on a lower level, have,
it is said, been moved, on that ground, to make representa-
tions to bing about the change. I know that the post-
master bas very great claims for consideration; for it seems,
from the papers which have been put in my hands, that h
was so poor that le was not able to pay his taxes, and the

Mr. SaouLu.

council agreed to grant a postponement of the payment, by
reason of his circumstances.

Mr. CARLING. I have no objection to bringing down
the papers. I was not aware of the political proclivities of
the gentleman in question, but I know that application was
made to have the post office removed to a more central
situation, for the convenience of the public, and that with
the concurrence of the inspector, and on his written report
the post office was removed, I bolieve, to the satisfaction of
the neighborbood.

Mr. O'BRIE T. I suppose that on the principle that no
one of Her Majesty's subjects should be deprived of the
right to have bis wrongs brought before the tribunal
of the House of Commons, the hon. member for West
Durham (Mr. Blake) may consider himself justified in
bringing this very small matter to the attention of the
House. I may briefly state the circumstances of the case,
in my own justification, because I would, no doubt, be held
responsible in connection with the matter-to some extent,
at ail events. This post office, as first establihed, was
midway betwecn two settlements, one on the east and the
other on the west. The one on the east grew larger and
more important than the other, and it became entitled to
have a post office, and one was established there. In con-
sequence of this, the post office now called Charlinch
became of less value to the settlement generally, and
it was inconvenient in all respects. In the first place,
it was entirely on one side of the remaining portion
of the settlement, and it was aiso a considerable dis-
tance off the road by which the mails were carried, and
the mail carrier had to go very considerably out of his
way to serve this post office. On these grounds, therefore,
the post office was inconveniently situated. But for my
own part, 1 was very unwilling to disturb the postmaster,
more especially, if the bon. gentleman will give me credit
for the sentiment, because he was a political opponent,
and I give my word that in no single instance have
I opposed the appointment of a postmaster on political
grounds. On the contrary, I have recommended an
opponent, when he as been able more conveniently to
serve the public than one of my own friends would be.
However, the matter came to be discussed in the settlemeni,
and the postmaster of Charlinch agreed to remove the pGst
office to the main road. le gave me that pledge himself.
He was allowed more than a year to carry out that pledge.
He failed to carry it out, and after that, in consequence of
the remonstrances made by the settlers, the Postmaster
General had the post office removed. The postmaster there-
fore has no one to blame but himself; and the change was
made entirely in the public interest. The man who lias the
post office now is perfectly qualified. As to his not paying
lis taxes', that I know nothing about. On the recommenda-
tien of many of the neighbors I think the Postmaster General
will find that he was perfectly justified in making the
change. So far as I am concerned, I am prepared to take
all the responsibility that reste upon me in the matter.

Motion agreed to.

TIE LAW OF COPYRIGIIT.
Mr. EDGAR moved that the House resolve itself muto

Committee to consider the following resolutions:-
1. That the present position of the copyright lawin Canada is anom-

alous and unfair to.the public, to the printing and publishing trades and
to the authors of this country.

2. That without further legiulation in the Imperial Parliament the
Parliament of Canada is powerless to make laws to deal with the whole
question of copyright in Canada, because it bas been authoritatively
decided that any person who obtains a British copyright Dossesses the
sole and exclusive right of reprinting the work in Uanada,~and that no
legislation of the Dominion can effect such right.

3. That in order to place Canadian publishers upon the same footing
as American publishers, in regard to the reprinting of British copyright
works, a Bill was unanimous y passed by the Dominion Parliament, in
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the Session of 1872, and reserved for the signification of Her Majesty's
pleasure thereon.

4. That Her Majesty's assent was not given to the said Bill, and by
the correspondence on the subject wlich was laid before the House, the
reason for the refusal was alleged to be that the provisions of the Cana-
dian Bill were in conflict with Imperial legislation.

5. That an humble Âddress be presented te Her bMajesty, praying that
Her Majesty may be graciously pleased to invite HerImperial Parliament
to except Canada from the operation of the statute of the United King-
dom, respecting copyright, so far as is necessary to give the Parliament
et Canada a cear authority to legislate upon all matters respecting
copyright in Canada.

He said: In connection with this notice I think there are
two questions that will arise, one of a constitutional and
the other of a commercial character. If there were no
other ground than the broad question of the right of Canada
to make laws for itself upon this subject, I do not think
that I should have felt at all called upon to bring the matter
before the House, but there are practical grievances
connected with the present position of the copyright law.
There are important trade interests suffering every day. The
reading public of this country do not possess the same faci-
lities for a cheap and plentiful suppy of literature which I
think tbey ought to have, and the position of Canadian
authors is a very unsatisfactory one. Now, I do not at all
seek to cast blame upon the Government in this matter.
I am perfectly well aware that the hands of the Govern-
ment are tied behind their backs, just as the legislative
powers of this Parliament are fettered by the present condi-
tion of the law; and it is in order to relieve the Govern-
ment and this Parliament from that condition of affairs
that I have brought forward this motion. In 1872, when
the present leader of the House occupied the same position,
it will be recollected that a Bill was passed to remove some
of the same grievances which we have to consider
tc-night. That law was passed under the leadership of the
right. hon. gentleman, and was reserved for the significa-
tion of Her Majesty's assent. Afterwards, in 1874,
when the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) was
leading this louse, the assent of Her Majesty had not been
given, and an Address was unanimously passed by both
branches of this Parliament, urging Her Majesty to do so.
So that both sides of the House and everybody concerned
in Canada seem to be only too anxious to arrive at a solu-
tion of this difficult question. I know that no audience has
yet been discovered who ever could conscientiously say that
copyright was a cheerful subject for a speech. In fact, it is
a rather abstruse and difficult question. A story is told of
a distinguished British statesman, who was waited upon by
a deputation who wished to present their views upon the
subject of copyright to him. After listening attentively to
them for an hour, and hearing all they had to say, he is
reported to have said: " Gentlemen, when you began I did
think I knew a little about copyright, but now I am per-
fectly sure I do not know anything about it, and what is
more, I never shall." Now, I dare say I should produce
the same result on this House if I went into the whole
question of copyright; but I do not intend to
do se, and it is not at all necessary that I should.
All we require to do is to consider a few points in connec-
tion with the application of the law to tanada. They are
rather interesting, and not at all abstruse, and I will try to
make the discussion as brief as possible. Since this notice
has been put upon the paper, several hon. members have
asked me: Why is it necessary ? Surely this Parliament has
the right to make laws upon the subject of copyright? Well,
at first sight it would certainly seem that this Parliament
had the right to do so, because, by the 91st section of the
British North America Act, among other subjects which are
placed under the exclusive jurisdiction of this Parliament,
there is the subject of copyright; and it was at first
undoubtedly supposed that copyright was entirely within
the legislative jurisdiction of this Parliament. But it was
discovered afterwards that since 1814 the English law upon

the subject related not only to British dominions in
Europe, as it did before that date, but also extended
to all the dominions of the Crown, the colonies and
dependencies, wherever they existed. That law was reenact-
ed substantially in 1842. Now, it was claimed that the
British North America Act, being more recent, did in effect,
repeal that law; it was claimed that the 91st clause of
that Act had the effect of overriding previous legielation in
England. But that point has been positively decided in the
negative. The law officers of the Crown, when they advised
Lord Carnarvon as to the question of giving the Royal
assent-because the proposed Canadian legislation would
interfere with the Imperial Act-to the Act of
1872, which was sent over for that purpose,
and was not assented to, advised him to refuse
assent, and the same question came up in the Court of
Appeal for Ontario, where it was positively and clearly
settled that the English copyright law is in force in Canada.
What is the result of that ? The result is, that the English
Act, being a very broad and liberal one, allows foreigners,
allows anyone, to take the benefit of it, and it gives anyone
the right to copyright in Canada, without reference to any
copyright laws which we may choose to put on the Statuto
Book. It gives them the absolute right to copyright in
Canada. We have a Copyright Act, that of 1875, but it is sub-
ject to the Imperial Acts, and applies only to those persons
who choose to take out a copyright in Canada. Under our
Act, any person domiciled in any British possession or in any
country that has an international copyright law with Eng-
land, can take out a copyright in Canada, but on the import-
ant condition that the authorshall publish his work in Canada.
But the English author will not take out a Canadian copy-
right and will not publish in Canada so long as lie has the
right to copyright in Canada, without doing so, under the
Imperial Act. It is certainly a great hardship to our pub-
lishers, that an author should have the right to copyright
in this country without being compelled to publish in it.
No other country in the world would tolerate such a con-
dition of affairs. There is another provision, with reference
to English copyright in Canada, relatig te the importing
of foreign reprints into Canada. Under the Imperial Act,
passed in 1817, and the Order in Council which was passed
under it, foreign reprints could be introduced into any col-
onies which made provision for compensating British
authors, whose works were copyrighted in Great Britain ;
and under that, Canada, in 1850, passed an Act for compen-
sating British authors. They did so by fixing 12h- per cent.
ad valorem as an authors' tax, to be paid at the frontier, in
addition to the Customs duty on books, and to be collected
by the Government for the benefit of the English authors.
That was a very good thing for the Canadian
public, as far as it went; and it was under it
that we have been able to get cheap American reprints of
British copyrighted works ; but it was very hard on the
Canadian publisher, that he could, under no circum-
stances, reprint the British copyrighted book, while the
American publisher could do so, and sellit in Canada under
the nose of the Canadian publisher whose hands were tied.
It would surely be a good thing for the Canadian publisher
if he could also reprint a British copyrighted book on paying
the British author the 12½ per cent. authors' tax. That would
be good all round. It would be still better if the Canadian
publisher could reprint the book that is copyrighted in
London and not pay any tax at all, because the publisher in
London can reprint a Canadian copyrighted book and pay
no authors' tax to the Canadian. In order to try and put
the Canadian publisher on something like a level with the
American publisher as to these reprints, the Act of 1872
was passed. It certainly seemed very reasonable that while
the English copyrighted books could be reprinted in the
States and brought into Canada on payment of 12J per
cent. authora' tax, it should be lawful for the Canadian
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publisher to reprint the work here on the same condition.
That was the object of the Act of 1872, which was reserved,
and in reforence to which this Parliament passed an Address
in 1874, unanimously requesting Her Majesty's assent to it.
The Address was as follows :-

"Resolved,-That an humble Addrî ss be presented to His Excellency the
Governor General, praying Fis Excellency to be pleased to convey to
Her Majesty's Principal Secretary of SBate for the Colonies, the
respecttul expression of the anxiety of this House, that a Bill intituled
' An Act to amend the Act respecing Copyrights,' passed in the 8es-

sion of 1872, and reserved on the 14th June in that year, for the signifi-
cation of Her Majesty's pleasure thereon, ehould not be allowed to elapse
by the expiry of the two years limitation specified in the 57th section of
' The British North American Act, 1867,' and further to assure His
Excellency that important interests in this Dominion are prejudiced by
the absence of legislation such as this Bill contemplates."

Now, Lord Carnarvon replied to that Address, and in his
reply he gave the reasons why he could not advise ler
Majesty to assent to that Bill. He substantially stated them
to be that he had been advised that the Imperial Act of
1842 overrides the Canadian Act and will not allow this
Parliament to legislate in the direction of a copyright Act
which may in any way affect the British author; and he
said that upon this question he was supported not only by
the opinion of the thon law officers of the Crown, but by the
opinions of those eminent lawyers, Lord Selborne and Mr.
Ierschell, Q.C. So it is perfectly clear how we stand in that
matter. There is a provision that the American publisher
can reprint and send into Canada, when the British author
registers his copyright here, paying the authors' tax; but
when he does not register, the American can reprirt the
work and it will come in here without paying the 12½ per
cent. authors' tax. The effect of that seems to be this. The
English author makes arrangements with the American
publishers and sells him advance sheets, and then he agrees
not to register or copyright in Canada. The result is,
that the American publisher, who lias the advanced
sheets, has a great start over all other pub-
liahers in the United States, and gets besides, the whole
Canadian market, and no Canadian publisher can publish
the book. That is not a fancy picture, but it is a case of
every day occurrence. The operation and effect of that
has been very well described in the judgment of that
learned and lamented judge, the late Chief Justice Moss,
in a case, the case of Smiles and Belford, which came
before the Ontario Court of Appeal. The Bolfords were a
firm of Canadian publishers who had undertaken to publiai
a work called "Thrift," of which Mr. Smiles was the author
and owner of the English copyright, and they supposed that
the British North America Act gave them ample authority
to do so. However, the Court of Chancery granted an
injunction, deciding that the Imperial Act of 1842 enables
the British author to prevent the Canadian reprint of his
work. The Court of Appeal unanimously affirmed that
decision, and Chief Justice Moss said :

"I confess that it is not without reluctance that I have arrived at the
same conclusion. Ifear that the state of the law which we find inflicts a
hardship on the Canadian publisher, while it confera no very valuable
benefit on the British author. Its effects, if I rightly understand the mat-
ter, is to enable the British author to give an American publisher a
Canadian copyright. It is no very violent assumption that every Ameri-
can publisher, who treats with a British author for advance sheets of
his work, will stipulate for the use of the author's name to restrain a
(anadian reprint. By thie arrangement he will be enabled to secure the
practical monopoly of the Canadian market, for which he may be induced
to pay the author some consideration; but however small this consider-
ation may be, I apprehend it will be found sufficient to induce the author
to concede the privilege rather than receive Canadian copyright by
treating with the Canadian publisher. But I need scarcely remark that
the possible or probable effect upon a branch of industry, however valu-
able or important, cannot affect the interpretation which the court is
b>und to place upon the statutes by which the subject isgoverned."

Now, this extract shows more clearly than i could express
it, the unfortunate condition of the law in that point also.
Thon there is another feature of the case, which presses very
hardly upon Canadian publishers. i mentioned before that
the English law is very broad and liberal. Under that,

Mr. EDaAa.,

American authors secure both English and AmericaD copy-
rights, while an English author cannot possibly secure an
American copyright, because their law is much more
stringent. It only allows citizens or permanent residents
in the United States to obtain copyright. On the other
hand, the American author can obtain bis own copyright in
America and also in England, and thereby he gets Canada
thtown in. Without taking out a copyright here, without
publishing bore, and without paying the slightest attention
to the Canadian people, ho holds us in the hollow of his hand.
He can thon sell at the highest possible price. He has an
absolute monopoly, which there is no possible way of get-
ting over or breaking, and he can sell his work bore, without
any possible competition from any quarter, at the
highest price that can be obtained for it. For instatnce,
we all know that Mr. Marion Crawford, who is a rather
popular recent American author, has published some novels,
which have had an extensive sale, such as "Mr. Isaacs "
and "Doctor Claudius." Well, ho is in that happy con-
dition as to Canada. le is an American, he gets his Ameri-
can copyright, ho gets his English copyright, and he covers
Canada, and nobody can introduce reprints here under
the provisions I referred to awhile ago, as his American
copyright prevents that. He sells his books at a dollar. You
cannot get one of those books for less than a dollar, which, 1
suppose, he thought the maximum price at which it
was possible to sell them. The Cansgdian authors have no
opportunity of gotting American copyright ; but, if we
could legislate on the matter ourselves, I think we could
very soon make some reciprocal arrangement with our
neighbors, by which Canadians would have the benefit of
their copyright; and, if we could not do that, we could at
any rate, if we had the control of our own Canadian
market, reprint their American copyrighted books, even if
they did go to England and take out a copyright there.
The result of the position is that we are taxed for the
English author and our Acts are disallowed for his
exclusive benefit, and we have neither the privilege of
taxing ourselves nor of legislating for ourselves. It would
surely be no hardship upon an English author to have to
take out a Canadian copyright before he securei control
of our country. He could find Canadian publishers just as
well as ho can find American publisheis to publish his
works. I do not think there is any other remedy in this
matter than for us to obtain the right to legislate upon this
subject. Ever since the Act of 1872 was disallowed, the
publishers in this country have been almost in despair.
They felt that nothing could ho done, and they have come
to the conclusion-a great many of them, who have spoken
to me on the subject-that the only possible remedy is for
us to get the power into our own hands, and make our own
copyright laws, just as we do our own laws about patents
and everything else. During this Session a petition bas
been presented to this House fron the Toronto Board of
Trade, on the subject, by the bon. member for West Toronto
(Kr. Beaty), which seems to me to cover the ground very
well indeed, and to voice the general opinion of the large
publishing and printing interests of this country. The
memorial is as follows:-

" That the Imperial copyright law, which has jurisdiction in Can-
ada, presents many anomalies in its operation in the colonies ; is pre-
judicial to the interests of British authors and publishers, whom it is
designed to benefit; limite the eperations and retards the development
of the Canadian book trade, and bas an injurious effect on all the indus-
tries connected with native publishing.

" That the proximity of Canada to the neighboring Republic, where
there is unrestrained license in reprinting English copyrights, and
every freedom in sending them into this country, makes the position or
Canada an exceptional one in calling for relief from these anomalies,
and in asking the Home Government to concede to Canada the privi-
lege of legislating on copyright in accordance with our special needs,
and for the protection of such interests as it is desirable to make pro-
vision for, and with the same freedom we now possess in legislating on
patents.

" That while the present copyright law prohibits the Canadian pub-
lieher from reprinting English copyrights in Canada, and places him
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under penalties for violating the Act, it suffers American reprints
(which, in the main, pay no royalty to the author or copyright owner)
to enter the country, and practically gives the supplying of the entire
book market of Canada to a foreign people.

" That common sense as well as policy dictates that the privileges we
give to the foreign manufacturer sbould be given to the native pub.
lisher, while the effect of this would speedily be seen in the deve op-
ment of our own publishing industries, and would enable the English
author to derive some benefit from the sale of his works in Canada

" That were the janadian publishing trade free to reprint English
copyrights, with due recognition of the author's right3, he would not
only be in a position to supply the wants of our own people (now sup-
plied by the foreigner), but itwould be within bis power to extend the
area of his operations into the United States, and there endeavor to
compete with the piratical American reprint.

" That the effect of this might sensibly aid the efforts now being made
in Congress to do justice to the British author, by passing of an Inter-
national Copyright Treaty.

" That so long as the United States makes no reciprocal concessions
in the matter of literature to Britain or to British colonies, Canada
should be exempt from respecting the copyright privilege granted by the
mother country to American writers, who may produce their works
first in England

" That for all these reasons assigned, your memorialiste pray your
Honorable House to press upon Government the wisdom and policy of
securing from the Home Government the right to legielate upon the
whole subject of copyright, domestic and foreign, as may be deemed
best for ali interests concerned, and with due regard to Canadian pub-
lishing industries, and the intellectual and social benefit of the Cana-
dian public."

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think that sets forth the case, from
a Canadian point of view, in a very clear and unanswerable
manner, and I do not see that there is any remedy possible
fbr us, other than the one suggested by these resolutions,
namely, that we should ask the Imperial authority to except
Canada from the operation of the Copyright Act, so as to
enable us to legislate for ourselves. I have read a story told
of Mr. John Lovell, the well-known Montreal publisher,
who went over to London, in 1873, to try to make arrange
ments with the firm of Longman's, for publishing some of
their copyright works in Canada. is overtures were not
at ail favorably received. The member of the firm to whom
ho addressed himself is reported to have told him that he
would not allow bis books to be published in the colonies,
and be added : "Thank God, he had got the power now, and
he intended to keep it." Now, Mr. Speaker, if that lan-
guage was used it was only the utterance of an individual
and of a snob, and did not in any sense express the feelings
of the English people towards Canada; and much less did it
indicate the enlightened views with which British
statesmen regard us to-day. All that is necessary is for us
to point out to the Home Government that in order to
remedy the grievances that are every day pressing injuri-
ously upon the reading public, upon our large printing and
publishing institutions, and upon Canadian authors, we
absolutely require the right to legislate upon this subject of
copyright ourselves. I would go a littie further, Mr.
Speaker, and I would represent to the Imperial Parliament
that the people of Canada have understood, and understand
now, that all matters relating to the peace, order, and good
government of Canada should be legislated upon exclusively
by this Parliament, and that this is one case in which we
have not that power, and for practical business reasons we
require to have that power nowv. I think we ought to unite
in sending this message to our kin across the sea, and I
am perfectly satisfied that the Parliament of England,
sitting at Westminister, will give a prompt and speedy con-
sideration to the fair and reasonable request that may be
made by this Parliament of Canada sitting at Ottawa.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I have accepted with much
pleasure the invitation to second the resolution moved by
the hon. member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar). I con-
sider that if this resolution was carried by this House,
and the Government were to act upon it, a further step
would be taken in the extension of the National Policy of
this country. I thank my hon. friend for having con-
tributed, in this manner, lis share towards fortifying the
policy that we have been trying to consolidate since 1878.1

It was easy for the hon. member to lend us his aid on
this question, tecause it has always united both sides of
the House, whenever the matter bas been brought before
us. In 1872 a Bill passed unanimously both HouseR of
Parliament, and was reserved for the sanction of Her
Majesty. In 1874 a resolution was passed unanimously
by boit Houses, asking Her Majesty to confirm the Bill,
and allow it to become the law of this country. So this
cannot be considered a party question, and it is in that
sense that I have seconded the resolution of my hon.
friend, and in that sense, I am sure, ho has proposed it.
The reason given for resorving the Bill of 1872 was
that it was ultra vires. It had been thought until then that
copyright having been one of tho matters mentioned in the
9Ist section of the British North America Act, as coming
within the exclusive jurisdiction of the Federal Parliamert,
no more difficulty would arise if this Parliament legislated
in respect to that matter than with respect to any of the
other matters mentioned in that clause. Patent rights, for
instance, were placed in the same category with copyright-,
and the power of the Federal Parliament to legislate with
regard to patent rights has never been questioned. Now,
what is the effectof the interpretation given by the Imperial
authorities as to the power of this Parliament to legislate
in those matters ? It has been this: that while our editors
have been prevented from reprinting, under any condi-
dion, the works of English authors, we have been flooded
with American editions, and American publishers have
reaped all the benefits in our own country from
the exercise of a privilege of which we have been denied.
Under such circumstances it is not to be wondered at that
all those who have had to deal with this question have
come to the same conclusion, that since, according to
Imperial interpretation, the British North America Act
had not, in reality, conferred upon us the power to legislate
on this question, as on others mentioned in the clauses to
whicb I have alluded, the only remedy was to make another
move: have a declaration made by this Parliament express-
ing our desire to that effect, and ask the Government to
request the Imperial authorities to pass such legislation as
would amend the British North America Act, so as to grant
us the power that we understood we had obtained by that
Act. In fact, what do we claim by the resolutions now being
submitted to the House ? We claim only to be put in the
same position as the Americans now occupy in our markets.
We c[aim to be subject to the same conditions for printing
English or foreign works under international copyright in
England as the Americans have been admitted in our
markets; and this would have the effect of giving to parties
interested in our publishing establishments the means of
extending their business, and put them in a position strong
enough to enable them te give that encouragemeni to our
native literature which is so much needed, and so inciden-
tally to grant such protection to the productions of native
talent which would ensure success. Since Confederation
we have obtained much from the Imperial Parliament. In
fact, the British North America Act itself was a great step
towards giving us independent power of legislation in this
country in all matters tof our own concern; every occasion
that was offered since has been takèn advantage of to develop
that independence of legislation. In 1875-76 we obtained for
our Government the right te advise the Governor General on
and take the responsibility of exercising the prerogative of
mercy,which was always before acknowledged to be a strictly
Imperial power. From time to time our independent legisla-
tive power has been conceded, so that now, when we come to
this simple question, we naturally ask why, when our right
and power te legislate on matters that were certainly more
important to English industries than the question of copy-
right, was acknowledged ; when we have been conceded the
power even to tai the products of England ; when we have

leu çcncoded the right to legislate on patents and inven-
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tions, we should be prevented from giving to our own popu-
lation the benefit of a law that would increase our power of
disseminating literature and science among our population,
and should be obliged to borrow from our neighbors the
power we want for the publication of works which we ought
to be entitled to publish bore as woll as our American neigh-
bors to sell. Under these circumstances, as I mentioned at
the opening of my remarks, I have mach pleasure in second-
ing the resolution, and I hope no objection will be found to
prevent its adoption by this House.

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman, the mover of this
resolution, stated in his opening remarks, and it certainly
did not apply-that the subject ho was treating was not one
that appealed to most audiences. I can tell the hon. gentle-
man and the hon. member who has just taken bis seat, that
they have succeeded in making what I consider most
interesting speeches upon a most important question. I
claim that in the matter of copyright we, as Canadians,
are as interested as any other people in protecting, to the
very utmost limit, the property in copyright which exists in
this country. But I cannot agree with my hon. friends in
the conclusion at which they have arrivod, that the law, as
it exists, is anomalus or unfair to anybody or any interest
in the country. *It is well known that the Act of 1875 was
passed when the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie)
was at the head of the Government, after much consulta-
tion, correspondence and discussion, with the representatives
of the book-printing and book-publishing interests of this
Dominion. By the operation of this Act many English
authors have, from time to time, taken copyrights
in Canada, on editions printed in Canada by our
printing and publishing establishments. And i can-
not see how the bon. gentleman can state that
the public here are not protected, in so far as getting
reprints of books into Canada. As I understand it, when
British authors do not care to take ont Ganadian copyrights,
or when it does not suit our printers or publishers to take
them here, the public get thoir works in the cheap editions
as reprints. Or Canadian authors are protected to the
very extreme limit. They have absolute sway and control
of the Ganadian market, and as I understand it, it is now
contemplated in England to accept C anadian copyrights in
the sane way as copyrights are made to apply to the
British Empire by Int'rnational Copyright Treaties. The
British copyrights extend to all British -possessions, and as
I have already stated, it is contemplated to give the saie
sway to Canadian and colonial copyrights in England. The
British Copyright Act at present is limited in its extent
in favor of the Canadian public, in so far as by the Imporial
Act, 10 and 11 Vic., supplemented by our logislation, choap
foreign reprints may ho imported into Canada, so that the
English copyright owner, if he does not choose to reprint
the copyright in Canada, must suffer the competition which
is created by cheap reprints that are brought into the coun-
try. It will be remembered that the Bill of 1872 was
refused the Royal assent. One reason why the Royal assent
was refused was, that it was an attempt at the piracy of
British authors' works in British territory. The Copyright
Act of 1875 was accepted as the result of negotiations, and
it solved the difficulties which up to that period had existed.
It was considered at that time that the Act of 1875 was not
trespassing on the rights of property, and in consequence,
was not refused the Royal assent, which had been refused to
the Act of 1872. The Copyright Act of·1875, it will be
remembered, was also the subject of a good deal of diocussion
at the time. It was also in confiict with Imperial legislation
affecting this important subject, but it was considered a fair
measure, respecting all rights, and it was accepted and
assented to. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to be under-
stood as saying that there is not a great deal in what bas
been stated by the hon. gentlemen who have respectively

Mr. DESJARDINS.

moved and seconded this resolution, but I believe at present
the Act of 1875 is working satisfactorily, and I do not
believe that the reopening of the question at present would
load to any botter results than wore obtained by the Act of
1875. If the rosolution which is now moved were acce pted,
I believe that Canadian authors and Canadian copyright
owners would lose tho benefit contemplated, of having thoir
rights co-extensive with the British copyrights -that is, of
boing made operative in all British possessions and eventu-
ally in all coantries having a copyright treaty with the
United Kingdom. Under these circumstances, Mr. Speaker,
I think that the resolution, which affects most important
interests, might be considered for the presont teobe prema-
tare. The hon. gentleman, in the remarks which ho made,
stated, if I correctly understool him, that the foreign
reprints came into Canada without any duty b3ing paid
upon them.

Mr. EDGAR. Idid not say that; foreign reprints pay
15 per cent. duty.

Mr. CARON. Thon I misunderstood the hon. gentle-
man. I understood him to say that these reprints came
into Canada without paying any duty, and the bon. gentle-
man who seconded the resolution stated that one of bis
objects was to apply to the copyright question the National
Policy, which had been introduced as the policy of the
country. Well, I think the Tariff shows, in so far as the
interests of those copyrights purchased by Canadians are
concerned, that those rights are protected to the very
utmost. Upon that question I may say that I was informed
that when Dawson Bros., of Montreal, purchased the copy-
right ofI" Endymion," in Canada, and the "Seaside" edition
of " Endymion " came into Canada, this "Seaside" edition
was confiscated, because the copyright had been purchased
by a Canadiat, and the full protection created by the
National Policy was applied in that case, as it is in every
other case. Under the circumstances, I believe that the
resolution which the hon. gentleman has moved, and which
has lead to the interesting discussion which we have heard,
is not one which, at present, should be passed by the House.

Mr. EDS-AR. I do not see, froin anything the Minister
of Militia las said, what remedy ho proposes for the two main
difficulties that the publishers and the Canadian public have
to face in this matter. We know that there is nothing in
the Act of 1875 that meets these difficulties. It is true that
the Canadian public can get cheap American reprints of
American copyright books. That is al very well, so far
as it goes. But why should not the Canadian public get the
benefit of Canadian reprints of British copyright books as
well as the benefit of American reprints ? I can see no
reason why they should not.

Mr. BOWELL. He can, if he obtains the right from the
Englisi holder of copyrights.

Mr. EDGAR. Yes; a Canadian copyright can be taken
out, but I say that Canadian copyright is not taken out.

Mr. BOWELL. What I say is this: that if the owner of
an English copyright sells it to a Canadian, he as the
right to publish and to control the sale of the book in this
country, to the full extent of prohibiting its importation
into Canada at all.

Mr. EDGAR. Of course he would, and that is what I would
like to make him do. I want to make him come here and
publish, either by taking out a copyright directly, or selling
to a publisher who would take out the copyright directly.
But he is not compelled to do that. le can prevent a single
copy of his book being published in Canada, without taking
out a copyright here at all, merely by getting an English
copyright ; and I do not seo that we should go back on what
we 4ecided in 1872, that Canadian publishers should stand
Ogp same footing as Aimerican publishers, in rospect of
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American reprints of British copyright works. The Canadian
publishers are to-day, every one of them, ready to pay the
12½ per cent. authors' tax, as the American publishers have
to do, if they are only allowed to reprint British books.
But they are not allowed to do it,in the present condition ofthe
law; and there is nothing in the Act of 1875 that affects that
difficulty in the slightest degree. Then there is the other case:
where an American author takes out an English copyright
of a book, we cannot have a Canadian reprint at all. The
Canadian publisher cannot touch that book at all, except at
the will of the author. The trouble has been so great that
Canadian publishers have tried to get over it in several
ways. They have established printing houses on the other
side of the line, so that the printers who might have been
employed in Canada, and the paper that might have been
bought here, have been employed or obtained there. Toronto
publishers have sent the books over to Buffalo or somewhere
else, in order to publish there, and then run them back to
Canada as foreign reprints. It is a pity we have to do
in a clandestine way what the Canadian law ought to per-
mit us to do. The hon. member for Hochelaga (Mr. Des-
jardins) and the hon. Minister of Militia, referred to the
National Policy, and I admit that it would be something
like a National Policy to pass these resolutions. Lot the
Canadian publishers get the benefit of the 15 per cent. duty
on books. If they were permitted to reprint bore a British
copyright book, on paying the 12½ per cent. authors' tax,
they woûld have 15 per cent. advantage over the American
publishers,who have to pay notonly the 12J por cent. authors'
tax, but the 15 per cent. duty, too; I admit that. Now, the
suggestion which the hon. Minister of Militia bas given to,
the House is, of course, entirely new to menamely,that there
is some prospect of havi'ng a modification in the copyright
law in England, to meet some of the grievances we suffer
from in Canada, and ho leads us to hope that there is a
prospect of having an early reciprocity with England in
the matter of copyright. I certainly suppose the hon.
gentleman would not have made that statement without
being satisfied that something of the kind would be done.
If that is done, it is certainly comething in the right
direction ; .but I am very strongly of opinion that if this
House passes these resolutions, and in the most respect-
ful way requests the Imperial Government to place us on a
free and independent footing with respect to copyright, Her
Majesty's Government will be readier to make whatever
concessins ought to be made to Canada in this matter than
if we leave it as it stood when the Royal assent was reserved
from the Act of 1872. The publishers are feeling the
grievances practically. Hundreds of printers would be
employed in Canada that are not employed, and we should
have competition in Canada with American reprints, if we
could legislate in the direction even of the Act of 1872.
Thorefore, I still strongly press upon the Government the
propriety of allowing these resolutions to carry.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The object of this
motion I heard the hon. gentleman state in the speech with
which ho introduced it. I have lost the greater part of the
discussion, as I was called away on business; but I have
spoken with my hon. friend who has addressed the House,
and, with his consent, I would ask that the matter be
allowed to stand over. I move that the debate be adjourned.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

THE EASTER RECESS.

Sir JOHN A. M A.CDONALD moved the adjournment of
the flouse.

Mr. BLAKE. I asked the hon. gentleman, at an early
period of the day with reference to a rumor about events
in the North-West that ho did not know much about.
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There is another rumor in the corridors, of practical conse-
quence to us, and that is, as to the proposal of the Govern-
ment with reference to Easter.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government pro-
poses, with the consent of the House, to move, that when
the flouse adjourns on Thursday before Good Friday, it
stands adjourned until the Tuesday following, at three
o'clock.

Motion agreed to, and House adjournod at 10:30 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUESDAY, 24tb March, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

PORTAGE LA PRAIRIE AND LAKE OF THE WOODS
RAILWAY AND NAVIGAT[ON COMPANY.

Mr. WATSON moved:
That that part of the report of the Select Standing Committee on

Railways, Canals and Telegraph Lines, relating to the report to
incorporate the Portage la Prairie and Lake of the Woods Railway and
Navigation Company, and declaring that the preamble of said Bill is
not proven to the satisfaction of said committee, be not adopted, but that
said Bill be referred back to the said committee for further consideration.

Mr. BLAKE. It is quite clear that the report must go
back to the committee. The 65th rule of the flouse states:

" When the committee on any private Bill report to the Hlouse that
the preamble of such Bill has not been proven to their satisfaction, they
must also state the grounds upon which they have arrived at such
deoision."

No ground was given in this report.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I undorstand from the

Clerk of the House, to whom I spoke on the matter, that
the report must go back-that the clerk of the committee
did not give the reasons in the report which was prosented.
Of course, therefore, the hon. gentleman is perfectly in order
in making this motion, which I think should carry.

Mr. BLAKE. It is the committee who have to arrive at
the conclusion.

Motion agreed to.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. JAMIESON. I should like to ask the Government
whether it is possible to fix a day for the second roading of
Bill (No. 92) to amend the Canada Temperance Act.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no objection that
a day should be fixed. I would fix to-morrow.

Mr. MACKENZIE. The House does not sit to-morrow.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, we will have it
to-morrow week.

Mr. BLAKE. Perbaps the best plan would-be, as there
is a Bill already named first on the Orders, that is, the Bill
of the hon. member for Cornwall and Stormont (Mr. Ber-
gin), the Factory Bill, to make this Bill the second. We
have no right to interfere with the preference we gave to
that hon. gentleman's Bill, and these are the two most
important Bills in the hands of private members, I fancy.

Mr. SPEAKER. There must be a motion.

Mr. IVES. There are several other Bills on the same
subject, in which I think the House has as much interest a3
the Bill whieh the hon. gentleman refers to. It a special
day is fixed for this Bill, I think it should be understood
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that all other Bills on the same subject should bo taken on
the same day.

Mr. McCARTHY. I would adopt the suggestion of my
hon. friend. There are other Bills here with reference to
the Canada Temperance Act-

Mr. BLAKE. Have a sort of temperance's feast.
Mr. McCARTHIY-and 1 think all these Bills had botter

be fixed for the same occasion.
Mr. IVES. I think it requires the pretty unanimous

consent of the House that the Order paper should be interfered
with in any way.

Mr. JAMIESON. I move that the second roading of
Bill No. 92 be the second Order of Publie Bills and Orders.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). I object unless the hon.
gentleman will consent that all these Bills on the same
subject should come up at the same time. It is a question
for the unanimous consent of the House.

Mr. BLAKE. Let them be moved one at a time as the
third, fourth, fifth or sixth Order. They cannot come up all
at a time ; that would be contradictory.

Mr. OR rON. As there are several Bills, I think pre-
ference should not be given to one Bill over another. We
know that the Canada Temperance Act, which this Bill is
intended to make more emphatic, is regarded by a large
number of our people as an unjust and tyrannical Act.
There are several amendments to that Act before the flouse,
and there are many who think that this whole question
requires revision. Therefore 1 object to any preference
being given to this Bill over others on the same subject.

Mr. BLAKE. I think it would be extremely reasonable
that the measures which take the other view of the subject
should receive a preferential place on the Order paper as
well as this Bill. My hon. friend's motion may be adopted,
and then any other member who desires to have a Bill
placed in a high position on the Order paper may move to
that effect, and I think the louse will agree to it.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). If the practice be adopted
that any member who has a Bill that he thinks of special
publie importance, may rise and move that it be given
precedence, the resuit will be to destroy the regularity and
upset the order of the proceedings of this flouse. As I
understand, my hon, friend's motion is irregular without
notice, and I object to it on that account.

Mr. FISHER. This Bill does occupy an exceptional
position. As a matter of fact, we know that it is the Bill
embodying the opinions and desires of the Dominion Alli-
ance, a body representing one of the most important classes
of people in the country. The Bill is one which bas been
placed before the Government for their approval, and it is
only in consequence of the fact that the Government delayed
giving their answer upon that question for no less than a
fortnight, that the Bill is so late in coming before the
louse. lad it not been for that, the Bill would have been

before the House and ready for discussion before now.
There is another reason why I say this Bill occupies an
exceptional position. The hon. gentleman opposite has
said that this Bill makes more emphatie the Scott Act.
That is not the case, so far as any matter of principle is
concerned. This Bill is simply intended to carry out tihe
original intention of the Scott Act, and it is only introduced
by the temperance people of this country because in some
minor particulars the Scott Act has been proved a little
defective, and the temperance people simply wish to make
that Act as workable and efficient as possible, not to intro-
duce any new principle. This being the case, I conceive
that this Bill occupies an entirely different position from
the other Bills alluded to. Still, I have no objection, and I
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am sure the temperance members of this House would have
no objection, to those Bills all coming up together and being
all discussed at one time.

Mr. SPEAKER. The order of our proceedings is regu-
lated by our rules, and rule 24 says that all items standing
on the Orders shall be taken up according to the precedence
assigned to each on the Order paper; and I do not think
the order can now be changed without notice. It will be
in order on Wednesday of next week for the hon. mem-
ber to move that the Bill first on the Order paper be not
now proceeded with, but that this Bill be taken up instead.
The House can then order that that should be-done.

Mr. MoCARTHY. Notice must be given then.
Mr. SPEAKER. No, a majority of the House will decide

that.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. On the motion for con-

sidering any Order, a member can move that that Order bc
taken up this day six months.

Mr. BLAKE. For instance, we have the Bill of the hon.
member for Cornwall and Stormont (Ur. Bergin) as the
first Order; that is disposed of, and we may put that aside;
but when the second Order is reached it will be for the
hon. member for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) to move that
instead of that, his Bill be taken up, and the majority of
the House will determine that question ?

Mr. SPEAKER. Yes.
Mr. JAMIESON. I ask leave to withdraw the motion.
Motion withdrawn.

ANNUNCIATION DAY-A DJOURNMENT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
That when the House adjourns this day, it do stand adjourned until

Thursday next at three o'clock.
Motion agreed to.

TARIFF CHANGES.

Mr. BLAKE. I observe that the hon. Minister of Finance
has given notice of some very important changes in the
proposed tariff resolutions. I presume it is his intention
to make some explanation before the House goes into com-
mittee, as to the effect of these aiterations, so that the
House may understand their bearing.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is my intention to do so.

D1STURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. BLAKE. I would further ask the hon. gentleman if
he has additional intelligence or communication with refer-
ence to the state of affairs in Prince Albert.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Goverument have
no further communication.

ENQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Mr. VAIL. I would ask the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries when we may expect that return with reference
to the Hudson's Bay steamers' supplies?

Mr. McLELAN. Some of the staff are at work copying
the account, which is very voluminous.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. I would like to ask the
Minister of Finance whether the return 1 moved for with
respect to the number of depositors holding certain amounts
in the saving3 banks is ready or when it will be ready.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I cannot say when it wililbe
ready, but will make enquiries, and let the hon. gentleman
know on Thursday.

714



COMMONS DEBATES.

Mr. BLAK E. I moved, a long time ago, for papers and
correspondence connected with various subsidies, either
land or money, to railway companies in the North-West. I
observe the hon. gentleman has a notice on the paper to
grant subsidies to several railway companies in the North-
West.

Sir JOIN A. MAqDONALD. I will have the papers
laid on the Table to-night.

Mr. MILLS. When will the papers with reference to the
Manitoba boundary and Indian title be brought down ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will make particular
enquiry into that.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.
House resumed adjourned debate on motion of Sir

Leonard Tilley to go again into Committee of Ways and
Means. -

Mr. COCKBURN. I apprehend that a short contribution
to the debate at this juncture will be more in accord with
the sentiment of the flouse than any elaborate statement of
the question now before us, and I therefore claim the indul
gence of the House while I briefly give my views on public
matters according to my light. Sir, the people of Canada
are having rare opportunities of studying the political
ethics of the country. We have had this question
discussed for the past seven or eight years ; but
notwithstanding ahl the discussions, I daresay it
will be difficult for people to arrive at a definite conclusion
amid all the contradictory statements made. How-
ever, experience, which is the best educator of al], has
cleared up several points in this controversy, and to some
of these points I propose to address myself. Ever since the
change of Government, in 1878, we find hon. gentlemen
opposite attributing lack of patriotism to hon. gentlemen on
this side when we say that matters are not so prosperous
and are not satisfactory, not only in respect to the National
Policy but also in respect to several other matters, which
come within the domain of Dominion administration. These
gentlemen are troubled with rather short memories, because
if they would consider the attitude they assumed in 1878
and contrast it with our attitude to-day they would find that
while in our case there is magnanimity, there is in the other
the opposite quality. Our attitude is much more lenient
than that of our hon. friends opposite. It is within the
lively recollection of hon. gentlemen in this House that
the line taken by hon. gentlemen opposite during the
régime of my hon. friend froni East York (Mr. Mackenzie),
was to state that ruin was broadcast and the Government
of the day were responsible for the depression of
trade thon existing. In fact every business trouble
was made known and heralded abroad, and when-
ever a manufacturing establishment had to close,
either for repairs or other reasons, its closing was heralded
from the house-tops in and just prior to 1878. Hon.
gentlemen opposite also made special promises thon
which I noed not recapitulate; they almost promised
everything. The people in some sections of the country
owIng to the hopes held out as to the effect of a high protect.
ive tariff, and by misleading statements in other sections of
the country, were led to accept the promises of hon. gentle-
men opposite and placed them in the position they now
occupy. At that time hon. gentlemen opposite were point-
ing out ail the derelictions of the Mackenzie Administra-
tion, charged that Administration with being the cause of
widespread ruin-a ruin which did not exist. They failed
to point. out that we had many industries, and they failed
also to state that depression existed in a more intense degree
in the country to the south of us, which was largely pro-
tected; they only told half the truth, and half the truth is
said to be at times the most dangerous sort of falsehood. It

did not suit their purpose thon to tell the truth but to hold
the Mackenzie Government responsible for all the ills which
overspread the country. We find on the contrary,
instead of matters being depressed as represented, even
by this report of the commisssioner on the indus.
ries of the country-only a partial report because
ail the manufacturing centres were not visitad-but even
this report shows that instead of ail manufacturing estab.
lishments going out of work prior to 1878, and during the
régime of Mr. Mackenzie, no less than one hundred and six
were started during his term of office. It may be said that
this is not a very large number, but it is the number shown
by this one-sided report. Hon. gentlemen opposite a2ceded
to power in 1878, and no sooner did the change taike
place than old establishments, which were in oporation for
a number of years, were claimed as new industries. It is
quite true, however, that the sugar retinery resumed opera-
tion after the change in Govern ment. Shortlyafter the pre.
sent Government came in, their organs and their speakers
said: Behold the National Policy ; but some of us kept a
record of the actual experience from that time forward.
The Government passed a measure known as the National
Policy in 1879, but it was two years from that date
before the times got better, before there was any change.
Foi the first two years of the present Administration, in
1879 and 1880, they had a deficit. They wore confronted
with this, and told : Your policy is not doing anything for
us; what about those promises? Tho Administration had
promised to bring about a change directly they got into
power, they had promised that as if by a magic wand they
would bring prosperity in every possible way as the result
of their accession to power, but it was two long years before
matters got botter. During that time, when they were
reminded that things had not got botter, they said it was
owing to the footprints of the Mackenzie Administration
still existing, and that things had not had time to get
botter. I recollect perfectly well when the first lifting of
the cloud took place. It was in the fall of 1880, when a
demand sprung up for our lumber and other exports. The
American demand for lumber sprung up in the fall of 1880.
We have a large domestic market for lumber in Canada, but
the domestic market did not improve until the foreign
demand created an export, and thon the domestic market
followed, The brief period of prosperity we have had since
has been due entirely to our exports. In 1878, the gentle.
men told us that we could do ail our business within our-
selves. They seemed to borrow tlie Celestial idea. " What
need we care for foreign commerce ? " We were to have
home markets. Wherever there was water-power, wo were
to have manufacturing industries built up. But this has not
been the case. On the contrary, the effect of the tariff has
been to centralise those establishments. The commissioner
very convenienty omitted to visit some of those places
which have lost their factories by their being removed to
Toronto, such as Newcastle, Woodbridge, and some other
places, though they are counted in Toronto aIl right for the
National Policy. The home markets were not created. We
were promised that the price of our farm products would be
very much increased. It has already been stated that our
manufacturing had, in 1878, assumed considerable pro-
portions. The member for Brant has already informed the
House that our importation for home manufacture in raw
cotton alone had increased from throe and a half millions
in 1874, to seven and a quarter millions in 1878. That did
not show that the factories were languishing to any great
extent. As to the markets for farm produce, I have a
carefully compiled report of the prices of grain in Toronto
during the two periods. The average price of fall wheat
under the Mackenzie Administration was $1.16, and under
the present Administration $1.12, 4 cents a bushel less than
formerly, though it was to be increased by 15 cents accord-
ing to the promise. The prices of spring wheat were about the
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same, though in 1883 the price did run up during the time
of scarcity. It is only during a time of scarcity that the
tariff can possibly help the price of wheat. We had a time
of scarcity in 1883, and the price did run up, but that is
not to be depended upon. It is very seldom that we have
times of scarcity. The crops in this country do not fail
very often, and we ought to be thankfutl for that. There
is a clause in the National Policy Act by which the Govern-
ment can remove the tariff on wheat without any legisla-
tion, so that there is no guarantee for the farmers. I
heard my friend from North Bruce ask the member for
Norfolk a question as to the price of oats in Toronto. The
average price under the Mackenzie Administration was a
shade higher than it is now. Peas were 75 cents a bushel
under the Mackenzie Administration and 73 cents under the
National Policy. The barley cry got more votes for the
National Policy perhaps than any other. Well, the price
of barley averaged 80f cents under the Mackenzie Adminis-
tration and 70 cents under the National Policy. Wool is
about half the price it was under the Mackenzie Adminis
tration.

Mr. IVES. You are trying to pull the wool over our
eyes.

Mr. COCKBURN. No, I will simply give the facts. We
are told now that we argued in 1878 that the effect of the
pohcy would be to make goods dear. We did argue that,
but we argued more. The effect of the policy was to run
goods up a little at first, though of course they came down
very much afterwards, but in the future we may yet find
that the policy may be the means of raising the price of
goods, if they are able to bring about any combination.
But we stated that there were different phases or stages
through which such a policy passed. We also stated that
goods would be made ridiculously cheap at other times, so
that some factories would have to close up and not employ
their men. We must all admit that the effect of the tariff
was to stimulate manufacturing-there is no doubt whatever
about that. It had the effect of over-stimulating it, and
caused a large amount of capital to be locked up and con-
siderable capital to be lost. I can speak on behalf of mysolf
and on behalf of my colleagues here, that the Liberal party
are not opposed to manufacturing, that we recognise its
utility, and that it is a great factor in making up the sum
of the prosperity of the country. But the manufactures are
safer under a revenue tariff than under a high protective
tariff, as times change. Oats do not grow tough or sturdy
whon raised in hot-houses. One great claim for the pro-
posed tariff at that time was that it would retain our people
in our own country. That has not been the case, I am
sorry to say. The figures quoted against the previous
Administration were taken from the American Trade
and Commerce Returns. I take the last year of
the Mackenzie Administration, and I find the number
of people reported by the American Trade and
Commerce IReturns as leaving in 1878 was 26,100. In 1884,
the last year, we have returns of those who left amounting
to 60,580, more than twice as many. Therefore the tariff
is a complote failure in that respect. It may be said that
these people have gone to a highly protected country. We
have nothing to do with that. I do not think that they
have improved their prospects by going thore. We have a
splendid country ourselves. We have plenty of territory,
and a country in which the crops can be relied upon more
than in almost any other country I know of. We have
fewer failures of crops, and epidemics among domestic
animals are very rare indeed. Therefore I contend that
these people have not bettered their condition by going to
another country, but the fact romains that the National
Policy was powerless and did not perform what they
claimed it would do to keep our own people in our own
country. It was also stated that our trade with
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Great Britain would be promoted, that the tariff
was so framed that it would bear more heavily on Ameri-
can manufacturers than on British manufacturers.
Now by the last Trade and Navigation Returns of my hon.
friend, the Minister of Customs, we find that we imported
from Great Britain $43,000,000 worth of goods oný which
we collected a duty of $8,000,000; while we imported from
the United States $50,000,000 and only collected $7,000,000
of revenue. This showing does not take into account the
smuggling that is carried on from the United States by
these National Policy men, who are protectionists in the
day time and free traders after sundown. In saying this
I mean to cast no reflection upon the Customs Department,
because I believe the hon. Minister of Customs is a very
faithful public servant, and his Department is very well
administered so far as I know, but it is impossible for him
to keep watch over a frontier of 3,000 miles.

Mr. IVES. How is it in Muskoka ?

Mr. COCKBURN. I daresay the hon. gentleman knows
more about the smuggling business than the people
of Muskoka. It is claimed that taxation has
not increased, but I find by the Customs returns that
the amount collected from Customs duties is 71 cents
per head more under the present Administration than it
was under the former Administration. That does not seem
to be a very large amount, but it is considerable for a whole
family. I am not able to gauge exactly how the people
are taxed in other ways, but I know they pay higher prices
for many of the articles they consume. We know that
rubber goods and stoves, for instance, have increased in
price. Stove manufacturers are more fortunate than cotton
manufacturera, for they have been able to keep up their
prices. The Gurney wood cooking stove bas increased in
price $3 or $4. The old-fashioned stoves have gone out of
use and can be bought cheaply, but the modern saleable
stove is about $4 higher than it vas before the National
Policy was introduced. The only respect in which
the Gurney wood cooking stove is claimed to be
worth more now than it was then, is in the addition of a
little nickel ornament worth about 30 or 40 cents. Rubber
goods have also increased in price and have deteriorated a
good deal in quality. Now, our hon. friends on the
Government side laughed at us when we spoke about
the necessity of having a cheap country to live in.
We find that they are adopting these tactics tbemselves of
dodging the principal issue by calling our attention to
prcsent prices. Some hon., members have quoted the
prices of certain staple articles to prove that the National
Policy has lowered prices: The tariff bas nothing
whatever to do with respect to the prices of sugar and
cotton. Although those articles are extremely cheap in
this country, they can be laid down after paying duty just
as cheap from other countries. Goods that are higher are
higher in consequence of the tariff, and goods that are
lower are not lower in consequence of the tariff. It is said
to be a poor rule that will not work both ways, but in this
case the rule works against the public every time. We are
told by the right hon. gentleman that times are better in
Canada than they are in the United States or England.
That may be, but if that is the case now it was also the case
in 1878, and why was not the right hon. gentleman honest
enough to have stated so thon. Now, we find the hon. gentle-
man for Cardwell (Mr. White), and some of the leading Con-
servative papers, gloating over the depression that exists in
England. I do not myself think the depression so bad
there as they represent it to be, but it would not be any
great wonder if it were when we consider the dense popula-
tion of England, and the circumstances under which they
live. It is said that there are large monsters of the deep,
iron steamships, lying idle at the docks. But that
is in consequence of the duli times in other countries. Those
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ships are built to do the business of other countries, or to be
sold to residents of other countries to carry their commerce,
and when times are dull in other countries there are fewer
English steamships employed. Then we are told how bad
'matters are in England under a free trade policy. I am not
advocating free trade; we cannot have free trade here. I
advocate a revenue tariff. Would those hon. gentlemen be
kind enough to tell us of the depression that existed through-
out England before that country adopted free trade ? I
will ask the members to listen to me while I read from some
reports of the state of things that existed prior to the aboli-
tion of protection in England:
"EXTRACT from a report upon the condition of the manufacturing

industries in England in 1841, under protection.
"BOLTON, December, 1841.-50 cotton mille, formerly employing 8,000

hands, 30 of these mills either standing idle or working 4 days in the
week. The Poor Protection Society had 6,995 applicants for relief,
whose net earnings were only thirteen pence per head per week. 53
families had no beds at ail, and there weze an average of 0 persons to
each blanket; 511 familles had resorted to pledging or pawning; 609
families had no change of underclothing. There were 1,500 bouses
uninhabited and a large number not yielding any rente.

"I MANCHEsTER.-116 mille standing idle. 681 shops and offices unten-
anted; 549 dwellings unoccupied. In one district of Manchester, as
reported by Rev. Father Hearne, there were 2,000 families without a bed
and 8,666 persons whose weekly income wa 141 pence per head.
Patients in hospitals had increased 15 per cent. 'The number in prison
bai nearly doubled. Cotton mills that were deemed to be worth
£211,000 had been sold for £66,000.

" BuRv.-Only about one-third of the bands employed which were
receiving but three and a-half pence per day.

" SToCKPORT.-37 master spinners in a state of insolvency ; 3,000
dwellings shut up. Mr. Nelstrop, Mayor of Stockport, stated that 73,314
individuals had received relief, whose average weekly income was only
9A pence. Thomas Carlyle tells that a cynic had in droll earnest
chalked upon a cottage shutter, 'Stockport to let.'

' GLAGsow.-12,000 persons on relief funds.
'AcOBINGTON.-With a population Of 9,000 only 100 employed.
'MAsLAND.-2,000 have become paupers.
'LEED.-10,000 supplied by relief.
' The above are samples of scores of other cases that can be cited.

The clergy stated that thousands of the people did not have half decent
clothing and had to absent themselves from church in consequence.
Some were se much rednced physically as to be past receiving religious
consolation. Others remained in bed as the pangs of hunger were net
se keenly felt while reclining. The Duke of Norfold, a protectionist who
from feelings of compassion, recommended that the operative classes
who were suffering from hunger sbould take an oscasional pinch of
curry powder in a little water to allay their craving for food. Speaking
of the corn laws, Carlyle said 'God declares against them audibly te
all just hearts.'"
Now there is a picture of England under protection in 1841.
It was not only manufacturers, but the tenant farmers who
were in the condition described, and the depression lasted
until there was a change in 1844 or 1846.

Mr. IRYKERT. Give us something later than that.

Mr. COCKBURN. I suppose it does not serve the purpose
of the hon. gentleman from Lincoln to hear these state-
ments, but if hon. gentlemen opposite had not said so much
to us about the present depression in England, I would not
have quoted these facts. Now, speaking of England, it
does not become us very well to gloat over the depression
that exists there; England is one of the most wonderful
countries in the world. I do not wonder at the greatness
of the United States; there is nothing to hinder it. They
possess immense natural resources, and the country
could not help becoming great. I am almost reminded
of the down-easter, who looked at everything
from a commercial standpoint rather than the
sublime, said he was not astonished to see water
pouring over Niagara Falls for there was nothing to hinder
it. There was nothing to hinder the United States pro-
gresseing. These little gems of the sea, the British Isles,
are far greater wonders than any other country under the
sun. The United Kingdom contains only 120,822 square
miles, and sustains a population of 35,000,000, and furnishes
capital to build railways and other improvements all over

the globe. That country sustains a population of 290 to the
square mile. The United States contain 3,094,000 square
miles, and sustain a population of 50,000,000 people or only
16 to the square mile. In other words, in the United States
there are only 16 people to each square mile as compared to
the United Kingdom, which las to support 290 people to
the square mile. We ought to have good times in Canada.
We have had very abundant crops, a large amount of public
money las been expended on public works and we have a
great country to settle. I have faith in this country. I
think matters are sound, thanks to the thrift of the
people, although trade is very dull and people can hardly
understand why there is so little trade doing. There
is, however, an abundance of food in the country. We
have had a large number of failures, which would not
have been the case under a revenue tariff. We find
a great many of the employés in manufacturing estab-
lishments have been idle or working short time. A great
many no doubt returned to work after a time-no doubt
the majority of them will return to work; nevertheless
the fact remains that a great many at present are unem-
ployed. In Toronto, which is one of the most prosperous
cities in the Dominion, and which always thrives, there
are many hundreds of people out of employment or
working short time. We find our expenditure las
been increased very mach. It may be that owing to
public works it bas been necessary to increase the capital
account; but there bas been a very large increase in the
controllable expenditure, some $1,000,000, which might
have been obviated. For this unnecessary incroase we hold
the Govern ment directly responsible. There is a very strong
presumption that the resources of this country have been
frittered away, that in some instances the inheritance of the
people las been squandered in order help friends of the
Government or reward political supporters. For instance,
with respect to timber lands so called, we find a very perni-
cious system bas obtained in that regard. We hear of a party
obtaining $600,000 for that for which he paid a few thousands
of dollars. That immense profit belonged to the people,
but it is gone now. There is also a strong presumption
that contractors have been receiving large extras, thereby
enabling them to make large contributions to election funds.
I do not state that it is so; but' there is a strong presump-
tion in that direction. I have often wondered wbere the
large amounts of money in circulation at election times came
from. From what source did the 825,000 or more which w ent
to Muskoka and carried the local election come ? I did not
know there was so many patriotic mon who wore prepared to
subscribe private money. I also wonder where the funds came
from which were offered for the purpose of bribing members
of the Ontario Legislalure a year afterwards. Such prac-
tices are very wrong. We have had men in our own party,
I believe, who have spent large sums of money at elections.
That was very wrong. I am very glad i was not among
the number. But it is a fact that considerable money has
been spent in that way. Who is to blame ? Bon. gentle-
men opposite, who refused to give us an election law whereby
controverted elections would be tried by the judges. Accord-
ingly, that bad habit prevailed, to some extent, at that
time. Some hon. gentlemen on both sides spent large
amounts of their own money, and they were very much to
blame for having done so. But that was not half so bad as
to take 'the people's money indirectly from the public
treasury and use it for election purposes.

Mr. BOWELL I suppose you mean colonisation roads ?

Mr. COCKBURN. Colonisation roads accounts in Ontario
are all right; yon cannot make anything ont of them.
We find the trade policy not a success. We find the
railway policy not a success. We find that constant
applications are made for large amounts of money ;
that final arrangements are supposed to be made but
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the company come back another year and another final
arrangement is entered into. The Government have not
carried out thoir pledges, and have changed their railway
policy at different times. At one time they were going
to build the road for $79,000,000 ; at another time the
leader of the Government said ho was going to make suffi-
cient money out of the lands to build the road without any
expense to this country. He also stated that some
858,000,000 were to be received from the sales of land up
to 1891. They have not yet received $ 1,000,000, clear of
expenses, and they will have to hurry up in order to obtain
the other $57,000,000. Hon. gentlemen opposite boast of
being the party of progress with respect to this railway. I
will not concede that claim, but I think they might appro-
priately call themselves the reckless party. They should
make haste slowly. We all appreciate the advantages of a
trans-continental railway, but it should be built as the
rosources of the country will permit andin a prudent, econ-
omical manner. The Government railway policy is very
unsatisfactory. Their land policy has also been most
unsatisfactory, and the population expected is not now to
be found in Manitoba and the North-West. What do we
find they now have on their hands? They have a second
rebellion in this short history of the country. All this might
be obviated by a little care in explaining matters to the
people who are not so well versea as we in Ontario are with
the usages of land holding. I am sure the first rebellion
might have been avoided ; and I daresay if the people of
that country bad proper representation, if they had anyone
to see to their wauts, or listen to the complaints and
alleged grievances, the present trouble might have been
averted. lt is also to be noticed that the tone of political
morality in this country is not in a very satisfactory state.
There are too many of our people who have no faith that
public affairs can be administered in a straightforward and
honest manner, though I do not subscribe to that doctrine
myself. We are told that you might as well preach in
the wilderness as try to inculcate the doctrines of sound
political morality in the country at the present time. I
believe this feeling prevails to an alarming extent, though
for my part I do not despair of a botter time coming, when
public matters will be in a more satisfactory state. I am
sorry the right hon. gentleman is not in bis place, thongh
whether ho were present or absent, I should ho sorry to say
anything disrespectful of him. I hold, however, that there
bas been and is a great deal of political corruption in the
country, and for the last thirty or forty years that hon.
gentleman has been the central figure in all political matters.
I therefore hold him, to a large extent, responsible for the
demoralisation of the rising politicians of the country; the
tendency of bis tacties has been to develop a very bad
school of politicians. However, as the debate is wearing
on and Ion. gentlemen are very patient, I shall close very
soon, though I have a great many more notes.

An hon. MEMBER. Go on.

Mr. COCKBURN. Perhaps the hon. gentleman thinks
I cannot go on, and that is the reason he is so liberal on
this occasion, but I am not exhausted by any means. I
have endeavored to give a fair exposé of public matters
according to my light. I think the figures I have given
will bear investigation, and I challenge hon. members to
investigate them, for I am not at all afraid to'stand by
my utterances. I am also sure that my deductions and
general impressions will commend themselves to all intel-
ligent and well informed people who are not biassed by
party considerations. I have endeavored to do the tariff as
much justice as possible. As I have already stated I
believe it las already stimulated some industries of
this country and we have had good specimens of manu-
facture produced in Canada, which is a gratifying circum-
stance; but I say that, taking the matter all in ail, the tariff

Mr. CoCjKBURN.

bas been inimical to the general interests of the country.
With regard to the policy we should pursue, I think it
would be well for the Finance Minister to return as soon as
possible to a revenue tariff. In 1878 we, on this side of
the House, stated that the effect of the tariff would be to
cripple the milling industries and the carrying trade of the
country, and we know that the milling industry is now in
a depressed state, and that the carrying trade has been
injured. We also stated that the effect of the tariff would ho
very injurious to the Maritime Provinces. And such
undoubtedly has been the case. The effect of the tariff has
been to develop some inter-provincial trade, but -his bas
been done by a forcing process, and it bas forced out of the
Maritime Provinces some of the best men of the country,
by injuring various lines of business. We were bidding fair
to take the position of being perbaps the greatest maritime
people in the world, in proportion to our population, but
the attempt to develop this inter-provincial trade has had
the effect of injuring the trade of small carriers-mon who,
with small ships, did the carrying trade for local ports of
the Maritime Provinces, and carrying products to the eastern
ports of the United States, and bringing back cornmeal and
other provisions. I cannot conceive of auy tax that could
be more unjust than the tax on cornmeal, for it is an article
which does not come in competition with us, as we are not
producers of cornmeal. I hold,tberefore, that the Maritime
Provinces have been injured, notwithstanding the rermarks of
some hon. gentlemen who are more interested in, and should
be better acquainted with, those Provinces than I am. There
may be some coal producing counties which have been
benefitted, but I do not tbink that even they have realised
the benefits to the extent which bas been claimed for them.
Hon. gentlemen may point to the fact that they carried the
country; they may point to the general elections and the
bye-eloctions at the polls, but they do not count for anything.
We did not get a fair eloction. We had not a fair eloction in
1882, on account of the gerrymander and the sops which were
thrown to the Maritime Provinces and to many sections.
As to the bye-elections hon. gentlemen opposite act in a
very different way from what my hon. friend f rom East York
(Mr. Mackenzie) acted when he was in power. They are
very careful about opening constituencies, and when they
do open them they put on all possible power to carry them,
instead of relying alone on the integrity and intelligence of
the people as the hon. member for East York (3ir. Mackenzie)
did. Of course the fates were against us at that time, but the
one thing needful for the people in the Maritime Provinces
ls-

Mr. IVES. Money.

Mr. COCKBURN. Yes, I know, that making moncy is
the politics of some hon. gentlemen. The one thing most
needful for the people of the Maritime Provinces is a fairly
considered reciprocity treaty in the natural products of the
country, as this would help the coasting business and other
linos of trade in those Provinces. In Ontario they do not
care so much about it, though it would be an advantage to
the farmers who have horses, barley, &c., to soli and other
produce for the American markets; and it would also be a
benefit to the lumbermen. There has been discussion in this
debate as to who pays the duty. I believe that in some
cases the consumer pays the duty, and in others the producer,
but it is generally conceded by those who have studied the
matter that in barley and in some other articles it is divided,
each paying one-half, which would leave a margin for our
farmers and lumbermen. I see that my hon. friend from
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) is present, who bas been
agitating for the removal of the duty on cornmoal, a move-
ment in which he will have my bearty support.

Mr. MITCHELL. I should be happy to know that we
could be successful, but I am afraid not.
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Mr. COCKBURN. I am something like the Minister of
the Exterior-I am not in the secrets of the Government.
I must, however, close my remarks, and though I have
taken more time than I should have taken, I felt it my duty
to give my views; and though they have not been pre-
sented very glibly I felt that I should present my impres-
sions whether they were appreciated or not. And, Mr.
Speaker, you will be glad to know that 1 have not prepared
a highfaluting pcroration, and so I shall without further
remark resume my seat.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). I feel that I should apolo-
gise to the House for prolonging this debate, but, as is well
known, I am not one of those who have, during this Sossion,
taken up much of the time of the House. And I do not know,
S:r, that I would be induced even now to say anything on the
qeust oa before you, if it were not for what has fallen from
some hon. gentlemen opposite. I have had the satisfaction of
listenng to and reading a great number of speeches delivered
by Finance Ministers on the opening of the Budget, and I
must say that I have never listened to or read one with
greater satisiaction than the able dissertation which was
given to us by the hon. Finance Minister on the opening of
his Budget. He had an opportunity then of referring to the
progress of trade and commerce in this country for the last
tive years, and ho could do so with great satisfaction, not
only to himself and to this House, but to the country gene-
rally. Sir, aIl that the Finance Minister said is capable of
being verified, notwithstanding wbat bas been alleged on the
other side. I do Dot purpose, as I stated a moment ago,
to enter mio a gereral discussion of all that las been
presented in that address; but I mean to offer a few remarks
in reference to what has fallen from some hon. gentlemen
opposite. Sir, we have learned that if those hon.gentlemen
hÀve no other policy to present to this country, thev have
certainly a policy of detraction. That h as been their'policy,
not only since the time they were consigned to the cold shades
of Opposition in 1878, but those of us who are old enough
to remember how they conducted themselves in Opposition
for 17 or 18 years before they got into power in 1874, will
remember that that was the policy they indulged in during
that time. It was a policy of detraction, a policy designed to
make the people believe that this country was not governed
in an economical or proper spirit, but against the best
iLtOrests of the poople ; and so long had they harped on that
string that the people at last were induced to think they
were really sincere, and that the country was not governed
sowell as it would bo if it was governed by those hon. gentle-
men. Well, the people gave them a chance to show what
they were ma le of; they had five years of power, and what
was the result ? They came into power under most favorable
circumstances. They assumed the government when the
exchecquer was full and overflowing ; they came into power
when this country was irn a high state of progress; they
came into power shortly after the American war had ceased,
a war which had all but exhausted the best energies of that
great people, and one which had materially crippled their
manufacturing industries, which gave a great advantage to
the manufacturing interests of this country. But notwith-
standing all that, Sir, b.1fore these hon. gentlemen were in
power three short years, their policy had such an effect upon
the country that it began to go back; and until they were
driven out the country suffered. Well, Sir, the people havingj
given these hon, gentlemen a chance to try their hand atj
governing this country, so soon as they got an opportunityg
to reconsider what they had unfortunately done in 1874,
rejected them and ignominiously turned them out of power,i
and they are now in the cold shades of Opposition, havingj
had in the meantime an other opportunity of getting back into1
power, but the people thought them unworthy of their confi-1
dence. I predict that se long as the generation is in existencej
which was in existence while these hon. gentlemen occupied'

the treasury benches, so long will these hon. gentlemen be
kept in the cold shades of Opposition. Until the people can
be educated to forget all that took place from 1873 to 1878,
so long will these bon. gentlemen remain exactly where they
are. Now, Sir, I propose to examine some statements which
have been made by some hon. gentlemen who have spoken
on this subject. I would not condescend to do so, if some of
these statements bad not come from one who aspires to be a
bright particular star in the Liberal firmament. Hon. gentle-
men opposite bave not merely considered the question from
a national or Dominion point of view; they have not only
dealt with the question of trade and commerce as it affects
the whole Dominion generally; but the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills),who I regret is not in his place-because
I always like to say to a man's face what I would say behind
his back - in fact, I would say more to his face than I would
behind his back-the hon. member for Bothwell, I say,
descended from Dominion politics down to what might be
called the local affairs of the city of Hamilton. Sir, I have
the honor to represent that city, and proud I am of the
honor; and I have to say that the only new thing that has
been said on the other side in this debate was the astound-
ing statement put forward by the hon. member for Botbwol
with reference to the city of Hamilton. The hon. gentle-
man said-and I read frorm the report of his speech in
Bansard:

" The Hamilton Spec.atnr is the organ of the Tory party. It is a
paper friendly to the Administration ; it advocates the doctrine of pro-
tection, and it describes the condition of the manufactures in Hamilton
at that time. It says: 'The Empire foundry, ot Oopp & Co. had been
enormously increased in capacity, and its busineis bas increased.' It
mentions the fact that the Wanzer Sewing Machine Co. had greatly
extended their business, and were employing a much larger number of
hande than before. It mentions that the Gurney Co. had also greatly
increased the capacity of their factory, and were giving employment to
a greater number of men than before. It also describes the manufac-
turing establishments of Sawyer & co. and of Burrows, Stewart & Milne.
It describes.sereral other establishments in Hamilton that had enlarged
their capacity, and employed an increased number of hands. And, Sir,
it le well known that the progrese ef manufactures in Hamilton was
greater between 1873 and 1878, notwithstanding there was a depressiou
existing, than it has been between 1879 and the present hour."

It is that astounding staternent, Sir, that has been the cause
of calling me to my feet; and it is on account of that that I
have to ask the indulgence of the louse in order that I may
give it a flat and blunt contradiction. I say the facts donot
warrant the assertion, and I submit that it is an extraordiuary
thing for any member of the louse, occupying the position
that the hon. gentleman presumes to occupy, to make such
a statement in the broad face of day. Sir, it is true, that -
Hamilton was a flourishing City in 1873 aid 1874. Thiere is
no doubt of it. Hamilton bas always been, comparatively
speaking, a flourishing city. Its people are energetic, enter-
prising and enlightened, and desirous of makinîg thoir city
what it should be, a great manufacturing centre. They are
engaged chiefly in manufacturiig industries, and have
that spirit of enterprise which all good citizens should have,
and which 1 am happy and proud to say, abounds in the City
of Hamilton. No .doubt, for some years, up to 1873, 1874
and 1875, Hamilton wonderfully increased its manufacturing
establishments. This House understands that Hamilton has
long been looked upon as the seat of the National Policy.
The people have long been in favor of a policy whichwould
foster and protect the native industries of the country; the
people had but one opinion on that point, and the hon.
gentlemen who represented Hamilton before my colleague
and myself had the honor of seats in this House, were
elected on the express promise and pledge that they would
give their utmost support to a protective policy. Had they
not given that pledge, they could not have been returned,
and they said to the people : "Yon had botter by
far return us, who are supporters of the Government, than
to return our opponents, who would be in Opposition,
and could do nothing." Well, the people believed them.
These gentlemen were returned in 1874 by a majority
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of something over 500, and the electors believed
firmly that a policy of protection would be intro-
duced by the Mackenzie Government. Their represen-
tatives told them that such a policy would be introduced,
that although the Mackenzie Government were free
traders, yet they could see what was for the interest of
the country, and that they, as representatives of Hamilton,
would have sufficient influence with the Government to
induce it to concede the point. More than that, up to 1878,
at every bye-election, the Government were being defeated,
and the people of Hamilton thought that, as a matter of
course, the Ministers would have sense and prescience enough,
and were of sufficient ability as statesmen, to see what the
demands and requirements of the country were, and that
when the Session of 1878 came round the Finance Minister
would, as a matter of course, come down with such a scheme
for the readjustment of the tariff as would give the people
what they so much required. They waited in vain; but, in
the hope that their wishes and expectations would be grati-
fied, they did, in some cases, enlarge their premises, and this
was noted at the time in the public press. The Session of
1878 came and went. When the members of the Conserva-
tive party would meet members of the Liberal party and
draw their attention to the fact that the country
was going to the dogs for want of that policy
which Hamilton had becn so instrumental in pro-
pounding to the country, they were always met with the
assertion: " Have faith in the Minister of Finan ce; he is the
greatest Finance Minister that ever graced the treasury
benches; he is no ordinary man." ln fact, in comparing
him with other financiers,they spoke of him as a "mountain "
compared to "a mole hill." They considered him the great
"mountain of finance," as a man whose ability was so great
that he could only be compared for a moment with any of his
predecessors ! Well, the time came; the " mountain " was in
labor and it was expected to bring forth something more than
a mouse, but it did not bring forth even "a mouse ;" it was a
" fly on the wheel." Of course there was great depression
then. The people saw that nothing could induce the Gov-
ernment of the day to grant that great panacea which they
all desired so much. Shops and manufacturing establish.
ments were either shut up entirely, or were working
on half time, or at half their capacity; mechanics who
should have been earning $2 or $.50 a day, were turned
out into the streets, and those.who could not afford to leave
the country and go to the United States or elsewhere, for
the purpose of earning a livelihood, were obliged to
remain in Canada and work for the corporation at 75
cents per day. Are there any such sceues witnossed
to day in Canada ? Or anything approaching them? Yet
the hon. gentleman has the hardihood to say that " the
progress of manufacturing industry was greater from 1873
to 1878 than from 1878 to the present." Hamilton is, as 1
have said, almost entirely a manufacturing city, and, except
so far as manufacturing industries are concerned, her com-
mercial importance is not so great. If, therefore, what the
hon. gentleman has said were true, the population of the city
would have decreased, and the value of property would also
have decreased. But what do we find ? I have it from the best
authority, and although I would be very loath to quote any
paper from the opposite side of politics in corroboration,
yet one can go sometimes with profit into the enemy's
camp for the purpose of obtaining evidence in support of
his statement. In 1874, the population of Hamilton was
31,957; in 1879 it was 34,268, or an increase in five years
of 2,311, making an increase of 462 per year. In 1883 the
population had increased to 38,196, an increase of 3,928 in
five years or 786 per year. In 1884, the population had
increased to 39,216, an increase in one year of 1,020. Since
1881 the increase has been more than double as rapid as
from 1874 to 1879. In support of the progress of the
city, as regards population, I refer hon. members

Mr. ROBERTSON (Ilamilto).

to the Hamilton Times of the 18th March instant. A
question of representation in the Local Legislature of
Ontario is up before that House. I will not trespass on the
good nature of the House by alluding to that in any other
way than merely to mention that the hon. member (Mr.
Gibson) who represents Hamilton in the Lncal flouse, is
desirous that there should be two members to represent
HIamilton, as he claims that city is entitled to two members
instead of one ; so Mr. Gibson has given notice of his inten-
tion to move that Hamilton shall be given an additional
member. The Times newspaper goes on to say:

" His argument is that the population of Hamilton is now about 40,000
and that the population of the city increases more rapidly than the popu-
lation of the Province at large, so that in ten years hence there will be
50,000 or 60,000 within the limite, and that is quite true."

I think I have proved that part of my statement, at ail
events, by the facts as I have given them to you, as thoy
have been taken each year by the assessors as they go
from door to door, and subsequently by the assertion of the
organ of the party, which the hon. gentleman opposite
certainly will not say a word against, that " it is all true."
Now, let us look at the assessed value of property within
those periods. I think those things go to show whether a
country or a City is progressing or is going to decay. In
1874, the assessed value was $13,850,040; in 1379, it
had increased to $15,168,210, being an increase in the
five years of $1,318,170, or a littie more than $260,000
per annum; in 1883, it had reached $17,713,150, an increase
of $2,544,940 in five years, or rather more than $500,000 per
annum; in 1884, the year just expired, it has increased to
$18,818,330, showing an incroase in one year of $1,105,180,
or more than four times the rate of increase between 1874
and 1879. Yet the hon. gentleman says that "it is well
known that the manufacturing industries of Hamilton
have not prospered so well between 1878 and the
present hour as between 1873 and 1878." Now, there
is no doubt that, as between 1882 and 1884, there
is a difference in favor of 1882. We all know that
1881 and 1882 were years of wonderful activity in
trade and business. That every manufacturing interest
was then driven to its utmost capacity. We know that
there was not an establishment-and I am speaking now
from a local point of view-in the city of Hamilton but was
working over hours and could not even then fill the orders
fast enough. The time did come when there was a slacking
up. The great excitement that extended to the North-
West began to die away, and the manufacturing interest
began to flag, and therefore, of course, business is not so
brisk in 1884 as it was in 1882. But, nevertheless, there
are more men now employed in the aggregate and higher
wages are paid than at any former period in the city's his-
tory. Why, at this day, although you hear people com-
plain about the want of work, and the impossibility of get.
ing work for the laborers to do, you cannot employ a man
in the city of Hamilton for less than $ 1.25 a day, and
many of them ask $1.50. But then we must take into
account that this is the winter season, and hun.
ireds of laborers can only find employment when the
sno v is off the ground, and the weather is more
seasonable. There is never so much work going on in a
city or in a country, if I might so speak, in the winter
season, as there is in the other parts of the year. But we
have no mechanics, unless brick-layers and stone-masons, ont
of employment. We have no man who is able to earn $2.50
a day coming to the offices of the city hall and begging the
mayor to give him work at 75 cents a day as a digger,
or scraper on the streets. We have no such characters as
these. They are all employed one way or another, or, if they
are not employed, they have the money lying by in the sav-
ings bank which they caa draw on for the purpose of keeping
the wolf from the door, a thing they could not do in 1878.
Now, a good deal has been said about the report of the
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manufacturing interests which has been laid before this
House by the Finance Minister, and it has been derided and
spoken about in a way anything but complimentary. I
am free to say that that report does not give a full
and particular account of all the industries of the Domi-
nion. It never was intended that it should. It would
be quite impossible for any one man or any half
dozen men to go from one end of this Dominion to
the other and give a full and particular account of
its industries and make comparative statements between
1878 and 1884. It does not pretend to do that, and
with reference to the city of Hamilton alone it leaves
out a great number of most important institutions. My
colleague and myself, of our own knowledge, here in the
House, have been able to go over that statement and show
that at least 50, if not more, important establishments have
been left out. I suppose the report meets the purpose for
which it was intended. It gives a certain number of
institutions that were in vogue in 1878, and a certain number
that have been established since that time, and they draw a
comparison and show that of these 62-we take the city of
Hamilton-40 of them were erected before 1878, and
22 since, showing the comparison, the increase of capital
invested, the amount of wages paid out weekly,
and the amount of products that have been turnel out.
I might mention that in that report so important a con-
cern as George E. Tuckett & Sons' tobacco factory, one
known all over the world, is omitted. R. M. Wanzer & Co.'s
great sewing machine establishment is left out; R. M. Wan.
zer & Co.'s great screw factory is left out. Now these are very
important establishments, and the hon. gentleman bad tho
audacity to say that " Wanzer & Co.'s establishment was not
employing one-third the number of mon this year that it
was in 1878." Well, all I can say to the hon. gentlemen is
this, Mr. Speaker, that R. M. Wanzer & Co. have added to
their capacity for turning out work within the last year,i
buildings and machinery which have cost them $100,000;
so I think that is something which goes to prove a state of
affairs contrary to that asserted as existing by the hon. mem-o
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills). Thon, Sir, we have another,
establishment in Hamilton, which was built immediatelyi
after the National Policy was introduced -an extensive4
coffin factory erected, as was jocularly said at the time, fori
the purpose of burying the clear Grit party. We have
also got a very large baby carriage factory, which is
evidence of a great increase in population. So you see that
putting one against the other the rising generation being1
protectionists, those who are boing buried are free traders-
the result is inevitable! I will not taire up time by enumer-i
ating the other establishments erected since 1879, because
it is unnecessary to de so; but they are large, numerous and
extensive, al of which goes to show that the city ofiHamilton,
which the hon. gentleman endeavored to belittle and detract
from, is one of the most flourishing in the Dominion of
Canada. So much for the city of Hamilton. I must now,i
with leave of the House, notice some of the figures the hon.
gentleman gave us by way of proving that the duty doos
not keep articles out of the market. The hon. gentleman
said in his speech:

" High taxes have been imposed, and for; what ? Why,,hon. gentle-f
men opposite say, for the purpose of keeping away the foreign producte
and making Canada a close preserve for the manutacturers of canada.'
We want to have Canada for the Canadians. But has that been the
result of the policy? Take the case of the importations. The following
table shows the importations in 1879 and 1883 of a number of leading
articles."

Then he enumerates carriages, boots and shoes, blankets,
furniture, and that sort of thing, and gives the importa-
tions, some of them very insignificant-stoves, for instance,c
$34,212; whips, a good article-some gentlemen ought toe
have them applied to them-$3,383. Ie goes down into1
these small articles for the purpose of proving that the dutyt
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does not keep the articles out of the country. I did not
understand that it was ever supposed that the tariff would
croate a close market, that it would prevent other couintries
from exporting into Canada, or prevent the inhabitants
of this country from importing from other countries.
It was intended to secure the markets of this country
for such articles as we could produce, while such articles
as this country could not manufacture, or could not
manufacture a sufficiency of - of course the people must
have them, and they would get them from abroad. But I
submit that the hon. gentleman, like other hon. gentlemen
who have followed him on that sido, has not given us a fair,
candid and upright statement with reference to the very
articles he as mentioned. If ho wanted te show to the
louse and to the country the real stato of affairs that exist

to-day with reference to the National Policy, and to com-
pare it with the state of affairs which existed before that
policy was introduced, he should have taken the year 1878
and compared it with the year 1884. And so I propose to
do with not a few of the articles the bon. gentleman has
mentioned. I do not intend going over the whole of them,
because there would be no profit in that, and we have
already lost time enough over this subject. The hon.
gentleman mnentions blankets, for instance, and ho says that
there were $201,070 worth imported in 1879, and in 1883,
$265,956 worth. But according to the returns the importa-
tion in 1878, before the National Policy was introduced,
show a very difforent figure. Ln that year there were $226,946
worth, and in 1884 they core down to $122,178, being less
than one half of what they wore in 1883, Then take furni-
turc. Tho hon. gentleman shows that in 1879 there
were $247,970 imported, and in 1883 $264,360. Now, what
was it in 1878 ? In 1878 thero were imported into this
country $399,330; in 1884; only $206,436 worth; showing
a very great decrease. The hon. gentleman did not want to
show these figures; ho did not draw the attention of the
House to them. He evidently must have compared the
Trade Roturns of 1883 and 1884, and ho chose to take those
of 1883 and 1879 and compare them and loave out those
which would give the real and true test of what this country
is doing at the presont time as compared with 1878, when a
different tariff %as in force. The hon. gentleman also
retors to pianos. He says that the importation of pianos in
1879 amounted to $289,631, and they increased in 1883
$328,774. Well, what do wo find ? In 1878 the importa-
tions were 8353,466 worth; in 1884 they were only $288,855,
showing a very great decrease. And we have to take into
consideration this fact, that the most expensive pianos are
not made in this country; they are chiefly made in the
United States, and the importation of this class of pianos
mount up in value very much more speedily than the
ordinary article manufactured in this country. I do not
mean to say, Mr. Speaker, when I allude to pianos in that
way, that there are not splendid instruments manufactured
in this country, some very excellent ones, indeed; but we
do know this, that musicians have their fancies and their
pets in pianos; they will have a particular make and no
other, and that fact militates a good deal against the Can.
adian piano, although in many cases Canadian pianos
are quite as good as the very best that are imported into
this country. But I notice that the hon. gentleman cun-
ningly loft out of his list one of the most important musical
instruments, the one that tells the story best as to what the
National Policy is doing for this country-certainly with
reference to musical instruments. We all know that the
manufacture of organs is a very important industry in this
country; we all know that the great mass of the people
have them; nOarly every well-to do farmer possesses an
organ, or a melodeon, or a piano. But this item of organs
shows what the country requires and is able to
pay for in the way of musical instruments. We flnd
that in 1878 we imported organs to the tune of 8121,526
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worth; in 1879, after the National Policy came into force,
that sum was reduced down to $95,786 ; in 1883, down to
$71,842: and in 1884 down to $51,317. Why did the hon.
gentleman leave out that item unless it was for the purpose
of detracting from the condition of prosperity which this
country is enjoying ? Well, now, I find he has mentioned
another insignificant item in respect to importation, and
that is the item of stoves. In 1878 the importations
amounted to $59,319 worth, in 1879 to $34,212, and in 1879
the importations had fallen to $47,428, but stoves always
had a fair protection and have not been so much influenced
by the National Policy as other Igreat industries. Is it
supposed for a moment that the National Policy was
intended to keep ont every article that could possibly be
manufactured in this country? You cannot secure such a
result. It was never contended that it would have such an
effect. The people will have their fancy about one article
and another article; and although they may generally like
and be pleased with what we manufacture here, yet
they go over to the other side and they find something
which pleases their taste and they import it and use it
instead of the Canadian product, The article of
sewing machines has been referred to also. No doubt
there is a very large importation of these goods into this
country, notwithstanding the duty placed upon them. But
the fact is the sewing machine industry of the United
States has attained such enormous dimensions, and the
surplus stock on hand for the last two or three years has
been so wonderfully great, that manufacturers, in spite of
the duty, are able to send their goods in here to the
injury of the manufacturing interests of the Dominion.
That, instead of being an argument against the National
Policy, is an argument in favor of it; and if the duty on
sewing machines is not sufficiently high, it should be
increased. But, I submit, even in this respect the hon.
gentleman has not given a fair and candid statement,
because although in 1883 we imported sewing machines to
the value of $323,197, the value-imported in 1884 was only
$226,232. Another very important item which the hon.
member fbr Bothwell (Mr.Mills) referred to, was agricul-
tural implements. He told the House nothing, however,
as to how many of them had been imported in 1884. What
do we find? ln 1879, we imported to the value of $240,566,
and in 1883 the amount was $583,065. That is true. But
the hon. member does not take into account the great rush
of settlement that was going on in the North-West at that
time, and that America-n agricultural implement makers
were rushing every machine they could possibly turn out
into the North-West. The proof of that is, thiat we find
by referring to the tables with respect to Manitoba alone
that the value imported there, in 1879, was only $74;174 ;
in 1883 it had increased to the enormous value of $363,769,
only $200,000 less than the whole value of agricultural
implements imported into Canada. The hon. gentleman,
moreover, did not take irto account that notice was given at
the time the amended tariff was introduced that it would
not come into force until the 10th of May. Thus three
weeks were allowed Americans to send in agricultural
implements, and the value was run up to the large sum of
$363,769. The duty was increased from 25 to 35 pr cent.
We find there is now no complaints in the North-West of
implements being too dear. We know from the reports
whih come to us that there are thousands of machines
Iying there waiting to be sold. They are brought down to
the lowest price. What is the consequence ? In 1884 the
total amount imported was of the value of only $189,966,
showing conclusively quite the contrary, I submit, to the
hon. gentleman's statement "that the duty does not pre-
vent articles coming into this country." I do not propose
to occupy any more time, but I want to refer to one or
two items in a general way in order to show how the farm-
ing community has benefited in one item of their produc-

Mr. RlOBEBT5ON (Hamilton).

tion since the National Policy has come into force. I
refer to cheese. Canada has now attained in England a pre-
eminent position for her cheese, and she is outbidding the
world not only for quality but for quantity. In 1879 the
Canadian cheese product was of the value of $3,790,300; in
1884, five years afterwards, it had increased to 87,251,989.
I find that the value of cheese in 1878 was nearly half as
much as the value of our barley, beans, oats peas and rye,
exported from the country. But in 1884 while those coarse
grains increased in value to $8,273,994, yet cheese came up
and reached their united value within 8207,131. I will con-
clude my remarks. I felt it was my duty to take upon myself
to contradict the hon. member for Bothwell, who, I regret
again, although he knew I was going to answer him, has
not thought proper to make his appearance in the House.
I will close my remarks by giving hon. gentlemen opposite
a piece of advice, which I am quite sure they will act upon,
and that is to go on disparaging the country as long as they
please, because hon. members in this House understand them
and understand what they are driving at, and they may
rest assured that the people of the country, outside this
fouse, also understand them. There are very few men
who are so unpatriotic as not to know when you set to work
to create grievances, or to make small troubles appear great
and not give the country credit for that progress it has
indisputably made since 1878, and is still making, that those
who pursue such a course have a sinister motive, and you
may rest assured that when the time comes round and
this House is dissolved, and we are all sent back to our
constituents to give an account of our stewardship, then hon.
gentlemen will meet with the same reward they did in
1878 and 1882 and be returned here again only to enjoy the
cold shades of a sunless opposition.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I have listened with considerable
interest to the address which has just been delivered by the
hon. gentleman from Hamilton (Mr. Robertson). He
attempted in his introductoryremarks to show that the policy
of my esteemed and hon. friend in front of me (Mr. Macken-
zie) had the effect of ruining the country. He went on to
say that the Finance Minister of that day was a fly on the
wheel; that he could not accomplish anything in the coun-
try's interest, and that it was only when a change of Gov.
ernment took place that the country began to prosper.
Now, I would like to know what is the matter just now.
We have not the same prosperity in this country that we
had in 1882. We have places now that are complaining
seriously of the stringency of money, and people who are
complaining seriously of the scarcity of work. We know
that there are general complainte of these matters through-
out the country. How is this ? How is it that hon. gen-
tlemen have not, in accordance with their declared policy,
looked after the interests of the country and seen that mat-
ters of this kind do not exist ? I would like to enquire
with regard te the engine works at Kingston. Why is it
that under the operation of the benign influence of the policy
of hon. gentlemen opposite these works are not in fall blast,
and that people have not got employment in them? Why
have they had to leave our soil and go across to the other side
to earn money to support their families, which they left be-
hind them in Canada ? Why has the National Policy per-
mitted things of this kind to take place ? I think the hon.
gentleman should have explained why hon. gentlemen oppo.
site have been so far neglectful of their duties, so far recre-
ant to their duty as great financiers and promoters of pros-
perity, as to allow matters of this kind to exist at the pres-
ent moment. The hon. gentleman admits that Hamilton
did increase in population under the Government of my hon.
friend from East York (Mr. Mackenzie). He does not deny
that, but he claims there is a larger increase under the Gov-
ernment which now exists.' Why, Sir, Hamilton did a very
respectable manuf&eturing business before tiere was a
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National Policy. Indeed, I believe, and have good reason
to believe, that there are men there to-day who were bet-
ter off, and made more money, and were in more comfort-
able circumstances financially, under the operation of the
tariff of the Mackenzie Administration than they are to-day
under the tariff of the hon. gentlemen who now occupy the
Troasury Bonches. 1 am satisfied they had greater pros-
perity. You may have a few morie factories, but what is
the fact ? If the National Policy tends to do anything at
all it tends to build up and thon break down-to,
encourage more factories than are necessary. The
Finance Minister extends his liberty and kindness in
the direction of protecting those who are disposed to enter
into manufacturing business, and the result is that more
factories are erected than can find consumers for their pro-
duce and the end is that there comes dissator. Well, Sir,
it does not matter what particular state of things exists hon.
gentlemen opposite are disposed to clap their hands. When
the manufacturera are now in deep water they say, "Did
not we tell you what would come; did not we tell you that
when new factories were erected competition would arise and
the people would get their goods far cheaper. To-day there
are hundreds of factories in financial difficulties. I know of
factories which were in existence and did a creditable and
lucrative business before the introduction of the National
Policy, and to-day, I am sorry to say, they are closed- they
are not able to turn out a single implement, simply because
the production in the particular lino in which they were
engaged has been far more than the country required. The
great evil has been that they did not get consumers for the
goods they produced. The Government bas cast around ns
a protective policy and we have not the peoplo- to take
the article manufactured under that policy, and the
result is that in many cases they have a larger
production than is necessary, and the consequence
is stagnation and ruin. The hon. gentleman also
said that the prioe does not keep the goods out of
the country; that notwithstanding the National Policy we
have still a large influx of goods. That is truc; and I ask
the House to notice that we are paying an increased price
on all those articles we are bringing into the country, in
order to satisfy and encourage the owners of those factories
in their erection and operation. People have imported
goods and paid the increased duties imposed on them in
order to encourage the erection of factories to manufac-
ture these goods. Notwithstanding that fact they have
not reduced the price, because in some cases they
have not produced a sufficient quantity, and the
people are driven to foreign markets to supply themselves,
and the result is that they are paying an extra price for
their goods. Now, Sir, I was surprised at the remarks
which dropped from the hon. gentleman with regard to
cheese. He said before he sat down he wished to draw the
attention of the louse to one particular thing, and that
thing was cheese, and if there ,was anything in the world
to show the benefits and the advantages of the National
Policy it was the article of cheese. Well, Sir, I cannot
understand how he draws the conclusion that the National.
Policy has been the means of establishing so many cheese
factories in this country. Does he pretend to say that this
country would be flooded with cheese from the United
States if we had not a protective policy ? Does he meun to
say that our people would not have gone into the manufac.
ture of cheese, or that cheese would not have been manufac-
tured in this country, if we had not had the National
Policy ? Why, Sir, the National Policy has no more to do
with the increase in the manufacture of cheese, or with
fixing the price of cheQse, than it has with arranging the
hour when the oun rises or sets each day.

An hon. EMRE The duty is just the same as it
was,

Mr. McMULLEN. Yes, the duty now isjust what it was,
so that the National Policy has nothing to do with it. But
the hon. gentleman appears to be convinced that the
National Policy really has done wonders for cheese. Well,
Sir, I do not know, but my impression is that if ho went to
the country and addressed a rural audience, and told trhem
they should thank with all their heart and soul the good-
ness and kinduess of the present Government in so oncourag-
ing the manufacture of cheese by the introduction of the
National Poliey, I should think if there was auy snow
around lie would be snowballed, fer tue peope would net
stand such nonsense ; they know better. We are face to
face with two policies. lu the first place the policy of lion.
gentlemen opposite is a policy of protection. Their policy
is to protect our factories first, and never mind whether the
tariff levied on the people is sufficient to raise a sum noces-
sary to meet the demands of the treasury or not ;
that is a secondary consideration. We claim that
our policy is this: Tax the people to the extont
necessary to meet the demands on the Dominion
Treasury, and no more. If those who want to manufacture
goods within the Dominion are able to manufasture
within those limita, we say to them with all our
hearts, God speed. But we say on the other hand, if we
have in the firat place to sacrifice the righta of every con-
sumer in this country, if we have to impose on him a duty
which he should not be asked to pay, if we have to extract
from his pocket annuallya certain sumin order to encourage
a certain individual to manufacture a certain thing-wesay
thon, in justice to the country, in justice to the individual,
it is wrong. It is wrong that any country should base its
annual levy for the purpose of meeting the demands on the
Treasury, from any such point of view. I say that a revenue
tarif, properly and honestly administered, is amply suffi-
cient for the purpose of encouraging the manufacture
of any goods within this Dominion that can be sac.
cessfully manufactured here. Now, Sir, the difference
botween a revenue tariff and a protective tariff
I think I have fully explained ; and I hold that if
those who are disposed to manufacture were permitted
to import the raw material free, and were granted the
privilege and the protection our tariff would nocessarily
give them, it is all the protection they should ask, and all
they should receive. Now, I made a special note of the
remark of the Finance Minister on the cotton trade. He
took the opportunity of comparing the prioes of cotton on
the American side with those now manufactured in Canada
He mentioned certain branda manufactured in the United
States and certain brands manufactured in Canada, and ho
said the prices are about the same. Now, Sir, ho should
have told us something along with that. He should have
told us that in the United States at this moment not a
single bale of cotton leaves a factory that is not sold ander
combination. There is not a single mill in the United
States at this moment that lias not entered into an ar e-
ment whereby every bale it turns out is plaed under -he
control of and sold by one man. I know that. Now, in
the face of that fact, what is our position to.day when the
Finance Minister tells us that we are now paying a price
for cotton equal to the p'ice paid under a combination in
the United States ? Wat is going to be the prie
iere when we have a combntion ? What does

the hon. gentleman say ? He says to us: I have no hesi-
tation in saying that there is not a member in this House,
there is not at leuat a supporter of the National Policy, who
is not prepared to say that he would be glad to see such an
arrangement made as would secure to the investors in
this country a fair return for the money the have invested,
as well as a fair return for the article euood. That la
his statement. Well, what will be the result of that ?
The hon. gentleman knows perfectly well that we havO
Ief cotton mills in the country At presnit than osn d
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consumers, and yet he is telling them: Gentlemen put your
heads together, and tell us what you want; put on your
prices; we will be glad to see you get a good return for
the money you have invested, and for the cotton you have
produced. The result will be that these cotton mills will
combine, and on every dollar in their stock they will pay
an annual dividend; money will be forthcoming to pay the
interest on their investments, for the cotton the mills will
produce will be offered to the public at a price that will pay
a dividend on the entire investments in mills as well as the
cost of material and working expenses. That will be the
result when that arrangement is perfected, as I have no
doubt it will. We know that protection leads to combina-
tion, combination leads to trade union, and trade
union leads to monopolies ; one thing follows
another just as day follows night. There is one point in
this connection to which I wish to call the attention of the
House. We think to-day that we are manufacturing cotton
in Canada very cheaply. We think we have accomplished
a great deal in producing the articles we now produce.
Now, I have noticed in the report for 1882 of the Chamber
of Commerce of Manchester, the centre of the cotton
district of England, that the price realised for the entire
out-put of cotton of all kinds and grades, was threepence a
yard; that is, from the best and most expensive goods
manufactured out of cotton down to the lowest, from
the most expensive produced down to the cheapest
produced. What was the price realised in 1870, twolve
years before? The price realised thon was sevenpence a
yard. I should like to know how the Canadian
manufacturer, with a limited population of four and
a half millions, with no other country to look to
to provide an outlet for the surplus products, is going to
compete with the outside manufacturer, and put on all the
new and expensive improvements in machinery neces-
sary to keep pace with the times-how he is going to
produce an article at a sufficiently low price, if in the cotton
district of. Fngland there has been an actual reduction in
twelve years of 1331 per cent. in the cost of the article he
is turning out. I wish to know how our manufacturers are
going to compote under these circumstances. I was sorry
to hear the hon. gentleman announce his intention to put a
duty on winceys, and I am glad that ho has decided to
take part of that duty off. I am sorry, for the great strug-
gling masses of this country, that it became necessary to
put a duty on that article that so largely enters into the
clothing of the poorer classes, though I congratulate him on
the reduction ho proposes to make. He says he put on the
duty to encourage the manufacture of that article in this
country. It seems curious that ho is not aware that
winceys have been made in this country for several years.
I can give the names of several places where factories have
been established.

Mr. BOWELL. Where ?
Mr. MoMULLEN. I will endeavor to give the hon. gen.

tleman the information. I am sorry that it is necessary for
him to ask the question, because he ougLht to be posted.
Now, the hon. gentleman proposes to fix the duty on win-
ceys at 22J per cent. I would like to know under what
calculation, or under what amount of information, he has
come to the conclusion that it is necessary to give the
manufacturers of this country a protection of 22± per cent.
on winceys in order to induce them to manufacture. Why,
Sir, in order for the Finance Minister of this cQuntry to be
able to judge intelligently between the consumers and the
manufacturers, he would need to be a mechanie, thoroughly
posted with regard to the cost of these articles, the cost of
raw material, and the cost of manufacturing; and we have the
evidence that simply because he is not posted ho has made
very serions blunders. We know that at the commence-
ment he gave the cotton manufacturers too much protec-

Mr. MOMULLEN.

tion. The result was that we have a large number of mills;
we have now more than we need. We have good reason to
know that had the cotton mills been left alone and the addi-
tional number not built they would have been able to pay 40
per cent. dividend ; but now there is over competition, there
is financial disaster, and they are producing more cotton than
is wanted. Under a protective tariff it is utterly impossible
for any Finance Minister to so balance matters botween the
producer and the consumers as to do justice to the pro-
ducer and at the same time to place an article in the hands
of the consumer at a price at which he is fairly entitled to
have it. Hle cannot be possessed of that information, and
in order to conduct a National Policy such as the Govern-
ment have inaugurated and are now -trying to run-and
they are trying their best not to run it into the ditch-but I
am afraid they will, in order to run it intelligently, require
to have the assistance of a number of mon thoroughly posted
as to the different manufactures, so that they would place
their products in the hands of consumers at the lowest pos-
sible price. The Finance Minister is not in a position to
do thlat. What does he know with regard to the
manufacture of cotton, or of winceys, or of a
sulkey rake, or of a gang plough ? He is entirely
at the mercy of those men who come to press for an
increased duty. They come and put on a poor mouth, and
say: Mr. Finance Minister, we want yon to give us a
little further protection; if yon do, we will establish cer-
tain things in this country. And he gives them what they
want, and . as the result of all that, the people of this
country are suffering, and are paying more than it is abso-
lately necessary for them to pay, simply bocause he does
not know how to fix the duty in order to do justice to the
consumer as well as the producer. Now, Sir, I was amused
with the comparisons the Finance Minister made between
agricultural implements in our North-West and those on
the other side of the line; and I was glad to find the hon.
member for Hamilton (Mr. Robertson) let out the secret
when he said a very large amount of manufactured imple-
ments had been sent to the North-West which were now
lying scattered about the country, and were selling as
cheap as possibly could be expected. That is true.
When the Minister of Finance quoted the different prices
at Winnipeg, Brandon and other places along the lino
with the prices on the American side of the line, ho omitted
to mention the fact that our North-West is over-stocked
with Canadian implements. I know of a manufacturing
concern in Ontario that has thousands of dollars worth of
implements in Manitoba which they cannot sell, and for
which they would take 50 cents on the dollar if they could
get it to-morrow. Other institutions tell a similar story; it
appears there are as many agricultural implements in that
country as can be used for two years to come, and thus the
manufacturers are at a severe loss. A leading partner in a
large manufactory told me that in this Dominion his firm
had 8125,000 worth of agricoltural implements scattered up
and down, between the oast and west, and their entire
capital stock is $100,000. They cannot sell their goods.

'That is the case in a great many instances. I say that the
wealtby manufacturing institutions are wiping out the
smaller ones; the manufacture of these things is
being centralised ; institutions throughout this country,
which rendered very' admirable service to the people
are, one by one, being wiped out of existence,
those.who work in them are suffering, and the manufactur-
ers themselves are losing the little means they possessed.
It is only a question of financial strength as to how long
the smaller institutions can stand .against their wealthy
rivals. I was also amused with a remark that fell from the
hon. member from Pictou (Mr. Tupper). He said that the
volume of farm produ ce, that the volume of our exports of
farm produce, had largely increased, and that this was one
of the cases in which the National Policy was doing a great
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deal of good. How ha can possibly reason that the National
IPolicy has been the means of making the crops grow or
of inducing the farmers ta sow more grain or produce more
largely, is beyond my comprehension. It may be the
means in this way, that the farmers, finding their resources
decreasing, and in order to provide themselves with the
necessaries of life, are bound ta work harder and produce
more; but unless ha can show me that the National
Policy manures the ground, ha cannot prove ta me
that it is the means of producing more grain.
Judging from such wild assertions as these from hon.
gentlemen opposite, I have no doubt thore are some gentle-
men so blind to the operation of the National Policy, as
regards the farming interest, that they would actually
doclare and insist upon it that the National Policy did
manure the ground, for they are prepared ta insist upon
anything; they support the National Policy and will
swear by it, you would think they are prepared aven to
die by it, and I hope they will, politically. The hon.
member for ictou (Mr. Tupper) then admitted that we
could not control the market; ho admitted that the foreign
markets were beyond our control. This is altogether a
departure from the statements made at the inauguration of
the National Policy, when its advocates claimed we could
control the market; they then claimed that the National
Policy would bring in a large number of manufactories into
operation and bring in a large number of operatives into
the - country who would consume everything we could
produce, and that consequently our farmers and gardeners
would have a market at their own doors where they could
have remunerative prices for everything they had to seil;
that they would, in fact, Le independont of the foreign
market altogether. The hon. member for Pictou now-
admits that the National Policy cannot do that. He admits
that the predictions of its advocates at the inception of the
National Policy soma years ago, when they declared Canada
would ba independent in the matter of markets, that we
would be able ta adjust this question among ourselves, that
our farmers would get glorious prices for what they had ta
sell, no matter what went on outside, no matter whether
there was war or peace or whether thing swert up or down,
these promises have not been realised. We were to have
Canada for the Canadians, but all this beautiful prospect has
now passed away. I was rather amused to hear the hon.
member for Montreal advocate the National Policy very
strongly, and thon admit that after all there was depression
in Montreal, that things were not just as nice as they had
been in the past. It was rather singular ha should have
gone so far as to admit that ; and with regard to the depu-
tation of which ha spoke that was supposed to wait upon Sir
John Macdonald in Montreal when a grand banquet was ta be
given him, denied that there was any such deputation. How-
ever, I notice, he could not give any very credible witnesses ;
and in order ta back his statement that there was an
abortive effort made by political friends of ours ta thwart
the glorious entertainment they were going ta give the First
Minister, ha brought a man from the dead to testify that
what ho said was true. I have a few words to say
with regard to the milling interest. I know that
there is a strong feeling among Canadian mill-
ers that they should have protection, and as far as I am
concerned I must say that if the millers amongst others
are going to benefit by anything of that kind they are as
well entitled ta it as other manufactures. If in the interest
of the coal producers of the Maritime Provinces, the millers
are asked to pay a large amount on the coal they use in their
steam mills, they have a right to get back that money in the
shape of protection to their four. I am satisfied it is
impossible to do anything in the interest of millers unless a
very decided increase of duty is put on four coming from
the United States. The milling interest has sufered in the
past and is suffering seriously to.day, and the great diffi-

culty-a difflculty I do not attribute so much to the
National Policy-under whieh they suffer is this. The
manufacture of flour in the Western States is very exten-
sive and the rates of freight from St. Paul and Minneapolis
to Liverpool are about as cheap as they are from
the city of Toronto, so that it is impossible while
this state of things exists for the millers of
this country to successfully compete with the American
producers of flour. I know a very extensive miller in
Ontario who has himsolf told me that if it were not for the
substantial character of his plant he would, in his own
interests financially, be compelled to pull up stakes and go
to a point in the west where ho could get his wheat cheaper
and the rate of freight to the selling point as cheap as from
any point in this Dominion. The only remedy to this would
be, in my opinion, if once we became rich enough, to turn
our canals into Ship canals so that sailing vessels could load
at any point on L e Huron or Lake Superior or any of the
lakes and go right through to the Liverpool market. By
that means alone we might be able to reduce the rates of
freight to our millers that they would be able to compete
with the American millers, and until that is done I cannot
see how our milling interest con be promoted further than
simply to give them a command of our local markets with
which they must content themselves since they cannot
compote outside.

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

After Recess.

Mr. CURRAN. I risc to a question of priviloge. Tho
hon. gentleman who has the floor made the following state-
ment in his speech to-day:-

"I was rather amused to hear the hon. member for Montreal advocate
the National Policy very strongly and then admit that after aIl there
was depression in Montreal, that things were not just as nice as they had
been in the past. It was rather sin ular he shoul d have gone so far as
to admit that; and with regard to th deputation of which ho apoke that
was supposed to wait on Ci John A. Macdonald in Montrea, when a
grand banquet was to be given him, he denied there was any such
deputation. However, I notice he could not give any very credible
wit.nesses, and in order to back bis statement that there was any
abortive effort made by political friends of ours to thwart the glorious
diLner they were going to give the First Minister, he brought a man
from the dead to testify that wbat he said was true."

I consider that this was an attack upon my veracity and
honor as a gentleman and a mamber ot this House, and it is
only on that account that I take the liberty of reading an
extract from a private latter which I received yesterday
from one of the oldest citizens of Montreal, a friand of the
late Mr. Cramp, who is alluded to here, and a friand of bis
family. It is dated Montreal, 20th March, 1885, and con-
tains the following statement :-

" Mrs. Oramp requests me to offer you her very incere thanks for the
very handsome manner you alluded in your address in the Bouse of
Commons to her departed husband, and to add that the expressions
quoted by you and ascribed to him she bad heard him repeat in his own
bouse.

I regret having had ta read this statement, but, as my ver-
acity was impugned, I have been obliged to do so. I also
regret having had in this way to refer to Mr. Cramp, who,
though not a political friand of mine, was a personal friend
all his life time.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I have no objection whatever to the
hon. gentleman making the allusion he has just done to the
remarks I dropped in regard ta what he said as to the
operations of the National Policy in Montreal. lie bas not
gone so far as to deny that the manufacturing institutions
of Montreal are not in a flourishing condition and that the
stringency which he stated in his former speech existed
does exist. I will now ' proceed ta make some remarks
with rekard ta what fell from the hon. member for King's,
N.B. (Mr. Foster)-I am sorry he is not in his place. In
the introductory portion of his address he referred ta some
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statements that had been made by the hon. the ex-Finance
Minister with regard to the dissatisfaction, the absence of
that contentment and cordial feeling that existed in this
country some twelve years ago, and he characterised the
statement of the ex-Finance Minister as untrue and unwise.
I have to say that I believe the feeling to-day in this
Dominion is not by any means so cordial as it was twelve
years ago. I believe, from the manner in which hon.
gentlemen opposite have from time to time and fron
Parliament to Parliament attempted to interfere with and
thwart and annoy the Provinces of this Dominion by
interfering with matters that they had a right to
legislate on themselves, that they are responsible for a
very great portion'of the discontent that now exists; but
the hon. member for King's was a party to that action.
On every single measure that was brought forward to inter-
fore with the rights and the privileges of the Provinces ho
was prepared to cast his vote with hon. gentlemen on that
side in favor of that interference. Last year, when a ques-
tion came up with respect to matters of the most vital im-
portance to the Province of Ontario, ho recorded his vote
in favor of the rights of the Province of Quebec, but on the
other hand ho recorded his vote against the rights and privi-
leges of the people of the Province of Ontario. Action of that
kind from year toyear on the part of hon, gentlemen opposite
has caused a great deal of the feeling and a great deal of
the dissatisfaction that now exists in the breasts of the peo-
ple of this Dominion- The hon. gentleman from King's
went into a very elaborate and extensive argument to show,
if ho possibly could, that the debt of Canada was not equal
to thatof the United States. Ho took to task lhe hon. mem-
ber for North No:folk (Mr. Charlton) as well as the hon.
member for Brant (Mr. Paterson), and went into an ex-
tensive shower bath of figures to show us that the
debt of the United States was in excess of the
indebtedness of this country, and the taxes col-
lected there were in excess of the taxes collected
bore. I have taken the opportunity of looking over and
comparing the figures ho submitted to the House, and I am
prepared to say that the entiro debt of the United States,
according to the last returns which we have in our posses-
sion, is 81,832,500,000. Taking their population ut
56,000.000, that is $32 68 per head. The not national debt
of Canada, taken at $200,000,000-and I am sure that it is
a great deal more than that, I am satisfied there is no gen-
tleman even on that side of the House who will dare to ques-
tion a statement putting the net national debt of this
Dominion at that figure at this moment-with a population
of 4,500,000, gives a net debt of $44.44 per head. I know
that the hon. gentleman, in presenting the figures to the
louse which he did on that occasion, deducted from the
gross debt of the Dominion the amount that stood charged
agaist the several Provinces at the time that Confederation
was inaugurated, ho said : These are provincial debts, we
have no right to take these into account in counting
up the debt of this Dominion, we have a right to place
those where they were before Confederation. I look
upon that as a fallacious way of going to work
to calculate the present indebtedness to the Dominion.
The erection of these buildings which we occupy was part of
the then debt of the Provinces. Will the hon. gentleman
from King's dare to say that the amount of money sf ent in
the construction of these buildings should not be counted as
part of the Dominion debt ? But still, when le procoeded
with the calculation and found that, unless ho made a deduo-
tion of that kind, he could not bring out the figures to suit
his idea, h. fell back into that as a means of doing it, that
being the only way he possibly could bring out the calcula-
tion in anything like a favorable light to this country. The
net debt of this country, then, is4 11.76 greater than that of
the United States. The entire debt of the United States at
present, ational, state aud mianicipal, i $2,887,13,0619.57.,
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or per capita for 56,000,000, $51.52. The entire debt of
Canada, Dominion, provincial and municipal, is $257,600,-
000, or $52.79 per head, or $1.27 a head more than the
entire debt of the United States. I contend that that is a
very serions state of affairs in the intereste of this country.
I contend that, when we have got to compare our present
financial position with the country that unfortunately had
an internal war that doubled and trebled its debt, and that
we never had, and consider that to-day, with a limited popu-
lation and an extensive territory and many developments
to make in the interests of our country, we stand $1.27 a
head in debt more than the United States, it is a very seri-
ous consideration. But there is a more important considera-
tion which we have not touched upon. There is a point
which every member of this louse and every man in the
country should seriously consider, and that is that the
United States, since 1878, the period at which hon. gentle-
men opposite took office in this Dominion, have reduced their
indebtedness $425,676,968.96, while the Government oppo-
site bas increased the debt of this country to 880,384j030.14,
while the debt of the United States is going down from
year to jear the debt of Canada is yearly increasing. Now,
Mr. Speaker, I will refer to the question of cities. The hon.
member for King's, New Brunswick (Mr. Poster) labored
very hard to show his friends in St. John that it was no use
in their going to the United States for the purpose of get-
ting rid of municipal indebtedness and heavy taxation. Ie
told them that if they went from St, John to Bangor they
would leave a city that only had $36 of municipal debt per
head and go to one that had $157 and snme odd cents per
head of munici pal indebtedness. Well, Sir, I took occasion
to look over t ho statistics of the United States, and I find
that in the year 1880 there wore in the United States 268
cities with a total population of 11,327,648, and a gross debt
of $580,516,140, or a per capita debt of $51.54. Now I
believe the per capita debt of Toronto is something like $64
per head. We have not very accurate data upon which to
base a calculation as to the exact municipal indebtedness of
our towns and cities; I am sorry to say our census does
not give us the data upon which to make a correct calcula-
tion. But as I said before, the hon. member, when
bis friend left St. John, wanted to send him to
Bangor. Why send him to Bangor? Bocause,
Bangor was heavily taxed. He had evidently searched the
statistics of the United States to find a heavily taxed city,
and so the hon. member sends his friend to Bangor instead
of to any other city with a less indebtedness. I find, Sir,
that there are 63 cities in the United States with a per capita
debt under $10; there are 108 cities with a per capita debt
under $20; there are 41 cities with a per capita over $60,
and 22 with a per capita debt of over $40. Bat the hon.
gentleman does not send his friend from St. John to any of
those places. Oh no, he sends himn to Bangor, and Banger
is one of the heaviest taxed cities in the United States.
There is only one other city the municipal debt of which per
head exceeds that of Bangor. Well, I-suppose ho thought ho
would send him to the worst place. Hie did like the evil
spirit in the " Pilgrim's Progress ;" he made up-his mindthat
he would keep his friend as long as he could in the city of
St John, and when his friend was determined to go he sent
him the wrong road, in the very opposite direction that he
wanted to go. Now, Sir, I will give you the municipal
indebtedness of some of the cities of the United States:

Amsterdam, N.T.............
Akron, Ohio.............................
Bloomingtonlt .............
BarintonI owa.~~~.~...........
Baltimore, Ind................
Bradford, Penn.......................
Cedar Rapids, Iowa................
Wewport, I. ...............
QuineyMa.....................

Population. Rateper capita.

.... ...... 1 07

. 20,000 658
.... a33,OO 257
. 10,000 000
..... 10,000 4 O

. 15,000 42
.. 10,500 su
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Population.

SanTrancio . ................ 233,959
Lockport, N.Y......... 15,000
Kansas city, Mo............ ..... 55,785

Rate.
13 08
8 09

24 00

Now, Sir, I want to give you some of the more heavily
taxed cities, and we will commence with the favored city of
my hon. friend, Bangor. And lot me remark in this con-
nection that the hon. gentleman said in his speech : Now,
1 want you to understand that I want to be fair; I want you
to understand that I have tried to be fair in these compari-
sons. Now, Sir, we will see how fair he was. He takes
Bangor with 16,856 of a population, and a municipal indebted-
nes of $157.87 per capita. Thon Elizabeth, New Jersey, has
a population of 28,229, and a debt of $195.28 per capita.
JerseyCity, N.Y., bas a population of 120,722, and aper capita
debt of $127.49. Memphis has a population of 33,000, and
a per capita municipal indebtedness of $135,59. Middletown
has a municipal indebtedness of $119.97 per capita. I may
say that there are eight cities of the United States with a per
capita municipal indebtedness of over $100, and one of these
is Bangor; Bangor stands at the bead of the list except one.
Now this is the fair comparison the hon. member for King's
would lead us to understand he was disposed to make in
dealing with the debt of the cities of the United States. I
was rather amused when he came to deal with the municipal
taxes of the Dominion, that he shouid have gone to Ontario.
He appeared to be glad to take the figures as set down in
the Province of Ontario, notwithstanding the fact that hon.
gentlemen opposite have lost no opportunity in criticising
in very severe terms the manner in which the affairs of the
Province of Ontario have been managed. They have tried
to show that its money has been squandered, that its business
has been badly managed by the very able and efficient
gentlemen who have been at the head of that Government
for so many years. But after all, when they want to make
a comparison in this Dominion they have to go to Ontario,
of all the Provinces, to find the most favorable standard.
This is a confession on their part that its affairs are very well
handled. I cannot find out, for the life of me, how he came
t>Mke out the entire municipal taxation of the Dominion
to be 84 per bad. He appears to have borrowed that
opinion from some quarter-i do not krow where. I can-
not tell on what data he proceedod, because I say, Mr.
Speaker, that if there is anything at all surrounded with
difficulty it is the endeavour to ascertain exactly the munici-
pal taxation of this Dominion, that is, the amount collected
in each municipality for municipal and school purposes.
However, he gives it to the House at $4. He says with a
flourish of eloquence: I present these figures to the House
and to the country. I think, ho says, they will
stand investigation. Well, Sir, that reminds me of
a story I once heard of an Irishman who came
to this country. He landed at New York, and engaged to
an American. After the American had had him some
time in his employ ho thought lie would have a little fun
out of him, so he said to him one fine evening: " Pat, go out
doors and count the stars for me." Pat went out, and after
a while he came in and said there were 9,816,000 or some
big' figure of that kind. "Oh," says the American, "you
must be mistaken; how c.an yon be so sure of the num-
ber ?" " Well, sir," said Pat, " I am quite certain that I
am right, and if you do not believe me you can go' outside
and ceunt them yourself." Well, Sir, the lon. gentleman
has presented these figures; wherever he got them I do not
know. But he says: I present them to the House, I pre-
sent them to the country, and I am prepared to say that I
believe that I am correct. Well, Sir, I do not believe that
lie is at all near correct. I believe when he took that
amount as the municipal taxation of the Province, he made
up his mind that he would take an amount that would come
within the limit so as to show that we have a
leu municipal taxation than that the United States in.

I do not think we can get such evidence as will enable us to
come to a correct conclusion on a question of this kind. I
believe the only possible way to make a comparison is to
take the entire dobt of the United States, the state, federal
and municipal debts, and putting them together compare
the gross amount with the Dominion debt, the provincial
debt and the municipal debt combined. We have done
that, and I am sorry to have to admit that our debt exceeds
that of the United States by $1.27 per head. I took can.
siderable trouble to read over the hon. gentleman's speech.
Last year in addressing the House he said he had read over
the speech of the leader of the Opposition three times. He
said ho found nothing in that speech worthy of notice
unless it was the " may be," " may be," " may be," which
occurred several times. I read over the hon. gentleman's
speech recently delivered once, then I read it again, and
part of it a third time, and the only thing that attracted
my attention was the word metropoli. I do not know
where the hon. gentleman got the word; but all great men,
Mr. Speaker, in this world are known either by having
invented something or being the author of a book or the
author of a word. The late Lord Brougham was known
to the after generations of bis day as the inventor
of a carriage, and one of the Dukes of Wellington is
remembered as the inventor of a pair of boots. The hon.
member for King's (Mr. Foster) will no doubt be known
by future generations as the author of a word, me1ropoli.
I was quite amused with the very determined manner in
which the bon. gentleman assailed throc of the prominent
members of this side of the House, the ex-Finance Minister,
the hon. momber foi North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) and the
hon. member fbr Brant (Mr. Paterson). ie made an effort
to overthrow the whole of them. I began to think that
possibly the hon. membor for Cardwell (Mr. White) would
feel that his position was in some danger when the hon.
member for King's made such a very elaborate statement and
went so largely into figures and, as he thought, into facts,
but I am sorry to say were largely fiction; I began to think
I say that the hon. member for Cardwell would begin to
think that he should try and secure a position on the
Treasury Benches immediately, because when the hon.
member for King's took his sent ho was quite satisfied that
he had performed the duties that devolved upon him with
the greatest amount of ability. I do not know how iong
that hon. gentleman may be asked to romain on the back
bonches, but in his own estimation he should be advanced to
a front seat before very long. There is one question I
wish to bring before the House, and it is this : It is not
very often we get admissions from hon. gentlemen opposite
that are of use to us as going to show the fallacy
and injustice of the policy which they advocate and
uphold. The Finance Minister in delivering bis Budget
Speech made some admissions that struck me forcibly when
he made them, and I then thought that if I had the privilege
or pleasure of offering some remarkis durit g the debate I
would undoubtedly allude to them. He stated that the
ex-Government, during the time they had been in power
from lst July, 1874, to lst July, 1879, five years, had under
the then tariff extracted from the people's pockets $98,-
295,770.34; while fron July lat, 1879, to July lt, 1884, it
appears that under the operation of their policy they have
extracted from the people 6124,723,689.84, or $26,426,899.50
more than the previons Government took from the people.
It is not often we get such an admission. We have often
met hon. gentlemen opposite on the political stump, and they
have always declared-and I will not be surprised if sorne of
them still persist in declaring it-that under the National
Policy the people pay no more taxes. Thon where has
the money come from ? Where did the Finance Minister
get bis extra $26,000,000, which ho declares he got ? The
hon. gentleman has extracted $5.88 per head during live
yearm more than was extraeted under thei administration of
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of the late Government during the same time.
I hope, therefore, we shall not hear any more
as regards the National Policy not making the
people pay more money into the Treasury. It is quite
plain from the admission of the Finance Minister himself
that they do pay more taxes. He will not surely rise and
attempt to show that the money was got in some secret
way. He tells how the money was got. He says it was by
excise duties and stamps, and that the late Government got
the money from the same sources ; and we have, under the
operation of our tariff of increased duties imposed in con-
nection with our protective policy, succeeded in making
the people pay $26,427,899.50 more than they would have
p aid under the operation of the policy of the preceding
Government. That is the bon. gentleman's admission.
There is another question to which I desire to call the
attention of the fouse. From the inception of the scheme of
the construction of the Canadian Pacifie lRailway down to
the present time we have beard public declarations made
by hon. gentlemen opposite that the people of this country
would never be asked to pay one dollar to the construction
of that railway. Now what is the fact ? Over $12,000,000
of the people's money, out of the surplus collected under
the operations of his tariff, bas gone directly into the
construction of the road within the last five years. I
believe I am stating the amount at something less than
what I should state it ; I believe over that amount I
have named bas gone into that railway. I should like to
ask the Finance Minister, or any hon. gentleman whether
one dollar will ever go back to the pockets of the people
from whom it was extracted. I answer. no. No portion
of that moncy will ever be refunded. Yo may say that
the country will get a certain amount of money out of the
sale of lands. Will it go back into the pockets of the
people ? Not one dollar. Yet we find hon. gentlemen
prepared to assert that the tax payers of the Dominion will
never be asked to pay one cent towards that work. I hold
that the most important question in connection with hand-
ling the affairs of this Dominion is the increase of our popu-
lation. I believe that the immigration policy of hon. gen-,
tlemen opposite has been a mistake. A very large amount
of money has been positively squandered and lost, and in
many cases the poople who have been brought out to
this country have proved utteily useless. If there is any
particular class of settlers that would prove beneficial to
the Dominion it is the class of men possessed of some means
and able to take up homes and work out their own course of
life. During the last year this êountry has not obtained
the proper stamp of immigrants; many of the men brought
here were literally useless. They were worthless
to us. I theretore hold that a very largei
amount of money bas been lost owing to the man-
ner in which the immigration policy bas been treated.
I hold that the next thing we should do, Mr. Speaker, is to
eut off all monopolies. 1 believe myself that the policy
adopted in the North-West in regard to the creation of thesei
monoplies in land, with regard to the restricted manner in
which lands were offered to those who went in there in
search of homes, with regard to the manner in which railwayi
land corporations and other lands were surrounded1
by restrictions imposed by those who held these lands, hias
been a drawback te the settlement of this country. The1
proper course would have been to leave all the lands1
absolutely for those who aro prepared to take up(
homes and live upon them, and if that policy h9dj
been adopted i believe, Sir, we would have had more settlersj
there to-day than we have; and 1 believe, owing to thei
course of bon, gentlemen opposite, there have gone from
that country many letters of disappointment from settlers
to friends in the old country, telling them that the repre-i
sentations made to them and the offers by which they were1
induced to cast their lot in with the future of that country,c
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were highly overdrawn, and that they did not realise in full
the promises made to them. I believe they found that in
place of getting land wherevor they liked to settle, in many
cases they had to take it in out of the way places or else
it was subject to restrictions which they could not
carry out. And if there is anything at all which the people
of the old country detest it is a system of landlordism, such as
they have been struggling with in the old country, and they
do not want to be subjected to that kind of thing here. If
all the land had been given to them at a fixed rate, so that
they would have been induced to make their homes there,
it would have been the true policy of settling that country
and getting that influx of population into it that we would
all be so glad to see. Now, Sir, in connection with the
immigration policy ofthe Government I may say that I had
the privilege a short time ago of examining a book known as
" The National Policy"-a book of which I believe some
5,000 have been issued at a cost of$5,000 by hon. gentlemen
opposite and circulated in the old country. That bcok I
am prepared to admit is the most ingenious invention in
the interest of immigration. I must say that it possesses
peculiar and attractive qualities as a production, such as
could not possibly emanate from any men except the moet
ingenious thinking lot of men you could come across. I
notice that the first page of the book has a photograph of
the First Minister in it, the second page has a photograph
of five of his colleagues, and the third page has a photo-
graph of five more of them. I think that is an admirable
way of presenting to the people of the old country the attrac-
tions of this country. Any man looking at the ploasant
kindly countenances of those eight or nine mon, who would
not come to the conclusion that this is a paradise, if there
is one on earth, must be a fool or an idiot. 1 would caution'
hon. gentlemen opposite to be careful how they use that
book. Why, Sir, if too many of the people of the old
world should get the privilegeof' seeing that particular book,
we might find ourselves face to face with a famine, for we
might not be able to feed the people that would rush to this
country, or give them the necessary accommodation. I
notice that this year the Government have asked a smaller
appropriation than last year for immigration, and I do not
wonder, because I do net believe if that book is judiciously
handled they will require any money at all, for it will take
the place of any expenditure in that way. While I am on
the point of expenditure I would refer to some matters
which I think are worth looking into. There is a certain
amount of expenditure in this Dominion~which is quite
under the control of hon. gentlemen opposite in this House.
I admit that there is a certain amount of expenditure
which is perhaps not fully under their control. At the
same time, Sir, I hold that where we find that
even under statutory regulations we are spending more
money than is necessary should be spent it is our
duty to retrench and curtail and eut down the amount,
and amend our laws so that the expenditure shall
not be in excess of the ability of the people to pay. While
we were talking about the United States I was looking over
what was paid there to their State Governors. I find, Sir,
that in the United States they have 47 State Governors. I
find that they pay these 47 men $168,900 on the i hole, or an
average of $3,600 apiece. The flouse will remember that
those Governors have to seek their election at the bands of
the people; they have to go to the polls and pass the ordeal
of seeking votes, and incur all the necessary expenses con-
nected with the election, and they hold their offices for four
years. I find that we have in Canada 9 Provincial Gover-
nors and Governors of Territories, and that we pay the
whole of them $68,000, or an average of 87,550 apiece.
Therefore we pay our Lieutenant Governors in this country
virtually twice as much as they pay in the United States
for their State Governors. Now I hold that the State of
of New York, which pays its Governor $10,000 a
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year, is perhaps in point of actual value worth about as
much as the entire Dominion. I have no doubt they could
afford as well to pay as large a salary for their Governor as
the Dominion could to ours. They pay him $10,000 a year,
while Ontario pays our Lieutenant Governor, appointed by
the Crown-for he is not required to seek the popular vote,
he is not required to cultivate popularity-he gets the
appointment from the Crown and draws 810,000, along
with porquisites and other expenses connected with his
position. I find that in the Province of Quebec the same
amount is paid to their Lieutenant-Governor. Now, Sir, I
believe it is only by the reduction of those amounts that
we can possibly hope to bring the amount of taxation levied
on the people of this Dominion within proper limits. I say
that it is time that we should commence seriously to consider
several items of expenditure, from the largest to the
smalleat, out them down in every single instance and bring
them within the means of the people of this Dominion. We
have been going on in an extravagant way year after year,
and every year the amount is increasing. The incidental
expenses are annually increasing. I find that in the several
Departments in this city, for the convenience of hon, gentle-
men and their attendants and clerks in these Departments,
thbere is no less a sum paid, according to the Auditor
General's Report of last year, $9,660.25 for newspapers and
periodicals, not for advertising, or for any work
done, but actually for periodicals and 'newspapers
supplied to the Departments. I find in looking over the
items of incidental expenses connected with the several
Departments presided over by hon. gentlemen opposite,
that they have spent in the matter of incidental expenses,
$177,945.56. Out of this there ias been paid 822,346.79 for
expenses connected with His Excellency the Governor
Gneral and members of tho Government-Lravelling
expenses of the Governor General and suite, and members of
the Government. Included in that amount I find that
members of the Government, for their own personal
expenses and cab hire in the city of Ottawa,
have actually drawn from the Treasury $6,280.18.
that they have actually drawn from the treasury 86,280.18,
over and above their salaries of $7,000 or $9,000 a year,
their annnual sessional allowance of $1,000 a year, and aIso
their allowance for mileage, if they come from a distance to
attend to their duties here. I think, when the people of this
country corne to understand these expenditures, they will not
endorse them. I think, when they come to understand that
money is thrown away in this kind of style, that they will
rise in their might, and will pledge every man who comes
to Parliament not to support any Government, Reform or
Conservative, that spende the public money in this way. I
say it is time we had an end to this sort of thing; it has
gone too far; and I hope the day is not far distant when
men will be sent here to watch the public accounts and
criticiee every item, in the interests of their constituents,
and see that the public môney, is not squandered
and frittered away in this kind of style. Now, I have
no doubt that any hon. gentleman who follows me
will rise up and say that we are still decrying our country.
Weil, ail I have got to say is this: Hon. gentle-
men opposite place us in the position that we must
tell the truth; and if they like to take the alternative of
telling the opposite, and not decrying the country, we are
willing that they should asaume that responsibility. It is
our duty to criticise the policy of the Government, every item
of expenditure, and every matter of interest to our country,
and in doing that, if we should expose some matters which
are not perhaps too creditable to us, it is only because we
feel it to be our duty, in the interest of our country, in the
inter*t of the people who have sent us bore, to tell the truth
and the wiole trauî, and to expose those thigs that should
be exposed. There was another matter that I should have
r 9rd te, in 9 gageotion iAh the itm of epaniture. A

few evenings ago we had a considerable discussion with re.
gard to extra fees paid to clerk's engaged in the several
Departments here. On looking over the acc unts, I find
that there is one continuous systematic effort te fleece the
public chest by every man engaged in the Departments
here. Every man engaged in any of the Departments, if
he does an extra hour's, or half hour's work, makes a
demand for extra pay, and the members of the Government
are apparently only too willing to allow it. In con-
nection with the Savings Bank Branch of the Post OfMe
Department I find that $1,927.67 was allowed for
counting interest on deposits-paid extra to men who
receive a salary, year by year, for doing work of this kind;
men who receive full and ample allowance for the work
they perform ; men who only put in a few hours a day, and
have the balance for themselves; simply because it becomes
neoessary for them to make these little calculations, they
make a demand and are paid this amount in excess of the
sums they receive for their ordinary employment. Now, I
say it is wrong that these things should be permitted, and it
is the duty of every man in this House to expose them; and
if his remonstrances are not listened to by the Government,
it is his duty to carry these things to the constituencies and
press upon the people the necessity of pledging those who
are sent here to sece that the annual expenditure is cut down
to the limit of the people's means, and to the point that will
enable the people to live easily. Now, hon. gentlemen
opposite have been always willing and anxious te criticise
us as free traders. Well, I have only toe' say that however
anxious any man on this side of the House might be to see
a system of free trade introluced, lon. gentlemen opposite
have placed it out of the power of the most ardent free
trader in this country to realise free trade in the present
generation. The way our annual debt is rolling up places
an insuperable barrier in the way of free trade. It is quite
evident that we must have either a revenue or a protective
tariff. Hon. gentlemen opposite are disposed, for the time
being, to insist on a protective tarif-first, in the interests
of the manufacturing institutions, and secondly, in order to
meet the demande on the Treasury. We on this aide claim
that a revenue tariff is the true basis of taxation. We
claim that people should not be called on to contribute
more than the necessities of the public expenditure require.
We say that any more is unfair, and unjust, and unwise.
Now, I have endeavored to put my remarks in as concise a
form as possible. I thank this House for listening to me
in my rambling remarks, and I hope that by these discus-
sions and criticisms of the public affaire of this country, we
shall be guided in coming te conclusions that will be for the
best interests of the people of this country, and will tend to
build it up and make it what we should be glad to see it
become a great and prosperous nation.

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, in rising for the
first time to address this hon. House, and at so late a
stage of this important debate, the main subjects of which
have already been so fully and ably disoussed by hon. mem-
bers, I am impressed, Sir, with the necessity of solicit-
ing at the lands of lon. members, all the consideration
usually accorded to new members. And, Mr. Speaker, at
the outset, I have the proud satisfaction of being justified
in congratulating the right hon. leader of the Government,
his colleagues and the House, on the very satisfactory
exhibit, concerning the great general interests of our coun-
try, that the eminent Finance Minister has placed before
the flouse and the country, in hie mastorly and ex-
haustive Budget Speech, and upon hie general conclusions
in respect to the present actual position, ad the well-
grounded future prospects of this eat Dominion of ours
ail of which, Sir, are fully justif by the facts of the case.
In reference to expression of opinion that I shall take the
liberty to mak, in regard to the fiscal pohey f our
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cQuntry, I may say that they have not been acquired yeE-
terday or the day before, but far anterior to the year 1878,
1876, or even 1875, at a time when the matter was taken
up so ably, and when the celebrated resolution upon which
the National Policy was founded was brought down to this
House by the right hon. Premier, then sitting at your loft,
apparently in a hopeless position of Opposition, having
merely the corporal's guard at his back, and taking a step
that, so far as Ihave been able to read or understand the
history of constitutional government, bas not had a parallel
-when the head of a great political party, though, at the
moment, in opposition and in small numbers, propounded
on the opposition benches a policy which, though
strongly opposed by the Ministry of the day, was
subsequently heartily endorsed, and later on reendorsed,
by the great majority of the people of this Dominion.
My own conclusions on such subjects are not arrived at by-
the perusal of theories. It has been my lot to be com-
pelled, as it were, to study far more the pages of my own
personal experience, in reference to the effect of our present
fiscal policy on this country; and in arriving at conclusions,
when I found the generally accepted trade theories, how-
ever scientifically laid out, either in books or in speeches of
public men, were contradicted by the facts, I decided that
it was so much the worse for the theories. The leader of
the Opposition, however, and those who support him, appear
to act on entirely the opposite principle, that where tacts
contradict theories, they concluded apparently so the
worse for the facts. I shall not, at this late stage of the
debate, trespass upon the time of the House any longer than
will be absolutely necessary to elucidate some of the points
in reference to the working of our fiscal policy, and to
refute, as I think -I will be able to do, sone of the futile
attempts of hon. gentlemen opposite to establish that our
policy is not in the best interests of the country. I think
it is not difficult for any unprejudiced, impartial
mind, to establish that the policy of the present
Government is eminently in the best interests of our
country. With the permission of the House, I will take
the liberty of making some quotations from the Finance
Minister's Budget Speech, to show why I consider and why
I believe the people consider, the country is to be congratu-
lated on the resuits of his policy. The first point in which
the general ratepayers of our country are particularly inter-
ested is, that the taxation under the Administration from
1874 to 1879, under the regime of hon. gentlemen opposite,
was $4.88 per head, while from 1819 to 1884, under the
present Government, it was 10 cents less per head, not-
withstanding an increased expenditure in the active
development of the country, of $750,000 per year. For
1883-84 our tax per head of the population was actually
81.35 lees than that of the United States, although the
ex-Finance Minister (Sir Richard Cartwright) has asserted
that ours is nearly double that of the United Stated. This
is the gist of the result of the Administration of last year,
and in which the people are especially interested. I shall
next take the liberty of referring to the statement made by
the member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright)
who, I regret, is not in his place at the moment, for in it
is explained the extraordinary fallacious position which
that hon gentleman has attempted to maintain before this
House and the country for years past. The statement to
which I refer is this:

"We find that our debt in six yeara apparently has increased about 60
per cent.; we find that our taxes are increased at the rate of 150 per
sant., the avera amount to-day of taxes being 150 per cent. greater
han they were six years ago.

" He then goes on to explain why he comes to that conclusion ; from
about 17 per cent. the hon. gentleman Las made them very consider-
ahly over 35 per cent., takingc thern ail round."
Now, according to his own position, according to the basis
he lays down himself, upon which he makes his calculation
and estimate the actual taxation paid by the people, he
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exaggerates only 50 per cent., but this may be considered
very moderate for that hon. gentleman. By this exagger-
ation lie exposes the falsity of the basis upon which he
founds his estimate of the taxation per head paid by the
people of this country. Now, the practical fact is that all
rates named under the tariff are not necessarily taxation,
except on such articles as are necessities and cannot be
produced in the country, or unless such as are produced under
the paternal influence of the National Policy are thereby
rendered more expensive to general consumers than formerly,
whereas the contrary are the facts, as bas been most
conclusively shown during this debate by several hon. gen-
tlemen on this side of the House. If the contention of the
hon. member for South Huron in this connection be correct,
an article stated in the tarift at 100 per cent. would cost the
consumer of the country where that tariff is imposed double
what it would otherwise, a contention so ridiculous and
absurd that it is hardly worth referring to further. Now I
take the liberty of asserting that a basis such as the hon.
gentleman has laid down for statements of any kind being
false, insecure and a fallacy, the structure of argument
which he raises on such a basis must be equally fallacious.
Again, that hon. gentleman says :

" For the last six years this unhappy country has had a protective
tarif, administered by a Government of practical politicians, presided
over by a philanthropie Minister of Finance, who desires to increase the
greatest happiness of the greatest number."

I am able to congratulate the hon. gentleman for having
expressed the precise words that would be used by the great
majority in this country in reference to the present Govern.
ment, although ironical on his part. He goes on further to
say:

" By giving to a few hundred persons, influential political partisans,
who had access to him, unlimited right to tax the millions of consumers
who were not equally fortunate."
The hon. gentleman has for once, as I said, expressed the
facts of the case, but he states in one breath that the manu-
facturers, from the effects of the tarif', had been highly
benefitted at the expense of the consumer, while, in the
next breath, he attributes what he terms their present
ruinous condition to the effects of the National Policy, over-
looking the fact that, if that is true, and it is not true, the
great mass of our community must be getting the benefit
from lowness of prices arising from over-production. The
hon. member for South Huron says further:

"A very sharp check will be needed. In these six years our position
Las altered very materially for the worse, and not only materially but
morally."
Because, forsooth, the great majority of the people of this
country have emphatically affirmed and re-affirmed that the
hon. gentleman is not the heaven-born financier that lie
imagines himself, and will have none of him. He las been
tried and found wanting, as also have the political party
with which he is allied. Hence that Ion. gentleman hesi-
tates not from his place in this House to cast this insult in
the face of one and all who differ from him, and to charge
the great majority of the people of this country with having
deteriorated, not only materially but morally. Again we
have his gratuitously implied insult to the great body of the
agriculturists of our country, who are a mainstay of this
Dominion more important than any other interest-that
exists in this Dominion. I refer to his recent statements
made in his efforts to attack the correctness of the census
or to attack the hon. the Minister of Agriculture. On that
occasion he did not hesitate to make a variety of statements,
of which, with the permission of the House, I will give a few
specimen bricks. He said:

"Now, Sir, in order that the House may know that I am warranted in
saying that the coesus, as at present taken, abounds with a great many
details which can by no possibility be accurate, I will just call the
attention to certain items in the census of 1881. I find there that nearly
twenty pa e, and something like fifteen distinct entries required to be
made up ail over the Dominion, are devoted te items like thuse : Total
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number of pounds of home-made butter, pounds of home-made cheese,
pounds of grapes, bushels of other fruits, pounds of maple sugar,
pounds of hops, and a variety of items of the same kind. Now, if accu-
rate information on these pointa could have been obtained, the hon.
Minister might have been justified in asking for it, and in loading down
the census tables with aIl these details; but I put it to the common
sense of every hon. gentleman in this Bouse whether one farmer in a
hundred, or in five hundred, is able to give the census enumerators the
number of pounds of home-made butter or cheese he bas produced,
much less the number of pounds of grapes or of maple sugar. Any
one who bas paid any attention to the way in which such information
je obtained knows that farmers scarcely ever dream of keeping accu-
rate accounts of these various matters. The fact is, that al these
details are simply guesses, and nothing more; not one of them can be
depended on. They are approximations, more or less accurate, gener-
aly less accurate than more. I dare say the information would be
valnable if it could be relied on ; but the hon. Minister, who is a man
of practical experience, knows that very few farmers keep accurate
accounts, even ut the quantity of grain they raise, much less of these
details with which the census le encumbered."

In contrast with this implied depreciation of the intelligence
of the farmers of our country, the hon. the Minister of
Agriculture responded in this wise :

"l He says these people are guessing. It is he who is guessing. He
says the quantity cannot be obtained. Why, there is not a man who
makes sugar who does not know almost to the very pound how much
hemakes. Is there s man who raises hops who cannot tell how many
pounds he selle ? Is it not ridiculous for the hon. gentleman to say that
this information cannot be got directly? It is the very information you
can get directly."

And further :
" It shows what an impracticable man the hon. gentleman is. Let the

hon. gentleman condescend once in a while to dine with a tarmer, or go
to a farmer's louse and look at him, and the farmer will tell him at once
that what the hon. gentleman has said is perfectly ridiculous."

I am informed that that hon. gentleman's constituents are
in a very large degree farmers. I simply ask the question
-I will not answer it-whether, according to his estimate
of the intelligence of that portion of his constituents, that
does not account for the presence of the hon. gentleman
bore in Parliament. I am reminded that his predecessor was
a farmer, but arrangements were made by which the farmers
of his county should not bo represented here. Now, Mr.
Speaker, with the further indulgence of the flouse, IJwill
refer to some of the statements made by the hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), whom I am sorry to sec
is not in his place. That hon. gentleman, during this debate,
said:

" Sir, the hon. gentleman has reduced the price of every bushel of wheat
the Canadian farmer has to sell, of every bushel of farm produce lie has to
sell-he has reduced it by the operation of this policy, which has placed
us at variance with our natural customers, and driven from the markets
of Canada 'the people who are the consumers of our surplus food
products."

Now, is it reasonable, or is it in accordance with common
sense, to make those remarks about a country whose
exporte of agricultural products in 1884 were $619,269,449,
and of manufactures, $111,330,242. The hon. gentleman
went on further to say:

" This has been the operation of the National Policy, a policy which
has not only imposed direct taxes on the people of this country in the
shape of Customa" -

It is something new, probably, to this House, to hear that
Customs duties are direct taxation-

" but has imposed indirect duties, in the shape of an enhanced cost of the
ordinary articles of cousumption of the people of this country, and
impose this additional taxation in the shape of a reduction in the price
of tarm produce. Not for one hundred years kas wheat been lower in
England than it is to-day, because she has reached countries where
that article can be prodnced cheaply. Not for many years has the price
of wheat been lower than it is in Canada to-day, notwithstanding the
vaunts and boasts of hon. gentlemen,that they would afford agricultural
protection to the farmers of Canada. They offered thiem benefits and
blessings. They have conferred on them curses instead."

I will now point out the contradictions, and these are very
evident. Here is another palpable self-contradiction, but
that is not unusual with the hon. gentlman on the opposite
side of the House. He says, first, that the National Policy

has lowered the prices for the farmer. Second-and that is
their stock argument-he says it is well known that England
regulate the prices. Next, ho says that for 100 years wheat
has not been lower in England than it is to-day. There-
fore, his argument is contradictory, for it opposes his own
contention that prices are reduced by the efect of the
National Policy, whereas by his own showing low prices
are produced by a fall in the English market. Then that
hon. gentleman went on to say :

"Sir, we cannot conceal our position from the United States or from
any other intelligent men. It is not necessary to tell them; they know
it. But we can inform ourselves, and it is necessary that the people of
Canada should know the truth. It is necessary that the people of
Canada should know the affaire of this country, and it is nothing short
of criminal to conceal from the people of Canada the actual condition
of the public affairs of this Dominion. I do not intend to conceal
them. And gentlemen may prate about unpatriotic conduct and
injuring the country if they choose. We have heard enough of that
stuff."

An hon. gentleman who, with the responsibility resting
upon him as a representative of the people and a member
of this House, stigmatises any pretension to patriotic
conduct that ho does not agree with, as " stuff," I think, Mr.
Speaker, will hardly be appreciated by this House or the
country. Has that hon, gentleman come to his conclusion
on the same principle that a certain nameless persorage who
bas a perpetual contempt for and sneers at the existence of
virtue of Lny kind ? Next, we have a choice specimen of
his asserted truth-telling, where ho refers to the present
position of the sawed lumber interest in this Ottawa section.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I must solicit the indulgence of tho
House whilst I refer to the following statements of the hon.
gentleman, and I cannot imagine where or from what source
he obtained the information that ho gave to the House and
to the country, when ho stated in his place:

"I may remind the people of the country that they are groing poorer
every year through the reduction in value of the various properties.
Farme can be bought in any part of Ontario cheaper than they could be
purchased six years ago."

Now, whatever the experience in this respect may b of
the members from the western part of Ontario, the con-
trary, I can assure this House and the country, is the
experience of the represontatives from the Ottawa valloy
and central Canada. There is a difference of opinion even
among the hon. gentlemen opposite on that point. I will
read an extract from a speech of the hon. member for West
Elgin (Mr. Casey), who said:

'' The hon. member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran), who epoke the
other day, quoted the statistics of the Ontario Bureau of Industries to
show that the price of farm land had gone up in Ontario, I believe ho
quoted them correctly, and I believe, from my knowledge of the gentle-
man who collecte those etatietisc, that they are as correct as they can
be made. I believe that the value of farm property in Ontario has
gone up."

But the most astounding and incorrect statement nàade by
the hon. member for North Norfolk is in respect to the pre-
sent condition of the sawed lumber interest in this section
particularly :

'' What is the state of the lumber interest ? Are the lumbermen of
Ottawa and of the West, and of the East working double time, making
sales for ahead ? There is a vast accumulation of lumber in the yards at
Ottawa, and noue of it is sold. Gloom and despondency prevail in the
lumber markets ; the shipping interest is low, not a single predictioa
made by the hon. gentleman in regard to any industry in the country
hu been realised."

Now, I deny that the sawed lumber interest of the
Ottawa valley is in a deplorable condition, but to the
contrary, is in a most satisfactory state. Allow me to state,
Mr. Speaker, thata very carefully compiled statistical account
appeared in the Citizen last November, of the season's
cut on the Ottawa, and it gives an approximate estimate
of the amount of lumber eut in the different mills during
the season of 1884. The gross amount is 495,500,000 feet.
That amount, taken with what is cnt up the river, makes
the gross cut for the Ottawa Valley 625,000,000 feet, or
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about an average season's eut. This represents a cash
value of $7,500,000 to this section of Canada. The report
continues :

"Now that the Presidential contest is ever in the States, we can look
to a good trade for next season, and with cheap labor, fliur and pork,
next year bide fair to be a most profitable one for our lumber kings."

That statement is corroborated by a lengthy article in the
organ of hon. gentlemen opposite in this city. It is dated
20th March. I will read merely the heading: " Work in
the Woods. A Iopeful Lumbering Outlook for Next Sea.
son's 1rade." I have here a statement of the position of
the lumber that is now piled here, the remains of last year's
out. The source of my information is such that I take the
responsibility of saying that I am prepared to challenge
any satisfaetory contradiction from any quarter in any
important particular. The statement is this :

" Of the 495,000 000 feet eut last season between Ottawa and Grenville
aIl is sold and shipped except about 190,000,000 feet remaining in mill
yards and docks, of which about 150,000,000 has been sold since close of
navigation and is nowheld in second hand . The balance, about 40,000,000
principàlly cearse bo, suited only for local purposes and Montreal
market ; and within the past week most, if not aIl, mill culls about
Ottawa mill have been sold to Montreal buyers at about same price as
last year, and the buyers proceeded to milla below this, as far as Gren-
ville, with the view of secnring from them any amount of this quality they
can obtain. As to next year s cut a much larger percentage is sold in
advance than is usual at this season of the year, and at higher prices,
(fróm $2 to $5 per thousand feet) over last year's prices, particularly in
the upper grades. The advance on these will much more than com-
pensate for any reduction, if any there be, on the coarse box. As to
pine deals for Quebec, every deal now on hand in this section, and at all
other points heard from, and the entire eut during season of 1873, are
now sol in advance, at prices varying from $2 to $10, lit, 2nd and 3rds
per hundred standard, over prices obtained last season, which were
considerably more than those obtained in 1883.

"Estimate of deal to be cut on the Ottawa during 1885, is as follows:
Booth, Ottawa, 15,000,000 to 20,000,0000 feet; Eddy, Hull, 25,000,000
to 30,003,000 feet; Gilmour & Co., Chelsea, 18,000,000 to 20,000,000
feet; Edwards & Co., Rockland, 8,000,000 to 10,000,000 feet Jas.
McLaren, Buckingham, 5,000,000 to 6,000,000 feet ; Pattee & 'erley,
Ottawa, 15,000,000 to 16,000,000 feet; Hamilton Bros., Hawkesbury,
15,000,000 to 18,000,000-say 115,000,000 feet board measure."

An important sale of timber limits, which affords an index
to the condition of the lumber trade, occurred on Satur-
day at the Russell House, in this city, the Hall limite on the
Gatineau river realising 8247,000, one-third cash, balance at
eigbt and twelve months. The hon. gentleman to whom I
have referred has been egregiously mistaken, and 1 think, as
a public man, he should be more careful in making state-
ments that may seriously affect an important industry. With
the further indulgence of the louse, I desire to bring under
its attention the position of the two political parties in regard
to the tariff, so far as actual taxes on the food supplies of the
people are concerned. Hon. gentlemen opposite on all occa-
sions, inside this House and outside of it, pose as the friends
of the working men, and as the party who are in sympathy
with the masses. Let us see whether thoir actions corres-
pond with their professions in this respect:

" The Customs duties on tea and coffee for the undermentioned years
were as follows:-

Prom
'74 to

20th Feb.,
'77.

ofi',gr ......... ....... 2c. per lb.
i roasted or ground.3c. "

Te, green..................4c.

d black................ 3t.

From Prom
20th Feb 15th March 24th Fbro'77, to 15ti '79, to 24th '82. ''March, '79. Feb., '82. .
2a. per lb. 2c. per lb. Pree.
30. " 3. " 3e. per lb.

6c. " à 10p c. Free.
ad va.
2c. per lb

5c. " & 10p. c.
ad val.

An additional duty, which is still in force of 10 per cent. ad valorem,
was imposed on all tea and coffee from the United Otates."

Thereby encouraging especially to the shipping of our
ports. I will now proeed, with the permission of the-
Houe, to show the aggregate reduction which has taken,
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place-the reduction of the real taxes, because it was a
reduction upon the necessities of life principally, or at least
what had become the necessaries of life, so far as tea and
coffee are concerned. The amount of Customs duties
collected on tea, under the old tariff, in excess of the duties
which would have been collected had the previous Conser-
vative tariff remained in operation, was $304,639. The
amount of duties which would have been collected on tea
and coffee under the tariff of 1879, since those articles were
made free, has been reduced by an aggregate, for the years
1882, 1883 and 1884, of *1,869,996. The aggregate further
loss to the revenue, by reductions in the tariff on pro-
miscuous items, from 1880 to 1884 inclusive, would be
$2,736,931. The abolition of bill stamps since the 4th of
March, 1882, has decreased the revenue by about a yearly
average of $100,000, or say, to date, $400,000 ; and lhe loss
to revenue from the abolition of postage on news-
papers since the lst of June, 1882, say about four
years, an annuai average of 860,000, or a total
of 8240,000, making a grand total of $5,551,566
saved to the people of our country by the operation of the
National Policy in respect to the above items alene. The
result of all changes under this paternal poliey, as conclu-
sively shown by the Finance Minister, is an average decrease
of taxation of at least 9½ cents per head of our population,
from 1819 to 1884 inclusive, as compared with Grit rule from
1874 to 1879, notwithstanding the enormous expenditures
during the former years by the present Government on the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, now on the eve of coinpletion,
and general railroad extensions. There have also been
spent millions upon improvemeuts of our rivers and canais,
and various public buildings throughout the Dominion, all
of which will, directly or indirectly, become revenue-pro-
ducing, including a large extension of postal service
throughout the entire Dominion. In deahing with the
general results of the policy adopted by this Government and
the manner in which it dealt with the necessaries of life-
lifting the burden of taxation from the poorer and equalising
it in such a manner as to make the rich pay for their luxuries
iu proportion to their wealth and habits-the fact should
not be lost sight of, that the Dominion is to-day paying
interest on millions of dollars, the reSult of reckless
extravagance during times of gloom and depression upon
the part of the preceding administration. For all time to
come the millions wasted in an absurd purchase of steel rails,
in useless North.West telegraph failures, in Fort Francis
lock construction, in the Welland canal enlargement-
where the Government commenced at the wrong end, and
left capital lying there for years. These must be paid by
the people, in consequence of their having believed
in and trusted Reform leaders and Reform professions.
I think it will not be unprofitable to this louse and to the
country to have their attention drawn to the difference of
results in regard to our general position, as affecttng the
credit of our country, with respect to deficits as compared
with surpluses. Under the rule of the hon. ex-Minister of
Finance, the deficits were as follows :-

1875-76......... ........................... . .............. $1,900,785
1876-77.............................. ................... 1,4 0,026
1877-78.,.............................. 1,128,147
1878-79............................................... .. 1,937,999

-6,426,957
1879-80, dioputed.......................... ... ,.............. 1,548, 28

Total... .. ...... ........... $7,970,185

So that, leaving entirely out of account the amount as to
which there is a dispute, the total deficits for that period
amount to $6,426,957, although I have no doubt that the
fact could be established that the larger amount is nearer
the actual deficit. The surpluses under thepresent Govern.
ment are as follows:-
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188 .81. ......... ..... ........
From Dominion landa.... .......
1881-82 ... .............................
Dominion land .. ...........
1882-83 ................... ,
Dominion lands..............
1883-84 .......................... ......
Dominion lands ...............

$4,132,743

6,3.3,357

7,064,491

$ 131,124

1,744,456

1,009,019

951,636

$18,264,846 .$3,836, 235
Or, a grand total, including Dominion lands, of $22,101,081
as compared with the total deficits of hon. gentlemen
opposite of $7,970,188; while at the same time the Govern-
ment have relieved the people of this country, by an actual
reduction of taxation, during tha same term, amounting to
$5,551,566. In addition, the credit of the country has so
improved that the Finance Minister has been able to place
a loan at an excess of price over that obtained by the mem-
ber for South Huron. The difference in interest charge
would, ln fifty years, wipe out the loan altogether. Hon.
gentlemen opposite claim before the country that the people
of Canada would be very.much improved were they to
again grant them their support. Now, I desire to bring
under the notice of the House and the country the qualifica.
tions that they possess, so far as we can judge from their
past administration and sayings, for governing this country
in the future. I will trouble the House with a short extract
from the Budget Speech of the hon. ex-Finance Minister
(Sir Richard Cartwright) in 1878. After referring to the
finaneial position of the country, he said:

" Now, under the circumstances, it may not unnaturally be aeked by
some inembers of this House, whether it would not be advisable, in view
of the fact that we have now had, for two years, considerable deficits, to
adopt such precautions as would render the existence of another deficit
impossible. Well, Sir, I would say at once that if we possessed in
Canada any tax equivalent to the income tax now in use in England,
probably I would not hesitate to advise the House to have recourse to
that meane of increasing the revenue."

Take this statement in connection with the utterance made
in 1876 by the same hon. gentleman, that no legislation
could directly benefit the interest of the country. With
these two statements before them, I hardly think that the
majority of the people of this country will be in a very
great hurry to again repose their contidence in the adminis-
trationofihn. gentlemen opposite. In reference to the
gencral argument brought forward invariably in this House
by hon. gentlemen opposito, in regard to the merits and
demerits of the National Policy, we find these hon.
gentlemen having their annual wrestling match, as it
were, not only with the Government of the day,
but with the great majority of the people of this
country. I make this statement, Sir, and I think I am
justified, because it has been shown that the great majority
of the people of this country are enthusiastic supporters of
the National Policy. Then, Sir, there is a natural result of
the National Policy which I do not recollect ever having
heard referred te, and that is its effect on the national spirit
of our inhabitante, the cultivation of which is as necessary
to the growth and prosperity of a country as its financial
policy. Again, what position do hon. gentlemen opposite
occupy on the question of the application of the true princi-
ples and intention of responsible government ? We find
them, year after year, arguing with the same determination
against the avowed will of the people as when the National
Policy was first adopted, ignoring, according to my humble
judgment, the characteristics of responsible goverument,
which is acknowledged teobe a great boon, and is often
boasted of as such by hon. gentlemen opposite. In fact,
I think tbey claim a large share of the credit of having that
great beon conferred on this country. As I under-
stand the principles of responsible government, it is
the duty of the Administration of the day to carry out
the wil-lundergtood and defined wishes of the people. On
minor subjects the opinion of the majorit3 of the polei
is not always lear ; but in reference te ts National Pohoyj

there has been no uncertain sound on the part of the great
majority of the people of this country. It was adopted in
1878 and re-affirmed and endorsed in 1882, and there is no
evidence in the country, from the Atlantic to the Pacific,
and no constitutional indication, that in any degree have
the wishes and desires of the great majority of the people
of this country changed. Thanking you, Mr. Speaker, and
hon. gentlemen, for the kind indulgence you have extended
to me, I would simply close by asserting, as mey individual
opinion, warranted by the present position of the National
Policy, that it is the sheet anchor 6f the future prosperity
of this Dominion. And, Sir, notwithstanding what hon.
gentlemen opposite may continue to reiterate, as a matter
of fact and a matter of judgment I am satisfied that it is

now 8o embedded in the very soil of this country that no
political party, coming boldly before the country and
asserting that any material change will be made, so long
as the Dominion remains in its existing circumstances in
relation to other nations, will ever be supported by the
majority of the people of this country. And it Ébould be
and is a source of congratulation, that the great project
which is to complete Confederation, the Canadian Pacitc
Railway, is so near its completion; and as the National
Policy is the sheet anchor of the development and progress
and prosperity of this Dominion, so the completion of that
grand work is the key stone, as it Were, of the arch of
Confederation.

Mr. SPROULE. In continuing this debate, I shall
endeavor to confine myself as closely as possible to the sub-
jest, so as to mako my remarks as short as is consistent
with a fuir presentation of the case to the House and the
country. B'ut before entoring on the genacial discussion of
the Budget, which was so-ably presented to this House sev-
eral days ago, I may be permitted to draw the attention of
the House to some remarks that fell from the hon. member
for North Wellington (Mr. MeMullen). The Government
had told the country, he said, that although they were
building that great national highway, the Canadian Pacifle
Railway, not one dollar would be added to the expense of
the people, and that the work would be accomplished wlth-
out increasing the burdens of the country. He thon went
on to state that there had been $12,000,000 expended in
that work, and he asked wben ho might expect to sce a
dollar of it roturned to the people. I can only say that if
there has been $12,000,000 expended by the Govern-
ment in that work, they have a very creditable
showing to make to the people, in the construction of from
12,000 to 15,000 miles of railway; and when a comparison
is made between that expense and the expense of $13,000,000
made by the late Government, the comparison is strongly
in favor of thepresent Administration. What wae the con-
dition of the road under the late Government? It was that,
althôugh 813,000,000 had been expended on it, only 113
miles had been built at ono end into the wilderness md 117
miles at the other end, and between them there was left a
link, that cculd not be used for a great many year, so that
the money was virtually expended without any special
benefit arising to the country from that vast expense for
years, had not the present Government pushed it to com-
pletion the way they did. In referring to the Finance
Minister's Budget Speech, the hon. gentleman was pleaeed
to say that the Finance Minister had treated this House
to a shower-bath of words, for the purpose of convincing
the people that their taxes had not been raised and that
they were in a botter condition than formerly ; and the
hon, gentleman said that in his opinion the Finnoe
Minister had failed to make good hie assertion.
Ail I can say in reply is, that the hon. gentle-
man himseolf as been treating this House to a diarrhoea
of words and sentences, resulting in a lamentable
failure to tablish the arguments he advaneed. The hon.
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gentleman travelled over the whole continent of America,
from end to end, for the purpose of picking up arguments
to prove to the people of this country that they are worse
off to-day than they were five years ago ; but with all his
industry ho lamentably failed in the endeavor. Referring
to the speech of the hon. member for King's, N.B. (Mr.
Foster)-a speech which, to my mind, was a very eloquent
effort, containing close reasoning and strong arguments-
ho said ho had perused that long speech twice over aad
a part of it for the third time, and could find nothing
in the whole speech to attract bis attention, but the word
metropoli. In that ho reminded me of the story of the boy
who was presented with a very fine book, but although
that book contained some of the finest essays of
Bacon, and some of the most admirable selections
from the works of Socrates, and some of the finest efforts of
the most eminent men of the day, a book which was one of
the best contributions to the literature of the country, but
who, on being asked what ho thought of it, answered that
ho could not see anything in it but the picture of a kite on
one of the fly leaves. The explanation of this was that the
boy had been atteriding to his boyish amusement of flying
his kite and could see nothing else. So the hon. member
for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen) saw nothing in that
speech but the word metropoli, bocanse ho was flying his
kite all over the citiés of this continent, to see if ho could
catch any arguments t3 be urged against the National Pol-
icy. He was dealing with millions, travelling from Bangor
to Boston, from Boston to Illinois, and back, flying bis kite
from one great metropolis to the other, and therefore ho
could think of nothing else, With reference to the reduc-
tion in the price of cotton 'in England, the hon. gentleman
said that during a poriod of twelve ycars in the history of
England, whore thero was no NationDal Policy, the pi ice of
cotton had not increased but had been reduced some
7 pence per yard ; but ho omitted to tell the House that
the period was one beginning with the close of the Ameri-
can war, when cotton was perhaps at its highest
point. I may tell the hon. gentleman that the price bas
been reduced in the United States, even more in proportion
in the same interval; and that it has been reduced to a still
greater extent during the short time that the National
Policy bas been in operation in this country. At the-out-
set of bis speech the hon. gentleman said that the country
was not so prosperous as in 1883. Well, I admit that in
some respects it is not ; but can that faliing off bo attributed
to the National Policy, or to the administration of this
Government ? I believe not; I believe it is mainly
explained by the fact, as shown by the Ontario Bureau of
Statistics, that there was a falling of $26,000,000 in the crop
of Ontario, for the year 1883, as compared with 1882. That
is the reason why we experienced a temporary lull and an
apparent want of prosperity in the country. True, we have
had, the past year, a botter crop, but a great deal of that'has
had to be used to pay the indebtedness of the previous two
years8; and, therefore, it is reasonable to suppose we cannot
enjoy the prosperity we otherwise would have had. What
is the line of arguments advanced by hon. gentlemen oppo-
site ? Each one seems to take his own view of the
question, and to present to the House and the country
bis view from his own standpoint ; and, strange to say,
their views are as diametrically opposed to each other as day
is to night. One endeavors to prove one thing, the other
to prove the reverse. They remind me of the defence
adopted by a celebrated barrister in the case of a client who
was charged with stealing a kettle. In the first place, said
ho, we did not steal the kettle; in the next place, if we did
steal it, it was our own ; and in the third place, there was
no kettle to steal. So, lu the first place, hon. gentlemen'
opposite say the country is no better off than it was in 1878,
on aceount of the present policy of the present Government;
sooond, if the country is botter off, and we admit it is
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botter off, it is due neither to the National Policy nor
to the railway policy of the Government; and third,
they say that the present Government has no policy
at all; that it is only proceeding by haphazard to suit the
exigencies of any special class who may happen to wait on
the Ministry from time to time, in order to advance their
own individual or collective interest. I think we may
reasonably ask, Is the country better off to-day
than it was five years ago ? Some hon. gentlemen
opposite have used a large share of their time in
the endeavor to prove that the country is no botter off.
The hon. member for North Norfolk (M.r. Charlton) said
expressly that the country is worse off to-day; that there is
a roduction in the value of the lands; that the people are
undergoing greater hardships to-day than they were pre-
vious to 1878. The hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson)
in the early part of bis speech, introduced and endeavored to
support the same grounds; but ho went on after a while to
say: We admit the country is botter off, that there is a
showing that the people are better employed and are
receiving perhaps larger wages, but what is it attributable
to ? It is not attributable to the policy of the Government
at all, but to causes over which the Government or the
policy could have no control. And he cited to the House the
fact that it was due to the increased export of the agricul-
turists, that it was due to the increased amount of money
taken out of the woods and forests of the country, that it
was due to the increased amount of money taken out of the
seas and lakes of our éountry in the fisheries, and ho gave
this as an evidence that, although, as ho admitted, the country
was botter off, it was botter off by virtue of the large pro-
duction in those various lines, and not by virtue of any im-
provement brought about by the National Policy. We may
ask for a few minutes: Is the country any botter off to day ?
If it is, we may expoct to find the people individually b2tter
off. What does represent prosperity in a country ? Is it not
wealth ? Is it not employment for the people? Is it not
the earning of sufficient wages to supply themselves with
the necessaries and comforts of life ? If these things are
not an evidence of prosperity, thon I do not know what is.
If we look at the condition of the country, and we are asked:
Is it any botter off to-day; is there any increased value in
the land of the country? I need only take up the return
made to the Bureau of Statistics in Ontario, and doal with
that part of the country with which I am best acquainted;
and I may say, in passing, that I was surprised to find that
most of the hon. gentlemen from Ontario travelled all the
way down to the Maritime Provinces for the purpose of using
arguments to prove to the people of Ontaiio that the people
in the Maritime Provinces were worse off, but they left
untouched the very arguments that were patent and appa-
rent to every member in bis own constituency at home,
and left mombers from the Maritime Provinces to deal with
them. That was, to my mind, a very unfair way of dealing
with the subject. In reference to these statistics, an hon.
gentleman bas endeavored to discredit them, and goes on to
show that they are not reliable. I can give him the opinion
of the'farmers of this country, as expressed through their
Grange, a short time ago, and it will enable him to under-
stand what value they attach to those statistics, and what
they were believed to have proved. At the Provincial
Grange meeting, held in Toronto a short time ago, the
president, in addressing the association, said this:

"lHe rapidly referred to the centennial anniversary of the settlexnent
of Ontaro, and consequently the centennary of the birth of agriculture
in the same; to the recent abundant harvest, and the low price of pro-.
ducs; to the increase in the number of live stock kept on farms and the

mpovement in the clas e of nimas; to the improvement in farm and
bildings noticeable throughout the Province; to the increase in value
of farm property of over $50,000,000 in a year; and to the efficiency of
the Ontario Bureau of Industries, whose statements are so valuabie.Y

They found that these statistics were valuable because they
contained data and information that gave them an insight
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into the growing prosperity of the country, and yet hon.
gentlemen in this House, although these statistics are care-
fully culled and collected by their own friends in Ontario,
are inclined to discredit them and say they are not reli-
able. What do these statisties tell us as to the increased
value of the property in the country ? The hon. member
for North Norfolk said he defied any man to show that the
value of property, especially in Ontario, had increased
during the last few years. I have these statisties before me,
and I find in them, where there has been a careful investiga.
tion of the subject, that during the year 1883 there was aun
increase over 1882 in the value of farm property amounting to
$22,450.525, in the Pcovince of Ontario. I find that there
was an increase in the value of buildings to the extent of
831,319,100. I find that there was an increase in the value
of implements that farmers used to carry on their operatiors
amounting to $6,492,715, and I find there was an increase
in the value of the live stock of 818,341,645-or, in these
lines, buildings, implements and live stock, a total increase
in the Province of Ontario, for 1883 over 1882, of 78,603,985
-and that, too, notwithstanding the fact that there was a
a falling off in the value of crops that year of over
$26,000,000. What better evidence can hon. gentlemen in
this House want to satisfy them that the country is prosper.
ing, and that the people are growing in wealth and becom-
ing more comfortable? I can only say, in referring to the
statement of the hon. member for North Norfolk, that in
looking over these statistics very carefully, I find there are
only two or three counties in the Province of Ontario
that show any decrease in the value of lands or the
prosperity of the people; and, strange to say, those
very counties are the counties represented by hon
gentlemen on the Opposition side of the House. There
is the county of Norfolk, represented by the hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), and by the hon. mem-
ber who endeavored the other night to prove that the
man who sent goods out of the country paid the duty,
and the man who brought goods into the country paid
the duty-that the farmers paid the duties both ways
(Mr. Jackson). These are the men who represent that
county, and I.*do not wonder that there is some decrease
in* the wealth or some ashrinkage in the value of land in
counties where they are subjected to the speeches of
these hon. gentlemen from year to year and from month to
month. I come nearer home, and deal with this question
in reference to my own county. The hon. member for
North Wellington (Mr. MeMullen), who spoke to-night,
travelled all over the continent of America to press
into his service arguments suitable to the occaeion, but he
forgot the facts patent to his eyes in his own county, which
give the strongest evidence of prosperity. In the constitu-
ency ho represents I find there is an increase in every line.
lu the value of the lands there is an increase of $2,120,820
during the last year ; there is an increase in the value of
the stock amounting to $1,154,000, and in the value of
the implements of $238,460, or a total increase in the
wealth ofhis own county, during the last year, amounting to
$4,146,890 ; and yet h. says the country is worse off to-day.
What I would like to ask the House and country is, what
importance they can attach to the statements and argu-
ments of hon. gentlemen in this louse, when they endeavor
to prove such allegations as they are endeavoring to prove
bere, when the people see these facts before them every day
in the year. In my own county we had ·three men who
went through the county to value it for the purpose
of equalising the assessment five years ago, and while they
did their duty admirably and were men of very good judg-
ment, and devoted themselves assiduously to the task, the
return was that the value of the county was a
little over $12,000,000. A - little more than a year
ago three more men went through the county, and in the
past five years the value of the same county, the value of

the land in that county, the improvements the people had
made in-the land, and the wealth of the people as repre-
sented by their assessment, taken by men of equal ability
and taken with the same care that the others had shown,
before them, had about doubled. It was at the last valuation
825,000,000. And yet we are told that this country is going
to the dogs, that the National Policy established by the
present Government is tending to make the people
poorer instead of richer. Now, i can only say that if the
hon. gentlemen who are using these arguments, collected
from Maritime Provinces. would only come to the farmers
of their own counties and examine the improvementa that
are taking place there, they would endeavor to present the
case in a fairer light to their constituents, or else they
would show no disposition to do what is fair in this ques-
tion. Now, in reference to the wealth ot the country, as
represented by the accumulation of money in the country,
what do we find ? I have before me a statement
showing the increase in the amounts that have been from
year to year deposited in the savings banks of our country
during the last ten years, and in the chartered
banks. I find that during the years 187677-78
the amounts deposited in the post office savings banks,
in round figures, were about $2,000,000 each year; and in
the chartered banks they averaged $58,000,000. But after
the present Government came into power do we find them
increasing or decreasing ? If there was any correctness in
the allegations of the hon. gentlemen who attempt to prove
that the country is retrograding, we would expect to find
a decrease; but, instead, there is an increase in every line, as
appears from the following figures:-

Post Office
Year Banks.
1875................,......................................$2,926,000
1876.............................. ............ 2,741,000
1877.............. ... 2,640,000
1878..................................2,754,000
1879........... ..................... 3,105,000
1880 ................. ............... ...... ............... 3,948,000
1881.... .............. .......... . ... 6,208,000
1882 ............ ......... ........ ........ ... 9,474,000
1883............. .................. 11,976,000
1881................................................ ,........ 13,245,000

I claim that those figures show that there has been a con-
stant accumulation of wealth among the poorer classes of
the people since the present Government has had control of
the affairs of this cou ntry. lu the chartered banks the
deposits increased from $58,946,000, in 1878, to $87,341,000,
in 1884. Now I think this is the very plainest evidence
we can have that the country is growing wealthier. If
the land is increasing in value; if the buildings of the people
are becoming more valuable; if they are becoming pos-
sessed of better facilities for carrying on their agricultural
operations; and if, in addition to that, the peoplo are accn-
mulating capital, then I cannot understand how it is that
the country is going backward. The hon. gentleman from
Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr. Davies) said that this showing
was no argument at all; that it did not prove that the
wealth of the country was increasing ; that it only
showed, to his mind, that there were not avenues
or openings in which the money could be invested and

give a reasonable return, and consequently those whu had
capital locked it up in the savings banks. Now, I think
that hon. gentleman either did not examine this subject
carefully, or elase he was most unfair in presenting this view
of the question to the House. I have ascertained the
amount of deposits in the savings banks for a number of
years. Mr. Stewart, who has charge of the post office
savings bank, has furnished the following figures, clamsify-

ing the deposits. There were 141,000 depositors amongst
the farmers of the country, and they deposited $1,72,000.
And how much was the average that each man deposited ?
Only $337.28. There were 7,8b0 mechanics, who depos-
ited $1,422,000, How much was the average that
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these mechanics put in? The average was $81.14 each. I
take the trust accounts-young children-and I find there
were 5,500 depositors, whose deposits amounted to
8170,000, or an average of $30.50 to each depositor.
These deposits were made by men who could not
find avenues of trade in which to invest their money
that would ensure a reasonable return, and therefore they
were obliged to lock it up. I take the laborers of the
country. There were 4,270 depositors, depositing $724,000,
or an average of $169.49 per man. I find that, taking the
total of these depositors, there were 66,682, and thoir
deposits amounted to over $13,000,000. What clearer
evidence can be asked than this to prove that this sum
represents the savings of the industrial class of the country?
It indicates, also, that these people are able to supply them-
selves with the necessaries and comforts of life, and over
and above that, from the products of their labor, they are
able to put these amounts in the savings banks. Although
they appear to be small individually, in the aggregate they
represent a large sum, and they show also that the indus-
trial classes of the conDtry are improving their condition,
and that they have been growing in wealth from 1878 up
to the present time. I take again the returns as repre-
sented by the number of miles of railway in the country.
In 1878 we had 6,143 miles of railway in operation, and in
1884 we have very close on 10,000 miles, an increase of
almost 4,000 miles of railway within the five years. Now,
does that represent wealth or does it represent poverty ? If
our country, in order to carry on its increasing trade, is
compelled to build these railways, and if we have been
enabled, through the successful operation of the policy
of the present Government, to build this 4,000 miles of rail-
way, thon it shows that the result of the policy of the pres.
ent Administration, which they inaugurated five years ago,
has been beneficial to the country, and I say it is the very
strongeat evidence that the country is growing wealthier all
the time. I might ask hon. gentlemen what further evi-
dence they need that the country is getting better off ?
I will take the loaning companies of the country, and what
do they tell us? Now, the hon. gentleman from .North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), who had, I may say, the audacity
to stand up in the House and say that the value of the
property in this country was decreasing, evidently could
not have consulted cither the speeches ot the presidenis of
these companies or their financial statements. I have before
me a return of the Canada Permanent Loan and Savings
Company. It tells us that in the year 1884, in the Province
of Ontario, there is a less amount of land held in default, a
less amount held for sale, than ias been held for many
years. The president says: "The obligations of the
mortgagees for interest accruing and due were generally
met with punctuality." I have before me the returns of
the British Canadian Loan and Savings Company. They
tell us that out of all their loans the amount received
from borrowers during the year, principal and interest, was
$218,945. The amount overdue and in default was only
813,770 on the whole operations. The number of mort-
gages upon which compulsory proceedings had to be taken
during the year were only six, and the amount represented
by these mortgages was only $5,950. And yet hon. gentle-
men will tell us that the people of the country are growing,
poorer. If they were growing poorer how could
they pay their way, as they have donc, and how
could tise companies make so splendid a showing,
when ont of a business representing $114,902,000
only $5,150 were in default on the year's operations?
I can only say, in regard to my own experience in the county
I represent, a few years ago, before the present Government
came into power, we had private individuals lending money
to loaning companies in large amounts. This was a pro-
fit&ae business and yielded large returne. What has been
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the change that has occurred during the last few years?
The change has been such that they have been compelled
to give up the business, because they could not loan any con-
siderable amounts of money, and therefore the business was
not a profitable one. Farmers are paying off their mort-
gages rapidly to-day, they are improving their buildings,
increasing their stock and the value of their implements,
and in every part of the country we have the very strongest
evidences of prosperity. Can any hon, gentleman who has
walked through Toronto or looked over Montreal or Ham-
ilton, London, O.,hawa, and other of our Canadian cities and
towns, have failed to see that in every direction they are
rapidly growing. In Toronto land, which was only fields a
few years ago, has been taken into the city and is being
covered with some of the finest structures to be found in
the country. In Montreal wealth and extensive building
operations are apparent in every direction. In London the
same condition prevails, and in Hamnitton the
showing presented to-night by one of its mem-
bers is the best guarantee that that city is
prospering. I think I need say little in connection with
this subject, beyond directing the attention of the House
for a short time to the condition of the people. Il the
country is botter off we naturally expect to mnd the people
botter off. How can they become rich ? Only by being
steadily employed and earning suffieient wages for their
labor to enable them to supply themselves with the com-
forts of life and save something each year. Do we find, on
looking over the newspapers, thau any considerable num-
ber of the people a-e out of employment? Do we fld thore
is any great demand on the charitable institutions in the
large cities and towns, by persons unable to supply them-
selves with the necessaries of life ? Do we find the labirers
are not employed ? I take up the statements of the samo
Bureau of Statistics I used a few minutes ago, and what
does the report say ? I find in it roturns given by 590
laborers in the cities of Toronto, Hamilton, London and
Oshawa, and they are said to be correct returns, beause
the parties themselves made them. We find that out of
590 employed in those cities only twenty-eight were earning
less than what was necessary to support themselves and
families. The average earnings of oach man was 444.85
for the year. Out of that number the average amount over
and above that required to procure the necessaries of life
was $41.63 during the year. Is this evidence tihat the
people are worse off ? There is another tale to be told.
Those people said they were not employed the whole year;
that they lost fifty-one days in the year, and yet they were
enabled to support themselves and thoir families and put
away, as savings, $43.63 each year. Is that evidence that
the laboring classes are worse off than formerly ? Need
we wonder, however, at this result, when we look at the
statisties of the manufacturing industries of the eouatry ?
Do we wonder, when we find such a large inorease in the
number employed and the capital invested, that in every
lino there has been a graduai increase in the wages of the
people during the last year and the previous year. The
year before last I went to Toronto to engage some mechanic3
and a plasterer. After trying a numbar of contraotor I
found I could not get one of them to send me a plaaterer
for less than $2.35 a day, I paying the railway jour-
ney both ways and boarding the man. If mea eau earn
that sum in wages can they be in a atate of poverty ?
It is impossible. Look for a moment over the
wage-earning class of the community. If you
take the farm laborers, their wages have been increased from
1878 to the prosent time. While they reedived in 1878
from $10 to 815 per month with board, they now obtain
from $20 to $26. That is the very bet avidence that they
are doing botter, and that the country is botter off. The
ion. member for Brant (Mr. Pateen) wnt Qn to sy that
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although there had been an increase in the manufactured
products, that fact was no evidence that the people were
better off. He said :

'' Where are those millions of money that were to be invested in the
country if the National Policy was passed. I want to know where the
millions are. Will the member for Oardwell tell me ? We have paid
some hundreds of dollars-I do not know whether it will not run into
thousands-for commissioners to go through the country to find evi-
dences of prosperity. They have not found these men ; they have not
found these millions."

That hon. gentlemen was most unfair, because if he had
wished to be fair, he would not have overlooked the fact
that the report of the commissioners who went through the
country examining the condition of our manufacturing
industries stated, in language as plain as language could be
made, that there had been brought into this country a capi.
tal of $79,560,000, or, at all events, that that much additional
capital bad been invested in addition to what was
invested in these industries in 1878. Yet the
lion. member asks where are those millions, for he lias been
unable to find them. It has been said before, and I think it
will apply with equal force now, that no one is so blind as
a man who will not see. The hon. gentleman asked where
are the thousand of men who were to be employed ; where
are the large quantity of products which was to be turned
out if this policy was adopted? He overlooks the fact that
products to the value of $59,966,000 was produced as the
result of that policy in 1884 over 1878, and there were
employed 51,528 men. I should like to ask this fHouse and
the country whether it is reasonable to suppose that employ-
ers could employ that large number of men and expend that
large sum of monoy and turn out that large amount of pro-
duct without, at the same time, producing an improvement
in the condition of the people. Lt is most unreasonable, and
it cannot be successfully established by any lion. gentleman,
either here or elisewhere. Then he went on to speak about
the woollen manufacture. He says that although we have
three millions of woollen goods manufactured in 1884 over
1878, yet, because there is no evidence of any importation of
the raw material, it is impossible that that was the result.
The lion. gentleman did not look at the figures showing the
large amount of wool we have in the country; showing
that we have been for years accumulating wool in the
country; showing that it had been raised in large quantities,
and that the National Policy was accomplishing what was
claimed by the Finance Minister when the tariff was intro-
duced, namely: That it would give us at least the privilege
of using up what we raised at home, and manufacturing it
for the people, and thereby converting it into a source of
wealth. Now, I may ask again, in reference to the railway
policy oftthe Government, is it reasonable that we should

uild 4,000 miles of railway inside of five years, expending,
as has been expended, $92,000,000, largely brought in from
other countries, without it doing any good to the country?
Is it reasonable to suppose that we could expend, not only
on railways, but on canils and post offices and Custom
houses throughout the country, large sums of money, and
that the people should be no botter off ? Is it reasonable
that we could employ the 51,828 people who are
shown to have been employed in 1884 over 1878, in the
factories of the Dominion, and yet to say that the country
is no better off? Is it reasonable to suppose that we could
employ the 20,000 who have been employed in building
the Canadian Pacifie Railway in the last few years,
and yet that it is no good to the country? I think that
logic which would satisfy any man that that is the case is
the strangest I ever heard of. Hon. gentlemen from the
western part of Ontario, in dealing with this question, have
always steered clear of the evidence which was plainly
before their eyes, and they have gone to the Maritime Pro-
vinces to hunt up arguments. Take for a moment the addi-
tional market that is '*ven to our farmers and producers
generally, by the building of the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
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I have before me a small cutting from a paper, showing the
amount of stuff that was shipped from the port of Owen
Sound, to supply some of these hands on the Canadian
Pacifie Railway during the last year. This is only one
port, and in addition to Owen Sound we have Meaford,
Collingwood, Southampton, Kincardine, Midland and Pene-
tanguishone, and if you take these and collect the aggregate
returns from these different ports, showing the total amount
of the local produce of our country that finds a good market
there-a botter market than in the East-it will enable as
to understand what the improvement has been in that part
of the country, from the policy of the present Government.
We shipped from Owen Sound last year no les than
8,460 head of cattle, and these were largely taken
from the counties of Grey and Wellington-.from the
county represented by my hon. friend, which I have shown
has increased se largely in wealth during the lst few
years, and from my own county. Still, hon, gentlemen say
that the policy has done no good to our country, and bas
given us no increased market. We had in the port of
Owen Sound during the last year.

Mr. COCKBURN. How much will you ship next year ?

Mr. SPROULE. I do not know, but it wilt be a great
deal more. We had in Owen Sound 1,064 steamers, repre-
senting a tonnage of 463,366 tons. And I say that every
one of those steamers was kept busily employed carrying
on the trade between that port and the upper lakes, Bupply-
ing the mon employed on the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
thoreby giving us an increased market. and an increase in
the wealth of the people of that country from that source.
These steamers employed no less a number than 15,881
men. Is that no benefit to the country ? That is evidence
from only one port; and when you remember there are a
number of ports on Lake Huron and Georgian Bay that
are sending stuff in the same direction and in equally large
proportions, it is an evidence that we are receiving
a great benefit from the building of that railway.
With reference to the second proposition of hon. gentlemen,
that I spoke of at the outset, they state, in the first place,
that the country is no better off since the introduction of
the National Policy, and in the next place that, if the
country is botter off, as some of them admitted it was, it is
not due to the National Policy or the railway policy.
What is it due to ? What is this large expenditure of
$91,000,000 on the Canadian Pacifie Railway by the com-
pany, in addition to what the Government spent, due to ?
Is it not due to the Government's policy of building the rail-
way ? Is it not due to the system of building the railway,
and that is only a policy? (Can hon. gentlemen safely say
that the Government had no policy at all, and that no bene-
fit is accruing from that policy ? What is the large showing
given to us of the increased number of factories in this
country due to ? Is it not due to the National Policy ?
We found these factories waning and dying out, and the
number of hands employed previous to 1878 decreasing, but
since that time they have been growing rapidly year by
year. I would call their attention for a short time to the
sugar refineries that have been started, to the cotton mills
that have been built up in the country, and to the various
manufacturing establishments which have grown up in
every part of the oountry since the present Government
came into power. And I would ask, do the people of the
country appreciate the great benefits they receive ? We
have the strongest reasons for believing Lhat they do, for
although from 1878 to 1882 the Opposition were endeavor-
ing to prove that they were being injured by the policy of
the Government, that it was their duty to turn the Govern-
mont out of power and put others in their places, strange
to say they failed te convince thepeople of the country of
that fact, and the resalt was that the Government came
back as strong in 1882 as they were in L878. We have
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reason te believe that there has been no material change in
the, opinion of the people of the country since ; and
the results of bye-elections which have taken place
from 1882 to the present hour are, I think, strong
proof of it. I can ony tell honý gentlemen that if they
desire to remain for a long time in the cold shades of opposi-
tion, they have only to take the same line of argument
that they have been adopting in this ifouse during the last
five years, and they will be successful in keeping them-
selves there. If they endeavor to stultify the intelligence
of the people, by showing that the country was deluded,
that the people of the country were deluded, I say
it is an insuit to the intelligence of the people of the
oountry. I can tell hon. gentlemen that the people under-
stand what is to their advantage just as well as hon.
gentlemen do, and they view it from an unbiased stand-
p't, because they have no object but their own welfare.

hese gentlemen have in view the coveted seats of
ofce which they are craving for,and it is a strong inducement,
it compels them to lay before the ountry those garbled
statements that are from day to day produced in this House,
and those disingenuous arguments which they endeavored
to use for the purposes of convincing the country that they
are not fairly dealt with. Now, I think I need say very
little more in reference to this question. I may only for a
moment refer to a statement made by an hon. member-I
think fer one of the Ontarios-who I understand is a lumber-
man. He states that the people of this country did not sell
any more of their coarse grains, on account of the National
Policy; that the farmers did not want the National Policy
for that purpose. ie did not say the farmers;
He said, "We (speaking as a lumberman) do not
want it." We were aware of the fact in 1878, that
the lumbermen did not want it, because they got their
supplies of oats and pork and other articles from the west-
ern States, and they left the products of the farm at home
to be sent to other markets, deducting from the products of
those farmers the amount it cost to take them to foreign
markets and sel them there. They say that we do not
want to keep corn and corn meal out of the country, but I
can only tell hon. gentlemen that the farmers want the
National Policy as muoh to-day as they did in 1878, and
they appreciate the good done to them by the Government
as much to-day and as strongly as they did in 1878.
It ie said by the same hon. gentleman that this policy
hais done the farmers no good. Now, I can only say, in
reply to that, that if there is any one class in the oountry
more than another that it has benefited, it is the farmers.
It has given them an increased market for their products,
at least to tUe extent of the consumption of 71,000 people,
employed in the factories sud on the railways of the coun-
try; and it has reduced the cost of agricultural implements
by the competition brought about by the additional number
of people engaged in their manufacture. What is the story
told to-day by men selling machinery ? They say that it
has been reduced, during the last four or five years, in value,
from 20 to 25 per ent.; and the hon. gentleman to.night
said that he knew manufacturera who had a million dollars
in machinery that theywould sell for 50 cents in the dollar.
If this iseso, the farmer muet be able to buy cheapcr. This
poliey ha also reduced the cost of living to thefarmer.
Hon. gentlemen opposite have endeavored to prove that if
the cOst of living to the people has been reduced by the
National Policy, it cannot have done the farmer any good;
but it has reduced the cost to the farmer of those lines
which he cannot supply himself. It has reduced the
coat of the necessaries of life. It has made tea and
offee free of duty, so that they eau be got at the lowest
possible price. What are the prices of the necesaries of
ife today, oompared with their prices in 1878? I am giving
the figures that were collected by the hon. Postmaster-
GeneraULast fai, because I have verified them by the pries
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given me by commercial men in my own part of the coun-
try, and I find them to be strictly correct:

Sugar, retailed per pound.............

" white '
Syrup for table use, per gallon............

" ordinary ' .....
Tea, per pound......................

e.

Ooffee, per pound.....................

1878.
$0 09

0 10
0 il
1 00
0 80
1 00
0 75
0 50
0 30

1880.
Suite of Canadian tweeds...........$10 0

l''-.............. 12 50
'' .............. 17 00

Men's wool undershirts and drawers 1 00
i Union " " 050to 075

Canadian tweeds for men's and
boys's suits................ 0 75 to 1 00

Canadian blankets, per pound.0 65 to 0 75

1884.
$0 05

0 06
0 07
0 60
0 50
0 60
0 50
0 30
020

1884.
$800

10 00
12 50
0 75

30 to 50

50 to 0 75
0 45

This reduction in the price of blankets is due to the com-
petition, and yet, though securing the home markets
to these manufacturers, they have been enabled to reduce
the price and still have as good a profit to-day as they had
in 1878:

1880.
Grey flannel, per yard... 35o., 37¾e., 45c.
OheckIl "I ... 37c. to 40c.

1884.
25e., 30c., 35.
25c.

In cotton goods there is an equal reduction. In fact, in
every lne representing the necessares of life there has
been a large reduction in the price, compared with the price
in 1878. Now, if these figures do not show that the
National Policy has benefited the farmer and the laboring
man, then I do not know what is a benefit. I think we
may safely assume that the farmers have been benefited by
the enlarged market they have obtained, by the reduction
of the price of agricultural implements, by the increased
amount of money expended during the lut five years,by the
increased value of their products and the decreased value of
the necessaries of life that they have ben oompejled to
buy, and by the rapid settlement of the North-West country
and the consequeutly increasing demand for the products of
the agriculturiste, especially of the Province of Ontario. I
think I have shown clearly that it has reduced the cost of
living, and consequently it must have benefited the labor-
ing man as well as the farmer. I think, too, the mercantile
class of the country are better off than they were in 1878,
because if you take the laist five years, and compare them
with the previous five years, you will ffnd that the number
of people in mercantile business who failed in this country
was only 5,040, compared with 9,185, during the five years
previous. Why are fewer people failing to-day ? Because
they are in better circumstanoes and are better able to pay
their way. The amount of money represented by the
failures in the last five years was $57,467,724, against
$133,128,724 in the five years previous. Now, I claim that
this improved condition of affair is plainly attrihatable to
the improved condition of the people and their greater
ability to pay their way to-day than was the case five
years ago-to their increased purchasing power, and to
the improved condition of the country in every particular.
Now, although this question has been debated at great
length in this House, I think the time has not been badly
spent, for we have two parties laying th.eir views before
the country-one party, in my opinion, endeavoring
strangely to mislead the country, and the other endeavor-
ing to place facts and figures pisnly before the people,
to enable them intelligently to judge of their condition
to-day compared wit whtat it was a few years ago. I
say, while we have a clas of people in this louse who are
endeavoring to mislead the country, and to prove that the
people are worse off, that a gret injustice has beeu done to
them by the policy of the prese.t Government,,and th a it
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would be to the interest of the country to make a change
in the Government, I think it is our duty to defend the
position we occupy and to endeavor to lay facts and figures
fairy bfore the people, to show them that they are receiv-
ing great benefit by the legialation introduced by the pre-
sent Government. I can only say that if the facts and
figures before us to.day, and the observations we can make
from time to time, are any evidence of what the people
want and intend to continue, they prove to my mind con-
clusively that the people believe that they are much bet-
ter off than they were in 1878, that the present Govern-
ment are legislating in the interest of the people of the
country, and that it is the desire and intention of the
people to continue in power the same clas of men who
have aocomplished these great results in the past. I can
only say, in reference to the Opposition in thiq louse that if
they continue the same line of argument and attack which
they have taken during the last five years, I predict that
they will remain a long time in the cold shades of Opposi-
tion, and that their hair will have grown very grey before
they will be called on to enjoy the pleasure of holding office
in the Government of this coantry.

Mr. BECHARD. I do not lose sight of the fact that the
House is getting tired of this protracted debate, and is
desirous of seeing it brought to an end, but I assure hon.,
members that I do not intend to solicit their attention for
any considerable length of time. I will endeavor to make
my remarks in the English language, though I speak
it with great difficulty, but I will do so ont of a sense of
courtesy to the vast majority cf this House. Before the
National Policy was instituted our ears rang with the
flattering promises of its advooates and promoters, and since
it has been inaugurated we have heard the sane gentlemen
at every Session speaking in boastful language of its success.
According to them, all the prosperity that this country has
been enjoying for the few yeirs past has been due to the
influence of that policy. My hon. friend, the member for
Ottawa (Mr. Tassé), whom i de not see in its place, in the
eloquent speech which he pronounced on Friday last,
spoke in glowing terme of the National Policy; and as
an evidence of how it is appreciated by the people, said
that after being adopted in 1878, it 4has since been
re-affirmed in 1882. It is true that the people, after having
adopted the National Policy, re-affirmed it, but my hon.
frieud should not forget that the people sometimes change
their mind respecting questions of public plicy, and surely
he hs not remained blind to what has taen place in Eng-
land, for instance, during the last twenty years, where both
political parties, Liberals and Conservatives, have held
power alternately and for comparatively short terme. Did
we not see, laet fal, in the neighboring Bepublic, the Repub-
lican party defeated, after having held power for a period of
twenty-four years. That which has occurred in other coun.
tries bas already occurred and will occur in Canada, and it
is my aincere belief that the dayisnot veryfar distant when
the. Canadianpeople will modify their opinion respecting
the National Policy. Some hon. gentlemen, in the course cf
this debate, with a view of showing the, prosperous condi-
tion of the country, pointed to the increase in our exports
of some classes of products, such as fish, lumber and farm
produce. No deubt the exports of a nation can be consid-
ered as an element of prosperity; the more we export, the
more we have produced ; but the question here is, whether
those exporta are the results of the National Policy. if our
fishermen had an abundant catch, if our lumbermen exported
largely the products of our foreste, if our farmers were
blest witi abundant cropa, which they sold at fair prics in
foreign narkets, I would like to know what the Nzational
Policy had te do with this. Surely no man believes that
we can regulatebere, b «lin, the prices which we
may reepive inI foreign m pfor our exports ; surely no

man in the full possession of his senses will believe fuch a
position to be a sound one. But, Sir, those hon. gentleman
who spoke in such laudable terms of the increase in our
exports had not much to say about the increasM in our im-
porta. It is not to be forgotten, however, thatnot vg lo
ago the excess of our importa over our exports waa
by hon. gentlemen opposite as a public misfortang andvil.
At least, it was so regarded when my hon. friend from
East York (Mr. Mackenzie) was at the head of *a.
Those hon. gentlemen pretended that tue balance f trAde
was constantly against us; that as the difference had to be
paid in gold, our gold was drawn off from the
'country, and that the system was rinous, because it
placed us in the condition of a man who consumed more
than h. produced; but the National Policy, they samd was
going to cure that evil. Ras it cured it ? The ç o#ial
returns tell us that sinoe the National Policy has beun ina i.
tuted, with the exception of one year, our importé have
continued to exceed our exports; and mind you, that exoss
has been in an ascending proportion within the lat two or
three years. Being in this position, if the theory of the
balance of trade, such as interpreted by hon. gentlemen
opposite, be correct, this country instead of being prosperous
ought to be on its way to ruin; but if, on the contrary, this
country is prosperous, the consequence is that tehe tksaoy
of hon. gentlemen opposite is erroneous and unsound.Es
not this one of those public questions about which mon
sometimes change their opinion? .And if the hon, gentle-
men opposite have modified their opinion on this
question, why should we not, on this aide, be entitled
to believe that the people of Canada will also change
their mind in respect to the National Policy ? The
hon. member for Ottawa (Mr. Tassé), during a portion
of his speech, referred to the good results of the ational
Policy, with respect to the interests of our manufachurer,
and as an evidence of those good resulta, ho pointed to ,the
fact that some classes of goods which he mentioned are
cheaper to-day than they were before. On this last point
I do not differ with my hon. friand. There are goods indeed
which are very cheap to-day, and that cheapness is the result
of the National Policy; but the question is, whether that
cheapness is in accordance with the interest of the manufac-
turer. The National Policy was established, lu so far as
the manufacturer was concerned, to promote hie interest by
rotecting him against foreign competition. I have na

doubt that our manufacturers received a certain amonact of
protection from this tariff during the firat few years that it
was in operation, but we are now beginn4ig to se
the other aide of the question. Capitaliots have
invested too much capital in soine branches of indufry,
and the result has been an over-production. HonceeÏ
suspension of operations in a large number of our manu-
factories, and the fact that a certain number of men are
to-day without work ; and there iLthe danger that elt4oen
too rapid a development of manufaoturiug industriest4au-
lated by artifical means. My hon. friendlas alao alddto
the good results of the policy with regard to the interest of
agriculture. Our agriculture, no doubt, has beau very pros-
perous for the past few years, although it is net se prosperous
to-day as ithas been; but I deny that this prosperity is44
to the influence of the National Policy. Wehad the National
Policy in March, 1879, and it is remembered by ail that
during that whole year the depression continued withifag
intenaity than ever. Never before had more banks fage4
more bankruptcies occurred; nover had farm produce bqên
sold cheaper in any one year than it waa during the year
1879, and the firt part of 1880. But, in the second jpar.t
1880, a revival of business having taken place in qflo
other countries with which we have extegv
commercial relations, that revival of business y
also felt here. In the sucoeeding year we wffl
blessed with abundant orops, whilst crOps failed i souge

185.



COMMONS DEBATES. MAi 24,
European states. The consequence was, that there was an
increase in the demand for farm products in those foreign
countries, and we had the good fortune to sell -them the
surplus of our abundance. Our farmers made a great deal
of money; those of them who were indebted paid their
debts, and a considerable number of them remained with
money in hand to loan. This is one of the reasons for the
diminution in the rate of interest which took place then,
and which was alluded to by the hon. member for Ottawa.
It was said by the promoters of the National Policy that it
would secure the home market for our farmers. I hold
that the home market was secured to our farmers before the
National Policy was in existence. It is secured to our
farmers by the large surpluses of farm produce which we
are bound to export every year to foreign markets, in order
to make it profitable to us. When our home market is
overcrowded with our natural products, it ought to be
obvious to everyone that it cannot be advantageous for the
sale of similar products imported from foreign countries.
But there is one protection that this Government could, per-
haps, give te our farmers-the opening up of new mar-
kets by commercial treaties with foreign nations.
Depend upon it, this is the best and the only
efficient protection that could be given to the farmers of
Canada. While I am on this subject I am just reminded
that some gentleman in the course of this debate referred to
the possibility of negotiating a commercial treaty with the
United States. - It has been always considered or admitted
by all parties in Canada that the treaty of 1854 was bene-
ficial to both countries, and we know that the Canadian
Government could never succeed in negotiating a treaty
with the United States so long as the Republican party
was in power. But that party have just been driven from
power and been replaced by a Democratic Administration.
It is permitted to hope that, with a Democratic Adminis.
tration at Washington, the Canadian Government, whether
it be composed of Conservatives or Liberals, might be more
successful in the negotiation of such a treaty ; for it is well
known that it is in the traditions of the Democratic party
in the United States to extend, as much as possible, their
commerce, and to restrain the restrictions upon their foreign
trade as much as is compatible with the necessities
of the revenue. We must not forget that the treaty
of 1854 was negotiated on the part of the United
States by a Democratic Administration-the Administration
of General Pierce-and that the same treaty was denounced
by the Republican party as soon as they assumed the
reins of power. My hon. friend from Ottawa, who spoke on
several subjects in his able speech, to some of which I have
already alluded and to some of which I shall have to allude
briediy, forgot to say anything of the results of the National
Policy regarding emigration. We remember that, accord-
ing to the promoters of the National Policy, one of its
results would be not only to check the emigration of our
countrymen to the United States, but even to bring back to
our country those of them who had previously emigrated. I
am sure that it would be interesting for every mem ber of this
House to see in this respect the statistics of the hon. the
Miniter of Agriculture, and to compare the number of
those who have returned with the number of those who have
gone to the United States since the National Policy was
naugurated. Those who returned are farmers who, after

having rented their farms, go to the United States for a few
years to earn money. Those generally return to our coun-
try; but those who are not land owners as a general rule
do not return, but stay on the other side of the line,
and if some of them, from time to time, make
their appearance in Canada, it is not for a long tirne.
I represent a constituency which is essentially agricultural.
It has no large city where is generally to be found a float-
ing population that is disposed to emigrate. Yet I find,
referring to the late census, that within the last decade the
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population of my constituency has diminished, and that
reduction has taken place notwithstanding the permanent
fact of reproduction ; and in this respect, Mr. Speaker, I hold
that we are as well endowed as any other people. But,
notwithstanding our natural advantages, ·I find the
population of my district has decreased by about 1,000
souls. This is a deplorable state of things, and I am
sure tbat everybody in the country and in this House
is sorry for it. It is possible that the flood of emigra-
tion has not been so large from other counties as it is
from mine; but, Sir, it is well known that all over the
Province people are constantly leaving and going to the
United States. We were told that the National Policy
would check that emigration, but to-day we are compelled to
say that it has failed to fulfil the promises and expectations
of those who inaugurated it. The hon. member for Ottawa
(Mr. Tassé), in describing the state of the country under the
Administration of my hon. friend from East York (Mr. Mac-
kenzie), has referred to the deficits which occurred fora few
years and blamed him for not having resorted to what he
termed a vigorouspolicy. But I think the hon. memberwould
have been more fair towards my hon. friend from East York
if he had stated that these deficits were not occasioned by
an extravagant expenditure, but that they were caused by
a diminution of the revenue. The public accounts show
that the revenue which amounted in 1874-5 to $24,648,715,
had fallen in 1876-7 to $22,059,274-a decrease of $2,589,441
which would have been more than sufficient to
cover the deficit of each year. Now, Sir, it would
have been very easy for my lon. friend from East
York to resort to that vigorous policy referred to
by the momber for Ottawa, and which we know
meant nothing else but an increase of taxation; but
he thought it would be more humane on his part, in the
difficult circumstances in which the country was placed,
to allow a few deficits to accumulate, knowing weil that
they would disappear, and be followed by surpluses as
soon as a revival of business took place, than to increase
the burden of taxation which would weigh more heavily
upon the shoulders of a suffering people. But this
patriotic conduct of my hon. friend was not appreciated
as it ought to have been. Bis opponents began
a terrible campaign against him. They charged him with
being responsible for the depression that then prevailed in
the country. It was in vain that he and his friends
answered that the depression was beyond the control
of the Government, and that as a commercial
crisis was prevailing in other countries with which
we had extensive commercial relations, it was only
natural that the same crisis should be felt here. But this
reasoning was of no avail; it served the purpose of hon.
gentlemen opposite to hold him responsible. If bank-
rupteies occurred, if trade was in a state of stagnation, if
manufactures were closed, if farmers suffered a succession
of bad crops, or had to sell at low prices, all these evils
were attributed to the Administration of my hon. friend.
Sir, unfortunately, the people were convinced by the hon.
gentlemen opposite, and in the fall of 1878 my hon. friend
left power. Be came down from the exalted position
to which he, a self-made man, not having had
the advantage of a classical education, had attained
solely by his great talents, his industry and his indomitable
energy. He fell from the proud position which he
occupied, but he fell like an honest man and a man of
honor, preserving his principles and an unstained reputation.
My hon. friend from Ottawa referred, Sir, to the fact that
some distinguished members of the Liberal party had
committed themselves in years past, either by speeches or
by writing, to the policy of protection; and he seemed
to find fault with the Liberal party in Quebec for
not having adopted the same policy. I am quite sure, Sir,
that the hon. gentlemen to whom ho referred are well able
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to defend their position. However, I may tell the hon.
gentleman that whenever a man, however distinguished he
may be, expresses his own individual opinions on any pub-
lic question, that opinion remains his alone, so long as the
party has not adopted it-at least, so long as the leaders of
the party have not adopted the doctrine as that of the
party. But the hon. gentleman says that the Liberals of
Quebec have repudiated their principles and their leaders.
Sir, I am at a loss to know when such repudiation took
place. It is well known that their leaders, during a great
many years, were the hon. Mr. Dorion, who is now Chief
Justice of the Province of Quebec, and the lamented and
deeply regretted Mr. Holton; and, Sir, I do not know when
those two great leaders ever were repudiated by their
friends, who never had any reason to be ashamed of them.
Political parties sometimes find it opportune to modify their
opinions regarding some public questions, in order to render
them more adapted to actual circumstances ; and suppose
the Liberals had in some regards adopted such a course,
they would not occupy a worse position than the Conser-
vatives occupy to-day, who, after having upheld during
forty years the principle of a revenue tariff, repudiated
it and adopted the principle of protection. When the hon.
gentleman feels the want of speaking of repudiation of prin-
ciples ho need not lose his time in searching out of the
ranks of his own party, the subject matter, proper to satisfy
his wishes. The hen. member showed some curiosity in the
course of his remarks. Hle said he would like to know
what is the programme of the Liberals. I do not
feel authorised to tell the hon. gentleman what is or
ought to be any special programme of the Liberal party.
But I will tell him this : When in Opposition the
Liberals find it to be their programme to watch the
conduct of the Conservativee, to criticise their actions when
they deserve to be criticised, and to warn the people of their
faults; and when in power the Liberals find it to be their
programme to administer public affaire with honesty and in
accordance with the best interests of the country. I
dare say my hon. friend, if he was in his seat, would find
this a fair and patriotic programme. The hon. gentleman
alluded, in one of the most eloquent parts of his speech, to a
disturbed period of the history of France, and quoted a few
sentences from a great speech pronounced on the occasion
referred to, by the powerful and overwhelming Mirabeau,
who made the best of his oratorical genius, to carry a certain
measure proposing a havy taxation. The hon. gentleman
thought there was a great similarity between the position
of those who opposed that measure and that of the Liberals
in this House, as well as in the position of those who
favoured the measure, and that of the Conservatives of
to-day; but we did not want that comparaison made by
the hon. member, to know that the party of increased tax-
ation in the, country is represented in this Blouse by hon.
gentlemen opposite. I was sorry that the hon. member
attempted to slur the Liberals of Quebec. In speaking of
the duty on petroleum, h. found it pleasant to say that the
Liberals of Quebec, h. did not know why, had a love of
petroleum, although he would not say that they had any
aflnity with the Liberals of France, who had exhibited
such a love for petroleum, that they had been called
pétroleux. He would not say that they had any affinity
with the Liberale of France, but he insinuated as much.
Sir, there is a charge here, and although it is disguised
under the veil of insinuation, that circumstance only gives
it a character more bitter and perfidious. I know the
class of men whom the hon. gentleman called the Liberals
of France, and I understand how he meant to characterise
them in saying they were called pétroleux. But the insin-
uation that there can be any analogy between the Liberals
of the Province of Quebec and those contemptible
demagogues, the dregs of the French population,
who, at the termination of the Franco-Prussian war,

attempted to burn the city of Paris, and succeeded in burn-
ing down some of its finest monuments, I say the insinua-
tion that there can be any possible community of opinion
and feeling between those lawless mon and the honest,
respectable citizens, the law-abiding men who compose
the Liberal party of Quebec, is an outrageous glander
whichever may be the mouth that utters it, and whenever
such a charge is made within my hearing, I feel in duty
bound to repel it with scorn and indignation. But it is not the
first time that charges of this character have been made
against the Liberals of Quebec. For a long series of years they
have been repeated over and over again by the Conservative
press and by a portion of the onservative party of the
Province; I do not say by all the Conservatives, because I
know there are numerous and notable exceptions. Those
charges have been made continuously against the Liberal
party, not only by insinuation but in plain and emphatic
language. We have been represented before the people as
a body of men in sympathy with the Radicals and revolution-
naires of France, as having community of feeling with them,
as being imbued with their principles and, like them,
hostile to the clergy and the church. And although
the highest authorities of the church years ago pronounced
upon this matter, and declared that there was no reason
why the Liberals of Quebec should not be considered as
being orthodox as the Conservatives, yet we find to-day a
portion of the Conservative press and a portion of the
Conservative party continuing this same system of misrepre-
sentations against the Liberale, and affecting to be stand-
ing in defence of the church against the supposed perversity
of Liberal principies. It is fashionable to-day, for a certain
press, as it bas been formerly, to couple the Liberals of
Quebec with the revolutionists of France; it is fashionable
to-day, in speaking of the Liberals of Quebec, to associate
them in feelings and opinions with the Republicans of
France. This is done to-day by a certain portion of the
press in Quebec and by a portion of the Conservative party.
It is fashionable for that press and a portion of the Conserv-
ative party to deprecate; on all occasions, the Republicans
of France, and even the French Government. I hold that
whatever may be the form of Government that France
chooses to adopt, it is none of our business in Quebec; and
it is idle for us to comment in publie newspapers on that
Government, which has nothing to do with the interests of
our population. But thera is good reason to believe that
while a portion of the Conservative proe and the Conserva-
tive party denounce the Republican Government of France
on al occasions, there are others in that party who do not
seem to -be so horrified as are some of their political asso-
ciates. We know, Sir, that some of them who stand
amongst the most distinguished in that party are prond to
carry on their breasts decorations which they received at
the hands of that Government, as we know also that some
of them did not hesitate to be counted amongst the guests
at a banquet which was given at the city of Montreal, in
the summer of 1883, in honor of a distinguished Frenohman,
a member of the Chamber of Deputies of France, M. Ver-
moud, who was reported at the time by a certain
press to be one of the disciples and followers of
M. Gambetta. Would you conclude from this last.
remark that the conduct of these Conservatives
I have referred to is liable to blame, for having
been present at that banquet, or for having received decora-
tions from the Republican Government of France ? On the
contrary, in my humble opinion in acting as they have done
on those occasions they have shown themselves as being
men of good sense and who, whatever might be their
political associations, would not lot their actions be con-
trolled by the stupid fancies and fanatical notions of a part
of their political friends. But let me tell the hon. member
for Ottawa that " those who live in glass houses should not
throw stones at others."
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Mr. HBSSON moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 109) respecting real property in the North-West
Territories.-(from the Benate).-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 11:45 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
TnuRsDAY, 26th March, 1885.

The SpAxra took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAY3R5.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 110) to incorporate the Rock Lake, Souris and
Brandon Railway Company.-(&r. McDougald.)

CONSOLIDATED RAILWAY ACT, 1879.

Mr. MULOCK moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
111) to amend the -Consolidated Railway Act, 1879. He;
said : The general object of the Bill is to provide certain
safeguards in the matter of railway rates, safeguards which
I think wilI be found to be reasonable and necessary in the
public interest, and at the same time will not operate
unjustly against any railway corporation. There are
several minor features in the Bill which 1 will not trouble
the House with referring to now, but will take the principal
ones. The first provision is one dealing with the
question of obtaining the sanction of the Governor
in Council to a proposed schedule of rates. As
the House is aware, the general iRailway Act provides
that railway companies shall not collect tolls until their
schedule of rates has been approved of by the Governor in
Council. Well, I am informed it has now become so much
a matter ofeourse to approve of whatever schedule of rates
i sent down by a railway oompany, the views of the com-
pany alona being represented to the Ministers, that practi-
eaiy the rates are fixed by the railway company without
due consideration of the public interest. It is therefore
propoeed in this Bill that in future, before any rates are
sanctioned by the Governor in Council, due public notice
shall be given of the application of the railway company
for approval of its rates, and that the publie shall be enabled
to procare copies of the proposed rates, and, if they feel it
in thieir interet to make recommendations in regard to
them, they shall be at liberty to present their case to the
Governor in Council. Another section provides for certain
penalties to be imposed on railway companies in case
they should make rates not eanctioned by law. With
regard to this section, I may say that some rail-
ways whieh have been carrying on business for many
years have never submitted their tariff; one, at least, of
which I have official information, has never submitted its
tarill of rates to the Governor in Council for approval, yet
it has been carrying on business and collecting whatever
rates it chooses to impose, and the public have to submit to
these or do without the advantage of the railway altogether.
AnothSe provision is to the effeet that a railway eonpany
shall noteharge more for Ialn g for a short distanme than
for a long distance where the ong distance embraces the

M. BaanAa».

shorter distance. By way of illustrating these two sections
and showing that some neceusity exists for legislatingin this
direction, I may refer to a case of which I have received
notice. Take the case of the Northern Railway system, a
system composed oftheNorthern Railway, the main lino from
Toronto to Collingwood, connecting the two great waters,
Lake Ontario on the south and the GeorgianfBay onthe north.
That railway has effected a certain arrangement with the
IIamilton and North-Western Railway, and has also acquired
certain leased lines. Now, the Hamilton and North-Western
Railway has never yet submitted its tarif to the Governor
in Council for approval. Nevertheless, it has collected rates
that are, I am reliably informed, unjust, unfair, oppressive.
It doos that because the public oannot resist. The public
must either not use the railway, or must submit to this
imposition. In illustration of the fact that thee isa griev-
ance, I may mention some cases. Take the town of Cooks-
town, on the lin. of the Hamilton and North.Western, a rail-
way which is collecting rates not sanctioned bylaw. That
pont is distant from the city of Toronto, by the Teronto,
Grey and Bruce Railway, 62 miles, but by going northerly
to Allandale to strike the main line of the Northern, it is
distant 79 miles. The Northern Railwaytystem, including
the Hamilton and North-Western, charges Il cents per 100
pounds for grain by the carload from Cookstown to Toronto.
It charges for drawing the grain to Allandale till it strikes the
Northern Railway, and then for drawing it down the North-
ern Railway to Toronto. I cannot conceive that it is any
advantage to the shipper to have his grain hauled round-
about, and be charged extra for it. Take the town of
Collingwood, the northern terminus, a most important point,
that with proper railway management could be built up to
be a large town on our lakes, one of the termini to receive the
trade from the North-West. Thei local grain from that
point is hauled over this Northern Railway a distance of 98
miles, if you are fortunate enough to be able to get a rate
for it, at less than 6 cents per 100 lbs., and yet, if
one is unfortunata enough to live 50 miles nearer to
Toronto than Collingwood, instead of getting a rate at
all events equal to his neighbor at a point further
away, one bas to pay-as for instance from Bradford,
which is 42 miles from Toronto-8 cents per 100 Ibs.
The Bill proposes that, in such a case as that, no
more shall be charged for hauling the short distance than
the long distance under the same conditions. The necessity
for that must be clear. At present, the railway companies are
enabled by this system to destroy property, to destroy
towns, to build up other towns. That is a power that I
think the Legislature should not allow to be exeroied by
any corporations. Another clause in the Bill provides for
a mode of enquiring into charges of unjust diserimination.
We frequently hear it stated that railway Sompanies dis-
criminate, contrary to the provisions of the law, and yet
there is no mode of enquiry. Persons feel they are
aggrieved. They think their more fortunate neighbors are
getting better rates. Perhaps they are; perhaps they are
not. If it were neeessary for me to prove that there is a
grievance in this respect and that legislation in ths direc
tion is necessary, I should be able to prove it, L am well
informed by shippers, by referring to the practioe in force
at the present time over the very railway system from
which I have been taking other illustrations. Another
clause in the Bill is to the effect that money owing to
employés, clerks, servants and others in the service of a
railway, also money owing for supplies and stores
and consumable articles necessary for the running of a
railway, shall together form a first charge upon the
earnings of the railway. At present the morigage
bondholders have thei frst charge and lien n ail
the assets, real and personal, of the raiLway. Under
our law a mortgage bondholder cannot foreeos a ail.
way. Re cannet sel it as an ordinary mortgagee
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would sell a piece of property mortgaged to him.
It is only usefal to him as a going concern. It is
necessary that it should be kept going in order that it may
be of any value to him, and therefore it appears to me that
the labor and the materials that are absolutely necessary to
keepthe concern going in order that it should earn anything
at all should be a first charge upon the earnings of the
coacern. There are some other minor provisions in the
Bill. I think those are the principal ones.

Sir HECTOJR LANGEVIN. Of course, I will not discuss
the Bill now, but.I wish to know from the hon. gentleman
if the last clause he speaks of is to have a retroactive effect ;
whether this clause would apply to the railways that have
now a bonded debt.

Mr. MULOCK. The clause is not limited in its effect.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

CANADA TEIMPERANCE ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr GIGAULT moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
112) further to amend the Canada Temperance Act, 1878.
le said : My object in moving this Bill, is to amend the
Scott Act, so that electors may vote for or against pro-
hibition or for partial prohibition. Partial prohibition
shall mean the prohibition of all alcoholic liquors other
than cider, beer and wine. For the sale of wine, it shall be
necessary to obtain a license and to pay the duty imposed
by the Provincial Legislatures. The number of licensos
shall be limited according to population. There will be
one hotel license for every 500 souls. The council shall
have the right to reduce the number of licenses to a less
number. The form of the ballot paper shall be changed so
that the first space shall be marked for the petition,
the second against the petition, and the third for
partial prohibition. What is considered now as the
third part of the Scott Act shall become the
fourth part, and whenever partial prohibition shall
be adopted, the Governor General in Council shall
publish àn order declaring that the third part of the Scott
Act shall be in force in the electoral district where the elec-
tion has been held. The Scott Act was enacLed in order to
consult the public with respect to the traffic in intoxicating
liquors. Some electors believe that total prohibition pro-
motes the cause of temperance, others are in favor of the
license system, while many electors believe that it is un-
wise and unjust to prohibit the sale of beer and wine. By
means of the amendment which I propose, every elector
wil have an opportunity of supporting by his vote a mea-
sure in aceordance with his views.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

SOHOOL OF NAVIGATION AT QUEBEC.

Mr. AMYOT asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to ask Parliament to vote a sum of $1,000 for
the maintenance of a school of navigation at Quebec, and,
if not, what sum do they purpose asking for in that behalf?

Mr. McLELAN. It is not the intention of the Govern-
ment te ask Parliament to vote a sum for a school of navi-
gation, there being other arrangements at present by which
all requiring instruction receive it from the examiner
appointed there.

ESQUIMALT GRAVING DOCK.

Mr. BAKEIR (Victoria) asked, Is it the intention of the
Government to increase the length of the Esquimalt Grav-
ing Dook; if so, to what extent, and will it necesitate a
cessation of work by present contractors ?

Sir HRECTOR LANGEVIN. Arrangments have been
made to lengthen the dock a distance of fftyfeet, and doing
so will not necessitate any cessation of the work. The dock
will be lengthened from 380 to 430 feet. I may tako this
opportunity of saying that in view of the future extensien
of the dock it was at first intended to have an entrance at
the end, and that would take about 50 fet. Weêthought,
however, that as such extension might not be necesaary for
50 or 60 years it would be botter at once to addlhat dis-
tance to the dock itself and leave the question of-newdòcks
for a future generation.

ESQUIMALT GRAVING DOCK-CONSTRUCTION.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria) asked, Is it the intention of the
Government to subetitute granite for sannatone, i» tie
Esquimalt Graving Dock; and if so, by how mach will the
cost be increased ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No change has been made
in substituting granite for sandstone,

TELEGRAPH AND SIGNAL SERVICE IN BRITISH
COLUMBIA.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria) asked, What was the total
revenue from aIl sources of telegraph and signal service in
British Columbia, for the year ending 31st December, 1884,
as also total expenditure on said service for same period ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There will be due from the
1st of January to the 30th June, 1884, 840,372.12; and from
Ist July, to 31st December, 1884, $18,77.05, making a
total revenue of $33,139.17. The expenditure from lst
January to 30th June, 1884, was $21,093.64; and from Ist
July to 3Ist December, $18,469.84, making a total
expenditure of $39,543.48, or an excesof*Oô,5Qof e»pmdi4
ture over revenue.

GOVERNMENT LOANS IN CANADA.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, Whether the
Government have lorrowed any further sums of money
from any banks or persons, in Canada or elsewhere, in
addition to sums borrowed prior to lst of March ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The Government have. That
answers the hon. gentleman's question, and perhape he has
no objection to have a little more information. The Govern.
ment have, since the last return, borrowed $250,000 from the
City and Distriet Savings Bank, making the total amount of
debt from those sources of $12,462,855 at the timae.

LOUIS RIEL.

Mr. CASEY asked, Has Louis Riel been in the employ of
the Government in any capacity at any time during the
past year, or is he now in their employ ? If so, in what
capacity has h. been or is ho employed, and what amount
has been or is teobe paid te him?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Louis Riel has not been in
the employ of the Government in any capacity at any rate
during the past year, nor is ho now in the employ of the
Government.

H. R. PRINGLE.

Mr. CASEY asked, Han H. R Pringle, of Coboirg, been
at any time since the general election of 1882, or i he .now
in the employ of the Government in any capaity ? If so,
what capacity, for what period and what pay or a&owanos
ha he received or is he to receive ?
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Mr. POPE. Mr. Pringle has been employed by the
Government as agent for collecting exhibits for the
Antwerp Exhibition, for a very short time past, and for a
very limited time. When ho is at work his pay is $5 a day,
with $3 for expenses.

Mr. CASEY. For how long?

Mr. POPE. I cannot say, but for a very short time, and
net continually.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Does he collect electoral exhibits ?

Mr. POPE. Of course, I am bound to answer the hon.
gentleman's question. If ho does, they will be consulted.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-CONSTRUCTION TO
INDIAN TOWN.

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

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman will have to make a
motion for the papers.

IMPORTATION OF BEET-ROOT SUGAR.

Mr. VAIL asked, Has an Order in Council been passed
recently permitting the importation of beet-root sugar from
Europe on payment of duty on cost less the drawback, and
how much is the drawback per hundred pounds ?

Mr. BOWELL. Such an order as that reforred to has
been passed so far as it affects raw sugar. The hon. gentle-
man bas not asked from what country the drawback is
paid, and, of course, it is impossible for me to tell him.

Mr. VAIL. From Europe?
Mr. BOWELL. Europe is a very large area, and the

question is too indefinite; if the hon. gentleman means Ger-
many, the drawback is a fraction over 2 cents per pound.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-TA1NGENTS AND
CUIRVES.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What is the number and what the
aggregate length,-(1) Of the tangents of the Canadian
Pacific Railway? (2) Of the curves with the average
curvature ?

Mr. POPE. The number of tangents is 4,739, with an
aggregate length of 1,620 miles. The number of curves is
4,945, with an aggregate length of 900 miles. The hon.
gentleman will see that they do not agree with each other,
and the difference is owing to the fact that there are two
separate compound curves.

Mr. BLAKE. What is the average curvature ?
Mr. POPE. Four degrees. I may say to the hon.

gentleman that I will bring him down the rest of the in-
formation to-morrow.

Mr. BLAKE. Let the question stand.

THE DUTY ON FLOUR.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, Is it the intention
of the Government te increase the duty on fleur this Session ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It bas been the custom of the
Government not te make known their policy with reference
te changes in the tariff until they submit them by resolu-
tion te Parliament, and they see no reason to change their
course on this occasion,

Mr. CAar.

MR. J. W. TRUTCH.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Is Mr. J. W. Trutch the
Government's confidential agent in British Columbia? If
so, how long has ho acted in that capacity and what is his
yearly allowance as such ? Is ho employed as inspecter of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway on behalf of the Govern-
ment ? If so, how long and what is his yearly salary for
such service ? Does he receive a yearly amount from
having once formed part of the Government of British
Columbia? If se, what amount ? What amount does ho
receive from Government for travelling expenses for himself
and also for the parties who accompany him in his travels ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am afraid I must ask the
Ion. gentleman to give notice of this matter. It is such a
long question that I think it would require a long retarn.

Mr. LANDERKIN. This is the second notice I have
given of it.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is a question. I think
the hon. gentleman will have to give a notice of motion.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-EARNINGS AND
WORKING EXPENSES.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What were the earnings and working
expenses of the Intercolonial Railway for February last ?

Mr. POPE. The earnings of the road were $147,294;
the working expenses $159,000. The accounts were net
fully and finally adjusted at the time these figures were
prepared; but I have given the amount as nearly as I
cou!d obtain them.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-POSTAL DELAYS.

Mr. WELDON. I desire to call the attention of the Act-
ing Minister of Railways to the great delay that has
occurred on the Intercolonial Railway. We had no mail
for some days until last evening, when we received four
mails. The mail due to-day has net however arrived.

Mr. POPE. I am informed that a mail came in this
morning.

Mr. WELDON. That mail brought the mails for Thurs-
day, Friday, Saturday and Monday; but to-day's mail is net
on hand.

Mr. POPE. We have had very severe storms indeed on
the road. Every possible exertion las been made te have
the mails carried through promptly, and no time bas been
lest.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-LAND GRANT.

Mr. BLAKE. I desire to renew the following question:
How many acres of their land grant have been finally
accepted and taken over by the Canadian Pacific Railway
Compauy within the Canadian Pacific Railway belt,-
1. Between the first and second principal meridians ;
2. Between the second and third; 3. Between the third and
fourth; 4. Between the fourth and fifth; and also 5. In
southern Manitoba outside the railway bolt; and 6. Else-
where outside the railway belt ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I asked that a return be
prepared. I have been told that I will receive it to-day;
and if se I will lay it on the Table.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Government Notices of Motion
are called, I wish te ask the Government te givethe House
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some further information with respect to the state of
affairs at Prince Albert and the North-West generally, and
with respect to the action of the Government. I feel that full
information is due to the louse with respect to the causes
of this affair, and as to what the Government have done.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The situation stands very
nearly as it did before. There is no information as yet, and
there cannot be very well until to-morrow, of a junction
between the body commanded by Cdmmissioner Colonel
Irvine, and the body at Carlton under Superintendent
Orozier. When those bodies are united they will have a
force of 250 men. There are 100 men of the 90th Regiment
now at Qu'Appelle ready, if nocessary, to proceed from
there in the direction of the South Saskatchewan. They
will be followed by the remainder of the regiment, 200 men,
and half a battery of artillery. Lieutenant-Governor
Dewdney telegraphs me to-day that he has seen the
principal men of the Indians on the reserve near Broad
View. Some reports have been circulated about those
Indians being excited. They were exceedingly indignant
at such charges boing brought against them, and demanded
that they be brought face to face with their accusera. We
have received messages both from Battleford and Edmonton,
and everything is quiet there. I had a telegram from the
Rev. Father Lacombe to-day, and he vouches for
the loyalty of all the Blackfeet Indians at Carlton
and the west. We are quite unaware of the approximate
cause of the half-breed rising under Riel. Riel came
into the country, invitod by them, some time ago.
I believe he came in for the purpose of attempting to extract
money from the public purse, and during this last summer
occasionally there were hints-and more than hints,
intimations-that if we gave him a sum of money-and a
particular sum of five thousand dollars was mentioned-he
would depart in peace. Of course that could not be enter-
tained for a moment, and he as remained there, inciting
the half-breeds, and attempting to aronse the Indians by
stating to them that the country all belonged to them, and
that the whites had no rights whatever. As I stated when I
last was asked the question about the state of affairs there,
it bas been alleged that Riel is exceedingly indignant at
being told that he was an outlaw-that he was not a British
subject-and had no rights there ; but such an intimation,
so far as I can discover, was never made to him in any way
by anybody. He las a great influence over the half-breeds
and some over the Indians. From former occurrences in
the North-West he is considered a sort of martyr in the
cause-a sort of half-breed Mahdi-and they look up to
him with a sort of superstitious regard, and from
that feelino lie is able to act upon these poor
people. I do not beliove there is the slightest danger
from the half-breeds unless they should be joined by the
Indians. If the Indians were brought once into the field
no one coald foresee what the consequence might be,
but I arn exceedingly glad to state to the House
that our information goes to show that the Indians
are quite quiet, and there is no danger their join-
ing with the half-breeds. There are one or two Indians,
whom we know pretty well by name, who are troublesome
men; I had botter not mention names, because all these
things go over the wires-but there is one who las always
been troublesome for years. The hon. member for Both-
well (Mr. Mills) would know his name if I mentioned it.
I asked about him and the answer was,« "It is all bluster
and tobacco." The most influential Indian in the North-
West is Chief Crowfoot, head of the Blackfeet tribe, a
remarkable and very able man, and for his fidelity and loy-
alty I believe there is every guarantee. I am quite sure
that to a great extent if lie were permitted-which of course
we could not permit-he would show by action on his own
part how loyal he is.

94

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has spoken with
reference to the proximate causes; will he say what are
the remote causes of this rising ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The causes of the rising
are what I have expressed. The half-breeds have had a
great many claims, some of them, as I have stated, reason-
able enough, but some of them are not reasonable. The
flouse knows that at the time the arrangement was made
for the settlement of land titles in Manitoba, on the creation
of that Province, a large number of Indians settled on the
Assiniboine and Red River who had got places, localities,
little properties, in possession under the direct sanction,
though perhaps not by any other title, of the Hadson Bay
Company. Those claims were recognised and a certain
luantity of land was appropriated for their satisfaction.

and scrip was issued to those Indians to the value of their
holdings. The haif-breeds scattered over the plains had no
such rights from the Hudson Bay Company or any
one, but as they heard that the half-breeds had received
certain moneys, or money's worth, within the 'Red
River settlement, they claimed that they allhad
the same rights. Among those half-breeds that are at
Prince Albert and along both banks of the Saskatchewan,
there are a number who received their land scrip for
their land on the Red River, who have left Manitoba and
are on the plains beyond the bounds of Manitoba. They
made their claims and they pressed them, thinking they
would not be recognisod again. They pressed their cla·ms
again; they said they were half-breeds, and they tried to
enforce a double claim on their behalf. A great many of
these have been identified and have been refused. , As a
whole the half-breeds have been told that if they desire to
be considered as Indians there are most liberal reserves
that they could go with the others; but that if they desired
to be considered white men they would get 160. acres of
land as homesteads. But they are not satisfied with that;
they want to get land scrip of equal quantity-I think
upwards of 200 acres-and then get as a matter
of course their homesteads as well. Thon there was
some difficulty about the plots on which these
half-breeds had settled along the Saskatchewan. No
man has been disturbed in his settlement, and he has
been told that he would not be disturbed. Sometimes the
half-breeds quarrel amongat themselves, because in the bends
of the rivers one man's claim overlaps another. These
claims have been very difficult to settie. There have been
several reports from different officiais for several years, and
a great many of these have been settled, but some remain
unsettled. Finally there is a commission which we hope
will proceed in the spring, or as soon as possiblo, to settie
the few claims that remain unadjusted.

Mr. BLAKE. When was the commission appointed ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The commissioners were
selected some time ago, but one of the commissioners was
unable to go and resigned, and we have appointod another
only the other day.

Mr. BLAKE. Will the hon. gentleman state what pro-
portion of the volunteer forces, and how many of the
mounted police are there, or on their way to the scene of
action ? I could not well mako eut froin what the hon.
gentleman stated.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are 100 men at
Carlton.

Mr. BLAKE. Mounted police?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes. From the last infor-
mation we have received there are also 40 volunteers from
Prince Albert. There are also upwards of 90 of Irvine's
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men, who are supposed to have effected a junction yesterday
morning with Crozier at Carlton. They have two or three
guns with them. There are besides at Qu'Appelle 50 mounted
police under Superintendent Herchmer, who will go by the
Touchwood Hills on the route which is towards the north,
keeping communications open if any attempt is made to
obstruct them. There were this morning or last night 100
men of the 90th, and they will be joined by 200 men and a
half battery of artillery.

Mr. BLAKE. I just wish to say that I think this subject
calls for further explanation and fuller information, more
particularly as it has been going on for some time past,
than the hon. gentleman has given us, and I think Parlia-
ment ought to be informed of the intentions of the Govern-
ment with reference to calling out the volunteers. I shall
take an opportunity in the course of the day of communi-
cating my views to the Hlouse on that subject in a more
formal manner.

TRANSLATION OF THE DEBATES.

Mr. MASSUE. (Translation.) Before the Order of the
Day is called, I desire to call the attention of the Government
and of the Debates Committee to the fact that the French
translation of the Debates is not distributed with all possible
promptness. Nevertheless, if I am well informed, there are
over 200 pages 1of copy which have been delivered to the
printers but which have not yet been published.

Mr. BÉCHARD. (Translation.) As a member of the
Committee on the Debates, I may tell the hon. member that
if the distribution of the French copy is not made to his
satisfaction, the delay must not be ascribed to the French
Translators, for I have been informed within a few days that
the translation keops about on a par with the publication of
the Debates of the House, and from the information I have
received, it appears that the translation remains for a long
tme in the hands of the printer, which is the cause of the
delay complained of by the hon. member.

Mr. MASSUE. (Translation.) The hon. member is only
corroborating my statement, but I should like to have
further particulars on the subject.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). What the hon. gentleman has
said is quite true, that the cause of the delay in the French
copy of the Bansard is in no way due to the translators. I
believe Parliament has no officers more efficient, or more
active and zealous in the performance of their work, than
the staff of French translators as at present constituted, and
especially the chief of that body, who seems to devote him-
self zealously to the work lie bas in hand. As evidence of
that, I may say that the report of last Monday's debate is
already translated. But unfortunately the printers have
been terribly behind this Session. There are 240 pages of
matter in connection with the Hansard at present in the
hands of the printers untouched ; and besides the Bansard,
I believe 1 am right in saying that a Bill, which was in the
hands of the hon. member for West Huron (Mr. 0amoren),
was translated and sent to the printers on the 6th of Feb-
ruary, and was not touched by them for nearly a month
afterwards, the opportunity of proceeding with the Bill was
thus delayed. Under the contract, the printers are liable
to a penalty for delays of this kind, and I suppose that
when the Committee meet they will take up the matter in
the light of that contract, and perhaps make a recommenda-
tion to the House to enfore the penalty.

THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY PROPOSALS.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders are called, I fwould
invite the attention of the Government to the condition of
things with reference to the Canadian Pacifie Railway 00m-

Sir JoHN A. MAcDoNALD.

pany's proposals. I had a question on the paper, which was
answered last Monday by the Ion. leader of the Govern-
ment to the effect that on the Thursday preceding the
Canadian Pacifie IRailway Company had made certain pro-
posals to the Government, and that they had been on Satur-
day considered and not accepted by the Government. I had
asked in my enquiry whether the papers could be laid on
the Table. The hon. gentleman said they would, but that
there might be another application. Now, I do not know
whether there will 'be another application or not; we do
know that this matter has been in the air since before the
beginning of the Session, that the company has made appli-
cation to the Government, Parliament being in full Session,
for assistance, and that the Government has not acceded.
My idea is that Parliament ought to have ihat proposal,
with the answer of the Government to it; there is no rea-
son for delay; if there is another, we can get it when it
comes; but we should have this one without delay. We
know that there are various rumors in connection with it ;
the Ministerial organs give different accounts of what it is;
but, in some way, either through the Government, the com-
pany, or the officials, I cannot tell how, vague, inaccurate
accounts get out as to what the proposai of the company is.
It is of deep interest for Parliament and the country to know
what this is, and therefore the hon. gentleman should at
once lay on the Table the proposal of the company with the
answer of the Administration.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I differ altogether from
the hon. gentleman. The Government are charged with
the administration of affairs in the confidence of Parliament
and select their own time and their own way of submitting
matters to Parliament. The other day when the hon.
gentleman asked if there had been applications made, I said
there bad been on Thursday, and that they had been
considered on Saturday, and had not been accepted. The
hon. gentleman asked if papers would be brought down; I
said yes, but there might be other applications. When I
stated that the application had not been accepted, I did not
say it had been rejected. I may say here that some portions
of the application were worthy of consideration and are now
under consideration, and until the full consideration of the
matter is given, I think it is highly expedient in the public
interest to bring down an imperfect correspondence.

ENQUIRIES FOR RE FURNS.

Mr. BLAKE. Amongst some returns which bave been
ordered by resolution of the House in connection with the
Canadian Pacific Railway are the profiles of the line; and
they were to be ready, I think, on the 15th day after the
oomnencement of the Session. The only profiles brought
down are the profiles of a small section in British Columbia.
The other profiles have not been brought down this year as
yet. It is of great consequence that we should bave them,
and I trust they will not be further delayed. I am sorry
to!say that when they do come down they come in a very
imperfect condition. They are copied on tracing paper or
linen, and the scale or the ruled lines to enable one to judge
of the work done in the intervening period are not given,
so that one ean only approximate. There appear to be
other defects in the profiles brought down; but; defective
as they are, we ought to have them, and I hope they will
be brought down at once. I may also say that several
motions have been made for tables of the grades
and curves of the railway. We have not received
any ot these tables yet. The hon, gentleman will

nd that, as far back as 1878, in the report of Mr.
Mareus Smith of the proposed route of the Canadian
Pacifie IRailway through British Columbia, there were
tables of gradients which gave the gradients of different
characters and the ruling gradients and the average grades
of each description, so that we could get an intelligible
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understanding of what the road really was. I moved for
those for years ; they have been ordered for years, but not
one as yet has come down. I have been this Session under
great difficulties endeavoring to extract from the profiles,
which are imperfect, that information which ought to have
been given to us, and which, during my hon. friend's (Mr.
Mackenzie) Administration, was submitted to Parliament
even in advance of construction. The lino I am now speak-
ing of is a line actually located and which has been almost
entirely constructed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will see the Minister
of Railways about it at once and endeavor to obtain the
papers.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

House resumed adjourned debate on motion of Sir Leonard
Tilloy to go again into Committee of Ways and Means.

Mr. HESSON. If hon. gentlemen on this side have
to crave the indulgence of the House while they take into
consideration the question now before us and the debate on
the tariff is thus prolonged, the responsibility rests with
hon, gentlemen opposite; because, so far as the case of the
Government is concerned, it might fairly have been allowed
to rest on the excellent speech of the Finance Minister.
That bis statements should have been attacked continuously,
as they have been, is not only a surprise to this House, but
a surprise to the intelligence of every elector. I would not
crave the indulgence of the House for a few moments did 1
not feel it necessary, were not the duty forced on me, as it
is on other hon. mombers on this side, to answer the unfair
statements in many cases, and the nnfair manner in which
the question before us is discussed by lion. gentlemen oppo-
site. I have had the pleasure of listening to several Budget
speeches from the Finance Minister, and I must honestly
say, considering all the circumstances of the country, con-
sidering the state of affairs that exist the world over, in
Europe, in the United States, and in this country, every
Canadian onght to feel satisfied that the hon. gentleman
was able to present to this House a case so strong
and so satisfactory as the one le presented.
Hon. gentlemen opposite are not disposed to accept the ver-
dict of the people on the question; they have to be con-
vinced over and over again; and it falls to the lot of hon.
gentlemen on this side to re assert, to re-affirm, to re-hash,
if I may use the term, what has been said over and over
again on every hustings, in every newspaper in Canada,
since the introduction of the National Policy down to the
present time. That we are still obliged to repeat what has
been said so often does not show great intelligence on the
part of hon. gentlemen opposite. They are unwilling to
accept the verdict of the people-; there is not an elector in
Canada who has not expressed his opinion on the policy of
the Government, and if the majority is to rule in this coun-
try what have hon. gentlemen opposite to say ? What has
been the answer of the electors to hon.gentlemen opposite ?
Not only did the electors give a decided answer in 1878
against the policy of the late Government, but even during
the period when the late Government was in power, the
people took every opportunity of showing their want
of confidence in the policy cf that Administration. Not
a constituency was opened but was wrested from them.
Every constituencey, I might almost say, was taken from
them, year by year, as they were opened and the people had
an opportunity of expressing their opinion. What was the
fate of the late Government from the day they took office to
the day they fel, 17th September, 1878 ? It was one con-
tinuous series of disasters, as constituency after constituency
was thrown open. From the day my hon. friend, the
Premier, and the little party thon in Opposi&ion propounded
the policy which has since recoived the unanimous endorsa-

tion of the people-a policy which hon. gentlemen opposite
did not dare to propound-the people have shown on every
occasion their approval of my hon. friend's course. What
was his policy? He was prepared to nail bis colors to the
mast and to stand or fall by the policy of protection to
Canadian industries. His policy was Canada for the Cana-
diane, and whon we went to the country in 1878 the response
which the people gave was a glorious victory for my right
hon. friend, and a most crushing defeat to hon. gentlemen
opposite. Since thon, day by day, and year by year, the
answer of the people has been continuous and strong in
favor of the National Policy, an answer so unmistakable
that it requires no effort on our part to show what is the
real sentiment of the people on this great question.
To-day the Government are as strong in the hearts of the
people as they were when returned to office in 1878. This
is shown by the fact that, as each opportunity has arisen,
the people have shown their continued support of the
present Government. Hon. gentlemen opposite claimed
that the Government had obtained a snap verdict, and con-
tended that if opportunity were given the people they would
reverse their verdict of 1878. Well, in 1882, that oppor.
tunity was given, and this Government was returned with a
stronger majority than it previously enjoyed, showing con-
clusively that their policy had not lost any ground in the
minds of the people, but on the contrary had gained in
strength since its inauguration. Since thon we have had
several bye elections, and on each occasion the same
approval of the people was manifested, and yet hon. gentle-
men opposite will rise here and denounce the policy of
the Government, charge the Government with ail sorts of
extravagance, I might almost say with corruption in high
places. The people, however had a bitter lesson and will
no longer trust hon, gentlemen opposite. They tried them
once but found thom wanting and are determined that we
shall not see a revival of that brief period when the late
Administration was in offce, a period which was the saddest
which the people of Canada witnessed since Confederation.
In vain hon, gentlemen on this side endeavor to make this
question clear to hon. gentlemen opposite. They will not
learn: they have eyes and will not see and ears and will
not heari The electors have spoken to them; the verdict
of the people is that the National Policy is as strong in
their hearts to-day as ever it was, yet hon. gentlemen oppo-
site refuse to accept that verdict. I would ask hon. gentle-
men to take into consideration this fact. If the policy of
the Government which has been in operation the last six
years were injurious to the people would we not see this
Table loaded down with petitions from the electors of Can-
ada asking the' Government to change its policy?
Has a single petition been presented to this House, asking
hon. members to reconsider the policy of the Government
or te change it in one iota? No, on the contrary, what do
we witness ? We witness this fact that, if we have been
called upon to change anything of that policy, it has been
to lengthen our cords and strengthen our stakes, and here
and there we may be called upon to increase the protection,
if it is feund to be necessary in the interests of the struggling
industries of Canada. That is the kind of application that
has been made to the Government, not to relax in one single
iota, but to pursue that poliey and, if they have not gone
sufficiently far, to go somewhat further stîll. Now, I propose
for a few moments te direct my attention to the hon.
member for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen). He chose
the other evening to make certain statements, which I should
have preferred anewering there and thon. My hon. friend
very properly refused to be interrupted. I will not complain
of that. Very often it is very unpleasant indeed, but it
frequently occurs to me that it would be much more proper
to the subject to answer there and thon to a question
that' might be suggested by any member of the House
who is looking for information or asking for an opinion.
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My hon. friend on that occasion referred to the
industry of cheese. He wanted to know what
the Government had done for the cheese industry of Canada,
what protection they had given to it. The hon. gentleman
dared not deny that it was a great success in Canada. He
did not undertake to deny that, but he asked what had the
Government done to protect the cheese industry of Canada.
I can tell the hon. gentleman that this very same party that
is now responsible for the legislation of this country, when
in power before they fell in 1873, introduced that policy of
protection and protected the cheese industry of Canada 3
cents a pound. I will ask the hon. gentleman if he dare go
into his constituency or put his foot on a platform in my
constituency and ask the electors of that county or of bis
own county to withdraw that protection to the dheese of
Canada. I will ask, if that single industry bas prospered
with a duty of 3 cents a pound, whether it is not possible
that other industries might prosper with a similar protec-
tion. If my hon. friend cannot see it, I am perfectly certain
the farmers of Canada can see it to-day. Is my hon. friend
afraid of a monopoly in the cheese industry ? Well, I
should say that there is not a single farmer in Canada but
would like to see those monopolies very much increased.
My hon. friend grew very warm, too, over the proposed
resolutions of my hon. friend the Minister of Finance, when
he proposed to put a further tax upon winceys. Why, he
said, it enters into the use and consumption of every poor
family in the country, and the Minister dares to tax
the poor man's fabric, to charge upon it a heavier duty.
My hon. friend is in trade. He knows the value of winceys
to-day, he knows that the duty was increased upon them
long ago, and he knows that the prices have been very
much reduced. I have been half a life in trade myself-
over 30 years-and I never handled goods so cbeap in all
classes that my hon. friend has been dealing in, and that I
myself deal in, and amongst them all I never handled any
that show the reduction so much as cottons.and winceys.
If my hon. friend is giving us a botter quality at a lower
price, if he does not impose higher charges upon these
goods which enter into the consumption of every household
in the country, thon why should the Government be chargod
with taxing the poor man's family for what they wear? I
give that answer to the bon. gentleman, and he knows that
he dares not rise in his place and say that he does not get
as good and even a better value than ever before in these
lines of goods. My hon. friend, and a great many others
on that side of the flouse as well as himself, referred in
former Sessions of this House to the duty that was imposed
on the farmer's implements of the North-West. The sym-
pathy of those gentlemen was so gredt that one would
have supposed that they, and not the gentlemen who lead
the Government, should have been trusted with the
destinies of that great country. We know how sympa-
thetic they became, how thoy appealed to the Government
in reference to the heavy rate of taxation they were impos-
ing upon the agricultural implements of that Province.
What are the facts ? The hon. gentleman's whole course
is changed to-day, and it turns out that it was not with the
poor struggling settlers of that country that he was in sym-
pathy, but with the manufacturers, who were to be the
bloated aristocrats under the National Policy. Yes, the
hon. gentleman dared to stand up and changed the whole
of his past record in the House, and other gentlemen oppo.
site spoke in the same direction and changed all their refer-
onces to the high taxation imposed upon the people of that
country, and turned round and sympathised with the
unfortunate manufacturers. Did not my hon. friend say
that the price of farming implements sent into that coun-
try was 50 per cent. lower than the manufacturers could
afford to sell them for, that they were selling them for 50
cents on the dollar, that ho knew manufacturers who had
hundreds and thousands of implements they would be glad
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to sell at 50 cents on the dollar ? Where is his sympathy
now for the poor struggling settler of the North-West ?
Has the price of implements increased ? Did not the Gov-
ernment and other hon. gentlemen on this side of the
House reiterate again and again to the gentlemen that, if you
encouraged home production, you would create competition
so keen and close that the prices would be reduced, and that
the articles would not necessarily cost more to the farmers ?
Experience has verified the statements made on this side of
the House at that tirme, but my hon. friend's visions of those
days will lack verification, and be will find it by-and-bye
necessary to change bis tune once more, and to say that
neither the manufacturers nor the farmers of that country
are to be sympathised with or commiserated. The hon.
gentleman referred to some photographic pamphlets, some
literature for immigration purposes that he pointed out had
been adorned with the photographs of the bon. Ministers.
Possibly the hon. member bad in mind a little pamphlet
that was once circulated by in hon. gentleman on that side
of the louse, baving in view, I presume, the settlement of
a Province different from that of Manitoba and the North-
West-the Province of Kansas. The hon. gentleman will
recognize the leader of his own party in that pamphlet.

Mr. MILLS. Printed at the Mail office.
Mr. IIESSON. It was printed as a business speculation,

because gentlemen on that side of the House left themselves
open thon as they do now to be quoted by the American
press and by the American speculators of railway and other
land corporations, it was because they were always eo
unwise to leave themselves open in that direction that they
had that sort of documents beld up to them. The bon.
gentleman waxed warm on that point, and said the photo-
graphs of Ministers adorned the pamphlets for circulation
in the old county, and the result would probably be to
induce such enormous immigration into this country that
there would be nothing but starvation for the people of
Canada. I think I can discover a remedy for that. Let
the hon. gentlemen opposite issue a pamphlet and adorn it
with the photograph of my hon. friend from North Wel-
lington, and you will not have the people of the old
country, if they attach any value to the utterances
in the pamphlet, coming to this country, and seo
there will be no danger of starvation in conse-
quence of over-immigration. My hon. friend referred
to the enormous reduction in the United States debt.
Now it is undoubtedly satisfactory, not only to this House
but to the country and to the world, to know that the
national debt of the United States has very largely
decreased; and I trust the time may come in our country
when we shall have reached a position, not only in pros-
perity and in general development, but in the settlement
of the country as well, when we may also be enabled to
point to a large reduction in our national debt. My hon.
friend has referred to the fact that the reduction of the
national debt of the United States since 1878 has been over
$425,000,000. Well, Sir, that is perfectly true. But when
ho was making the statement did the hon. gentleman forget
that this state of things in the United States was only
brought about by paying great attention to the industries of
that country ? Did my hon. friend forget altogether that
he was talking about a country that was not blessed with
free trade doctrines, or with philosophers such as my hon.
friend and those associated with him on that side of the
flouse ? Did he forget that they had a policy of protection
which, as compared with our own, I may safely say, is
intensified three-fold ? Had the hon. gentleman forgotten
that in the history of that country, and until a very recent
period, not even a bottle of patent medicine could be put,
up, nor a box of matches laid upon the shelf
of a bouseholder, without the Government stamp upon
it? Did my hon. friend forget that they imposed
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a very much higher rate of duty on every article that was
permitted to come into that country than we do. Now if it
is owing to a policy of this kind that the national debt of
the United States has been so greatly diminished, may we
not fairly infer that it is possible for us also, in pursuing
the policy this Government has been pursuing since it came
into power, to arrive at such a state of things as that we
may also be enabled to reduce our national indebtedness
to a large extent ? So much for the remarks of the hon.
member for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen). Now I
desire to pay some attention to the speech that was made
by the hon. member for North Ontario (Mr. Cockburn).
My hon, fr'end became very eloquent the other day upon
the injustice we were doing to Great Britain by imposing
such a high rate of duty upon the imports from that
country. He did not take the trouble, however, to go into
the figures4 That would have beon a dangerous operation
for him ; but ho drew my attention to the fact that on
another occasion when this question was under discussion
in this House, I had taken the trouble to investigate it
somewhat. Now if there is a party in this country specially
desirous of remaining attached to Great Britain I think the
Conservative party may fairly claim to stand pre-
eminently in that position, and any policy that would
operate in favor of the United States as against Great
Britain would not receive, and could not receive,
the endorsation of hon. gentlemen on this side of the House.
Now, Sir, I took the trouble to look into the Trade and
Navigation Returns for a few years past, and I find that in
1873 the imports from Great Britain amounted to $68,522,-
776. Mr. Speaker, that was the year the Conservative
party went out of power, and that was the last year that the
imports from Great Britain reached such enormous figure.
Our hon. friends opposite came into power, and whilst the
total imports of the country did not decline, I challenge hon.
gentlemen opposite to show that there was not a decline in
the import from Great Britain. Why, Sir, they went down
by leaps and bounds until the year they left power in 1878,
when the imports from Great Britain had decreased until
they amounted to only 837,091,596, as against $68,522,776
in the year when the Conservative party went out of power.
Now, what was the state of our trade with the United States
during the term those hon. gentlemen were in power ? Did
it also decline, or did it decline in the same proportion ? If
they will investigate those returns carefully, as I have doue,
they will find that it did not decline, but on the contrary, it
increased to a very considerable extent. Now, Mr. Speaker,
a question occurs to me here-what length of time would it
have required, if that party had remained in power, for our
imports from Great Britain to have disappeared altogether,
if they had kept on declining in the same ratio ? It is very
easy matter to make the calculation. It would have required
but about six short years, if the decline had kept on in the
same ratio, for every dollar's worth of imports from that
country to have ceased to appear in Trade and Navigation
Returns. Now, Mr. Speaker, as to the 5mposition of a
heavier duty upon imports from Great Britain, allow me to
say this: I have taken up the Trade and Navigation Returns,
and they exhibit this fact, that the imports from the United
States from 1874 to 1878 amounted to $251,107,385 ; and
the Reform party who were in power at that time collected
duties on that sum to the amount of 820,894,657. Now, Mr.
Speaker, what is the comparison between that state of
things and the state of things existing under the Administra-
tion of my right hon. friend, the leader of the
present Government ? I will take the years from
1880 to 1884. I leave out 1879 for the reason
that the policy of the Government had not really began to
take effect during that year and it would not be fair to take
that year into account in the comparison. But I find that
during this Administration from 1880 to 1884, the total
imports from the United States amounted to $217,865,271,

and upon this amount the Conservative Government col-
lected a duty of no less than $32,839,809, as against the
$20,894,657 collected by the Reform Government on a very
much larger amount of imports. Now, Sir, I think that
answers pretty well the statements of the bon. gentleman
from North Ontario. If my hon. friend is as clever as I
give bim credit for being, I think ho will be able to see
that what he stated bere does not bear upon it the stamp
of truth. It is clear, Sir, in this statement I have made,
that upon 833,000,000 less imports from the United States
we have collected about $ 12,000,000 more duty. That is
the answer. I might, in order to do justice to that state of
things, also point to this fact: that during the Administra-
tion of the Reform party the total amount of raw cotton
imported into this country, from 1874 to 1878, was only
25,641,459 lb.-that of course was free-whilst during this
Administration for a like period, from 1878 to 1882,
there were imported 94,038,219 lbs., or a difference
in favor of this Administration of 68,397,76.0 Ibs.
When that fact is taken into consideration as being
a part of the total imports of production under the
Conservative Administration, and as the policy of this and
of the last Administration was that that being a raw pro-
duet and not coming into competition with any product in
Canada, and it being required in order to carry on the
manufacturing industries of this country, it had to be admit-
ted free under the policy of both Governments-you find on
the goods imported from Great Britain nothing like so high
a proportionate duty has been imposed as on goods imported
from the United States under the régime of this Government.
While on the question of imports I might as well doal with
the question talked of on both sides of the Iouse and referred
to particularly by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton), that of the balance of trade. The balance of
trade has been a dangerous question for hon. gentlemen
opposite; and let me point out this, that is policy of the
Reform party is-and I have heard it stated on every
platform where I bave had the pleasure of being
present,-that the prosperity of a country is best
advanced by importing larger quantities of goods
than the country exports, and that such a state of
things is an evidonce of the growth and prosperity of the
people. It is all very well if the exports keep pace with
imports; it is far botter if the exports exceed them; and it
should be the policy of a Government to endeavor to equa-
lise and balance those trades. We have evidence on the
other side of the border that, by the trade policy the
United States has pursued, they have been enabled during
a number of years past to annually pile up the balance in
favor of exports and against imports, and it is surely the
best evidence and the clearest indication of a country becom-
ing wealthy, where a country is a producing and exporting
country, that the balance of trade is in favor of their exports.
Do hon. gentlemen recognise the fact that the imports being
in excess of the exports and the balance being against the
country, it is in a dangerous condition ? Does it not occur
to hon. gentlemen that it is much botter for the balance
to be on the side of exports rather than on the side
of imports ? Let us see what the state of things was
under hon. gentlemen opposite. From 1873 to 1878 the
total imports was of the value of $529,256,154; exporte for
the same period, $403,403,402, a difference against Canada
of 8125,752,782. It would occur to any sensi ble person, I
think, that the difference had to be paid for in some way,
either that we owed it or it was settled by failures; and it
appears to me that that was a very dangerous state of
affairs. A great difference exists between a country like
Great Britain, which bas imports of gold and interest
accruing from her loans, and great wealth and prosperity,
and a country like our own, which is a borrower and an
exporter of gold, and is continually required to pay interest
on our loans and our liabilities for foreign pur-
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chases. It would not be a fair or reasonable argu-
ment for hon. gentlemen to use in favor of an
excess of imports, that in the case of Great Britain.
her imports were greater than her exporta, because
they are large consumers and not producers in the sense of
producers of a food supply and of raw material. To com-
pare that state of things with the position in a new country
like Canada is not only unfair but unjust. Dividing that
difference of $125,752,782 by the five years, we obtain a
sum of $25,150,556 as the excess of imports over exporte
annually during those five years. Hon. gentlemen say we
had failures in crops during that period. Grant for the sake
of argument that we had one or two short harvests,
although I will not admit it and am prepared to prove that it
is not correct. Were they shorter than the harvest of 1883,
or were they as bad ? Let hon. gentlemen refer to the
Trade and Navigation Returns, and they will find I am
within the mark wben I say we did not export one
million dollars worth of wheat from the country in that
year. Let us take the period from 1879 to 1884 when this
party came into power and the present leader took the
responsibilities of Government on his shoulders. During
those five years we imported goods to the value of
8587,702,151, and the value of our exporte -%as $518,323,039,
the difference being $39,379,112, and dividing it by six
leaves an average of $6,563,171 per annum. Compare that
with the operations of that extraordinary policy pursued by
the party now in Opposition and let the people of Canada
judge; and if they can believe that, under the policy pur-
sued by hon. gentleman opposite, they can become wealthy,
then 1 wonder the people have not placed them in power
before this. I now corne to a very important part of the
importe from 1874 to 1878. Hon. gentleman opposite may
be charged with this folly, that they permitted goods to
the value of no less than $ 182,307,627 to come in duty free.
They may say that this was a wise policy, and one which
the people supported. I deny it. The public verdict was
given on that policy in 1878. The farmers and
manufacturers of Canada demanded a different policy, and
I regret that hon. gentlemen on the other side of the House
have not yet learned to aecept the verdict of the people but
will follow their own theories and fallacies. Let us investi-
gate that amount of $182,000,000 of free importe and see of
what it is composed. During those five years, I repeat,
goods to the value of $ 182,207,657 were admitted free, and
those were for home consumption (I have been careful
about that) and were largely composed of items that were
being produced in this country by the hardest working
part of our population. Let me give the House some idea
of what those articles were. Will the House believe that
the party in Opposition to-day were so fally committed to
their foolish policy as to permit wheat to the value of $33,-
995,349 to come in duty free. Did that mean nothing to the
farmers of Canada? Was that of no importance to the peo-
ple? Did we require that wheat? Not at all; and I am talk-
ing only of that which was imported for home consumption.
That, Sir, was the amount which they have allowed to
come in free in five years. We will take the item of flour,
not only a product of the farm, but a product of the manu-
factory, a product of the mill, and what do we find that
their folly led them to do ? It led them to allow $12,388,485
worth of that product to corne in free; of corn and meal
there was $15,285,929 came in fret>; of all other graine
there were $3,429,064-making a total of $65,098,827 of
products of the farm which came into this country in those
five years, and which muet to that extent have driven out
the products of our own farmers. Is that giving the people
of Canada their home market? le that the policy which
hon. gentlemen opposite would follow to-morrow if they
came into power-to give up their home market to their
near neighbors and allow our own people to be driven out
of their own market to a foreign market, and take their
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chances there at whatever prices they might get ? I was
always led to believe that the home market was the best
market, and the people of Canada, the farmers and laborers
of Canada, believe to-day it is the best market. They
believe that it is better that they should find employment
at home and a market at home for the products of their
labor. Now, Sir, it is only fair to hon. gentlemen opposite
to compare this showing of the actions of their Govern-
ment with the condition of things under the present
Government. I take the years 1880 to 1884, leaving out
1879 for the reason I have already stated, that the National
Policy had not begun in that year to have its proper effect.
In those five years, of the goods I have enumerated,
there were only $14,836,685 worth imported, against
their sixty-five millions. Take also into consideration the
fact that those fourteen million dollars worth of goods were
not admitted free, but that we imposed on them a duty of
$1,884,958. Under these circumstances I think I have
given an answer to the hon. gentlemen on the question of
why the industries of Canada were in an urfortunate and
unprosperous condition when they were in power, and why
the people cried out with a loud voice, and with almost one
accord, " Give us a change of policy." It is only neceesary
to show that we excluded $50,212,142 worth of those very
products whieh came in competition with the honest farmers
of Canada, or an average of over $10,000,000 a year to show
why the farmers of Canada are in favor of the present
policy. It was only taking a leaf from the chapter of hon.
gentlemen opposite, or at all events a chapter from the
history of the Opposition party, when they advised the
Lower Provinces that they shoulI trade with their Ameri-
can neighbors because they were nearer to them. Is
that what we expected from the Confederation when
we entered in 1867 ? Is that the policy which
we supposed the Federal Parliament of Canada
would adopt ? I am glad to say tbat even
from the Eastern Provinces comes the cry for more
of that inter-provincial trade. What was the object of
the investigation of that committee which was appointed in
this louse but a year ago, headed, I believe, by an hon.
gentleman from the Lower Provinces, Mr. Paint? Was not
the object of that committee, if possible, to encourage and
foster that inter-provincial trade to a greater extent ? The
policy of the Reform party would be to do away with all that
and to trade with our neighbors. I say, first give us con-
trol of our own markets; put us on an equal footing with
our neighbors, and then we are free to say to them on equal
terme that we will open our markets to them when they
open their markets to us. The policy of the Reform party
never would have given us access to the American markets
and never will; we cannot ask them to open their doors to
us unless we have something to give them in return for
what we ask. I muet ask the indulgence of the House for
a few momonts while I speak on this question, and put
some facts on record, so that it may be known to the people
of Canada what the importe of these farm products were
from the United States for home use during the paQt year.
They were as follows:-

1884.
Barley.................. $ 13,168
Beans. . ........ 29,820
Corn ..... ............ 1,277,131
Oats . ...................... 27,751
Wheat.. ................ 292,033
Flour. ................... 2,439,999
Mill feed...... ........ .... ......... 292,033
All other grain..................... 168,750

Totals ............... $4,529,685

Duty.
$ 4,214

2,317
171,772

4,458
44,799

265,591
51,455
16,511

$511,120

I aak the hon. gentlemen opposite if the farmers of Canada
are any worse by that duty being imposed and coilected ?
I ask them if the price of grain has been so enhanced by it
that poor men have not been able to buy the wherewithal to
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live ? I ask them if they should come into power to-morrow
would they dare to take off that duty ? I ask them if they
would not find it necessary te carry out the wishes of the
people by imposing that duty and carry out this policy ?
Then I say it would be much more honorable te these gentle-
men to have ceased this discussion long ago, and accept the
position that they would net and dare not remove that duty
if they were on this side of the House. I see the hon. mem-
ber for Digby (Mr. Vail) is now in his place. In the course
of the eloquent and able address which he made the other
day he told us that this policy had destroyed the West
Indian trade. I made a note of this statement at the time
because I thought it somewhat a strange statement to be made
by an hon. gentleman living down by the sea, one who hap-
pens to be in a position to know that his statement was not
absolutely correct, if he had only taken the trouble to enquire.
I had the Trade and Navigation Returns before me and I
ventured to attempt to point out at the time that the hon.
gentleman was wrong, but I was called to order by the
Speaker, though I think then was the proper time to point
out that the hon. gentleman was making a mistake. 1 have
taken the trouble to look into the question, and I find that
from 1874 to 1878 the total imports from the West Indies
were $8,394,908. I looked at the items which compose this
total and I found that wnon the Conservative party went
out of power the imports from those islands were something
more than $2,000,000 a year, and I found that the policy of
hon. gentlemen opposite was such that it gradually declined
year after ycar, until the last year they were in power it
was but a fraction over $1,000,000. Again the Conservative
party came into power, and what is the result of their
policy? I will bhow you exactly what change took
place. I find that the imports from the West Indies
from 1880 to 1884, were no less than $18,759,862,or an increase over their period of $10,354,854; an
increase in the five years under the present Government
over the five years under their predecessors of $10,354,854
in our imports from that country. Now, Sir, amongst all
the countries the hon. gentleman referred to, he could not
have made a more unfortunate selection than the West
Indies to show that our foreign trade has been destroyed
by the policy of this Government. On that very question,we may go further and consider the condition of our trade
with other countries. We believe that the country knows
that the policy of this Government has increased our trade
with other countries, and has prevented the Americans from
being the middlemen to supply us with the products of
foreign countries, as was formerly the case. I find that in
the five years from 1874 to 1878, our total imports from
Belgium wore $1,440,330; we increased them te 61,939,687
from 1880 te 1884, or an increase of $199,356. The same
increase will be found in our trade with South America.
During the five years preceding the departure of hon. gen-
tlemen opposite from power, there was $1,060,297 imported
direct from South America; we have improved that to the
extent of $5,283,377, or an increase in our five years of
$4,177,080. From France we imported during the five years
of hon. gentlemen opposite $8,480,410, and during our five
years, $8,830,850, or an increase of $350,450. From Germany
we imported during their five years, $2,957,847, which we
improved during our five years to the extent of 66,648,986,an increase of $3,691,139. Now, Sir, what do we find with
regard to our trade with China ? During the five years
term of hon. gentlemen opposite, our direct importe from
China were $3,633,453; during this Government's five
years, from 1880 to 1884, they were $7,588,742, an inerease
of *3,956,289. Then, Sir, come to little Switzerland, and
we find that our imports from that country have increased
from $440,214 in their five years to $1,082,527 in the five c
years under the Conservative régime. And with regard to j
the little country Italy, what do we find ? That the importa
were $213,015 during their term of five years, and that we s

improved them to the extent of $821,109 during our five
years, an increase of $608,094. Taking our importa from
all of these countries and other countries, including thoea
from the West Indies, we find that we have increased our
foreign trade during the five years of Conservative Govern-
ment over the five years of the Government of hon. gentle.
men opposite to the extent of no less than 826,286,269.
Now, I give that as an answer te my hon. friend oppo-
site and those who sit bohind him, and I think it
Ought to satisfy them that on that ground at
least they have no reason to find fault with
the policy of the Government. Now, Sir, the lon. mem-
ber for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), the hon. member for
West Elgin (Mr. Casey), and I may almost say every gentle.
man on that side of the House who spoke, declared that the
agriculturists of Canada had net obtained the slightest ad-
vantage from the poliey of the Government. Both the
lon. member for North Norfolk and the hon. member for
West Elgin dwelt very strongly on this point, and endea-
vored te show by columns of figures, which are placed on
record in the Iansard, that the farmers of Canada had suf-
fered rather than improved their condition in consequence
of this policy. Let me read what the hon. menber for
North Norfolk said on that subject ;

" As to agricultural productions, it will be found, upon comparison,
that never yet, since 1879 has the imposition of grain duties cinferred

" on the farmers of this country any advantage whatever."
00 ges on further to say:

e have had a tariff which was to afford the farmers of this country
protection, and the very utmost claim the hon. gentleman has ever
made with regard to the benefit the farmprs derived from that tarif' was
made two Sessions ago, that pozsibly the farmers were receiving 3 cents
per bushel more for wheat than they would if there had been no duîties.
That is the very utmost advantage that theyever claimed from the oper-
ations of the grain duties."
Now, Sir, I am prepared te take up that challenge. I am
prepared te prove that lon. gentlemen opposite were
wrong years ago when they declared that the National
Policy would not have a beneficial effect on the products of
the farmers, and that they are wrong to day. They learn
nothing, and so gentlemen on this side are compelled te get
up again and again and reaffirm what has been or ought te
have been established long as a well founded fact. Sir, I
have undertaken to go through the reports of the markets
of the country for years back-not the Conservative reports,
but those in the Globe, the author, I might almost claim, if
not the finisher, of that party-and what has been the
course of prices during those years ? If bon. gentlemen
dispute any single figure I will simply refer thein te that
paper, whieh I believe reports the market prices from day
to day as faithfully as any other; although if there was a
single point it could make against the policy of the Conser-
vative party, it would no doubt make it in the interest of
its own party. The hon. member for West Elgin made a
similar comparison of quotations the other day in order to
show what the effect of the National Policy ought te be on
the rice of wheat. I take the market prices at Toronto
and Oswego in December of each year, and compare them
for two periods of years, and what do we find ? In 1874 the
price of wheat in Toronto was 94 ets., and in Oswego $1.36,
or 43 ets. in favor of Oswego; in 1875 the price in Toronto
was 96 cts., and the price in Oswego $1.55, or 59 ets. in favor
of Oswego; in 1876 the price in Toronto was $1.28, and in
Oswego $1.50, or 32 cents in favor of Oswego ; in 1877 the
price in Toronto was $1.25, and in Oswego $1.45, or 20
cents in favor of Oswego; in_, 1878, the last year of that
period, the price in Toronto was 85 cents, and in Oswego
$1.09, or 24 cents in favor of Oswego. Now, if we strike
an average for that'period, we have.as the average price in
roronto $1.05j, and in Oswego $1.39, or 33J cents in favor
f Oswego market during the period the party of hon.
gentlemen opposite were in power, as against the Toronto
narket. Now, I come te the period during which the Con-
ervative policy was in operation. On the adoption of that
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policy we expected that there would be a change, but not
te the extent of the duty of 15 cents a bushel imposed on
wheat. It was never claimed by the leaders of the Conser-
vative party that the people of Canada were going to get
the full benefit of all that protection, but it was claimed
that it would give them the home market; and if it was
sufficient to shut out the foreign products that came into
competition with the products of the farmers of
this country, it was sufficient for our purpose.
Then, if we did not get the whole 15 cents duty imposed by
that policy, I want to show exactly what benefit we did
get; and I think I can find that in the commercial
columns of the Globe. In 1879, the price in Toronto for the
best quality of wheat was 8 1.31, and in Oswego $81.35, or 4
cents in favor of Oswego; in 1880, the higbest price in
Toronto was $1.16, and $115 in Oswego, being 1 cent in
favor of Toronto. Hon. gentlemen opposite are wonder-
fully surprised at this, but they will find it all in the Globe.
Every single figure I quote I have taken from the Globe, and
I challenge hon. gentlemen to deny the accuracy of my
figures; nor have I taken them from particular days, but,
as I stated before, on a particular week throughout the
whole ton years' period. in 1881, the price in Toronto was
$1.29, and in Oswego $1.39; in 1882, in Toronto it was 92
cents, and in Oswego 97 cents, 5 cents in favor of Oswego;
in 1883, Toronto, $1.16; Oswego, $1.12, or 4 cents in favor
of Toronto; in 1884, Toronto, 74 cents; Oswego, 82 cents,
or 8 cents in favor of Oswego. Averaging the price for five
years, I find that at Toronto the average was $1.09*, and
in Oswego $1.16Î, or 7* cents in favor of Oswego, under the
operation of the National Policy, while, as I have
shown yon, the price was 33 cents against the
farmers of Canada during the period hon. gentle-
men opposite were in power. 1 do not pretend
to say that the National Pelicy did this. It may be we
have had better communication with the seaboard, or
improved railway accommodation, or there may be other
causes, but nevertheless the facts exist and let hon. gentle-
men answer them if they can. I will take the price of
wheat in Chicago and in Toronto. In 1879, on the 30th
December, it was 81.35 in Chicago and 81.32 in Toronto.
That was the year the National Policy came into operation
and before it had time to have its full effect. Compare
prices in 1885 between Chicago and Toronto. On the 19th
March, 1885, the price in Chicago was 73J cents and in
Toronto 82 cents, or 8¾ cents in favor of Toronto; or,
adding 'the 3 cents that stood against Toronto in 1879, the
difference in favor of Toronto now compared with the differ-
ence thon is 11¾ cent. I will take another illustration also
from the Globe. I will compare Montreal with New York.
On the 30th December, 1879, the price of wheat in New
York was $1.49 and in Montreal $1.45, 4 cents in favor of
New York ; on the 19th March, 1885, the price in
New York was 90 cents and in Montreal 93 cents,
3 cents in favor of Montreal ; or adding the difference
of 4 cents that stood against Montreal when lion. gentleman
opposite were in power, the comparison shows 7 cents in
favor of Montreal compared with that period. We thus find
that in Montreal which is, I might almost say, the capital
of Canada, we have the best market to-day that there is on
the' continent; and beyond doubt, a large portion of this
improvement is due to the beneficial effect of the National
Policy on the farming interests of the country. The hon.
member for Queen's, Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies) in
discussing this question the other day, referred to the
Government savings banks ; and it will be in the
recollection of hon. gentlemen that he stated those banks
were upheld, net by the working people of Canada, but by
its wealthy men, by its business and professional men. fie
said it was the business men and the professional men who
took advantage of the Government savings banks and the

Mr. HlEsEoN.

post office savings banks. I would like to see if that is
correct.

Mr. DAVIE3. I did not refer to the post office savinge
banks because we have not got them in the Maritime Pro-
vinces. I referred to the Government savings banks.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It was the Government sav-
ings banks that you asked for and argued on.

Mr. DAVIES. But not the post office savings banks.

Mr. HESSON. I find that in 1874 the total deposits in
the Government savings banks were $3,466,136 ; in 1878
they were $5,526,955, or an average increase of $500,000 a
year. Now, since the introduction of the National Policy,
since the country has rid itself of the Grit incubas of ruin
and decay, what do we find ? We find that the average
increase during the period this Government has been in
power las been at the rate of over $2,000,000 per year. But
a few days ago we had a report published which, 1presume,
is in the hands of hon. mombers, showing the deposits on
the 3ist January, 1885, in the Government savings baniks.
They are as follows :-

Toronto .............. ... ............... ...... .. ..... $ 786,050
Manitoba ............. ................ 671,461
British Columbia.......................2.199,319
Nova Scotia............. ......... ....................... 7,027,222
New Brunswick..................... 4,556,644
Prince Edward Island......................... ...... 1,636,896

$16,867,532

Deduct the amount of $5,526,955 at the credit of that f und
when hon, gentlemen opposite went out of power in 1878,
and you have an increase under this Administration of
$11,340,5ï7. I would say further, that there are in Nova
Scotia some twenty-nine of these banks where deposits of
that character are made, and in every one of them, with the
exception of four, there has been an increase, showing that
prosperity is pretty widespread and not confined to the cities,
where the business and professional men have to reside.
The deposits being so widespread, it is evident they must
have come from the great bulk of the people and not from
any particular section of the people. I think 1 shall be able
to prove, before I leave this subject, not only that the hon.
gentlemen are incorrect in their views on that matter, but
that they arc grosrly incorrect. I will take the period
when the post office savings bank was established, 1869,
with a total deposit of $356,814. In 1874 that had increased
to $3,207,051. That was the periol when the Conservative
party left power and the Reform party became responsible
for conducting the affairs of the country. From 1874 to
1878, under the Administration of hou. gentlemen opposite,
do we find a large increase ? Do we find any increase ? No,
I am sorry to say-because a reference to that period must
bring rather unpleasant recollections with it, must
bring to some people who discuss these questions,
recollections which are altogether unpleasant-instead of
there being an increase during the five years of the Admin-
istration of hon. gentlemen opposite, there was a decline of
no less than $453,570 in the deposits. What was the effect
upon the depositors ? The number of depositors in 1874
was 45,329, pretty well distributed over the people, and in
1a78 that number had declined to 40,097, or a decline of
5,232 who had ceased to deposit in the post office savings
banks of Canada. Now let me come to the period from
1878 to 1885. The total deposits now are $14,411,857.
Deduct the sum at the credit of the savings bank account
when the Reform party went out of power, $2,751,481, and
we have an increase during the period ofthe administration
of this Government of 811,657,376. The number of deposi-
tor. in 1878 was 40,097; in 1884 it had risen to 100,489, an
increase of 60,392. Now, to meet the statement of my hon.
friend from Queen's, P. E. I., (Mr. Davies), who said it was
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wealthy men who were depositors in these banks, I will)
give you a statement showing the classes of depositors, the
amount deposited by each class, and the average amount of
each deposit:

Class. No. of A AeDepositors. A
Farmers...................14,000 $4,722,000 $337
Mechanic ............................... ...... 7,850 1,422,000 182
Trust account and young children.....
Laborers.........................
Clerks..................................
Tradesmena..........................
Farm servants ........................
Professional............................
Married women...............................
single women.............................
Wi ows........ ... ................
Miscellaneous... .....................

5,500
4,270
3,000
1,600
1,470
1,572

12,000
19,500
3,240
1,6s

170;009
724,000
522,000
468,000
277,000
392,000

2,350,000
1,275,000

708,000
215,000

1
169
174
292
188
249
195
121
218

I think that ought to be a sufficient answer to my hon.
friend, who says it is the wealthy men of Canada who take
advantage of that bank; it ought to be sufficient proof that
ho has been boring in the wrong place. I am satisfied, from
the enormous increase in the number of depositors, and tak-
ing the average of these figures, which are furnished by Mr.
Cunningham Stewart, who has charge of this Department,
that my ion. friend will find it is not correct that deposits
are made to the extent of thousands of dollars, one individual
making deposits in the names of a number of his family in
order to get round the intentions of the Government in
this matter.

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

After Recess.
Mr. HESSON. When the House rose for recess I had

been dealing with the Government and post office savings
banks; I had completed my remarks on that phase of the
subject, and now, with the permission of the House, I will
draw the attention of hon. members for a few moments to
another evidence of the prosperity of Canada. I may say
that the object of my remarks with reference to the Gov-
erninent savings banks and the post office savings banks
was to present, not only my own impression of the light in
which these facts should be regarded, but to presont it as the
general opinion, I believe, of the country. If my memory
serves me correctly the ex-Finance Minister when ho had the
honor of sitting on this side of the House, and his former
colleagues in the Reform Government, assumed the position
that the accumulation of wealth in the various institutions
in the country might be legitimately viewed as an evidence
of prosperity. I do not suppose that ion. gentlemen, because
they have changed places, can have changed their views.
If they were consistent then we would expect them to bo
so now, and as they thon gave utterances to expressions for
which they must have ftlt themselves responsible before
the country as Ministers of the Crown, I suppose that any
humble individual of this House may assume the same
position as one that is defensible. Now, Sir, in dealing
with this question ofthe large accumulation oftwealth in the
country, as exhibited by the various institutions in which
that wealth may be stored, I may be permitted to refer to
the chartered banks of the country during the period the
Reform Government were in power. The total amount of
deposits in the chartered banks of Canada in 1875 were
855,984,000; in 1876 they had increased to $59,516,000; in
1877they were $58,444,000; in 1878, $58,946,000; in 1879,
$58,659,000. We see that the deposits were almost station.
ary during that period, which gives no evidence of an accu-
mulation of wealth during the whole period that that Gov-
ernment were in power. Whether that may be fairly
attributable to the policy of that Government is not for me
to say, but it is my strong conviction that those ion. gen-
tlemen, having failed to adopt a proper policy for the inter-
est of Canada, were really responsible for that state of
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affairs. Now, Sir, the total increase during the whole five
years that those hon. gentlemen were in power was but
$2,741,000, an average of $548,200 per annum. That was
certainly a very small evidence of prosperity during the
days these hon, gentlemen were in power. Theywill pro-
bably say again, as they have said bgfore, that it was all
due to bad harvests. Sir, I cannot credit that; the
country will not accept that statement, because if we
take the exports of farm products in those years we
will find a sufficient refutation of that argument.
Now, Sir, I come to the second period, during the
existence of the National Policy, under the administration
of the present Government. In 1880 the deposits in the
cbartered banks rose to $69,742,000. It will be observed
that this was only one year after the National Policy had
come into effect, which was early in 1879; and yet so
marked was that increase of prosperity that the deposits
rose to over $69,000,000. In 1881 they had increased to
$78,078,000 ; in 1882, $77,078,000; in 1883, 889,553,000; in
1884, $87,341,000; in 1885, bringing the deposits up to the
present month, they are $93,309,870. Now, Sir that ought
to be taken as some ovidence of the increasod wealth of
this country. ilow hon. gentlemen will get rid of that, I
cannot see. I believe a few who have spoken have taken
the line that the trade of the country had been so dormant
that the people could not, or dare not, invest their money
in business, and so they withdrew their money from the
trade and commerce of the country and deposited it in the
banks as a better and safer way of investing it. Now, Sir,
I deny that contentional together; and I appeal to the facto,
that business has very largely developed in this country,
that manufacturing industries have largely developed, and
that trade, although, perhaps in some linos, overdono,
is still in a most satisfactory condition, as compared with
its condition under the do-nothing policy, as I may
fairly call it, of the hon. gentlemen opposite. During
the six years, from 1880 to 1885 inclusive, we find that
the total increase of the deposits amounted to $34,650,870,
or an average increase of the deposits in the chartered
banks of $5,775,145 per annum, as against the half a million
in the period the hon, gentlemen were in power. Now, it
does seem to me that, even granting that this fact is not an
evidence of prosperity-which, I think, no hon. gentleman
of common sense would assume, as an honest man-but
assuming for a moment that it was not a correct evidence
ef prosperity, I think we could find plonty of other evidence
elsewhere of the prosperity of the country. I will take three
institutions, omitting the operations of the loaning associa.
tions, the deposits in these companies and in theprivate banks;
I will take just three of the more important institutions in
the country over which this policy must exercise a great
influence, and summarise them in this way: Ia the chartered
banks we find that the increase of deposits under the policy
of this Government, from 1879 to 1885, is $34,650,870 ; in
the Government savings banks the inerease has been
$11,340,577; in the post office savings banks the increase
has been $11,657,376, or a total of $57,648,823. Now, Sir,
if that is not accepted by hon. gentlemen opposite as an
evidence of the increased prosperity of Canada, I
believe it will be accepted as most substantial evi-
dence by the electors and the common sense people
of Canada. We have been asked by hon. gentlemen on the
other side of the House, What has the Government done for
the people of Canada? Hon. gentlemen rise and assert that
the Government have not bettered the condition of the
farmer, that they have not improved the position of the
poor man, or afforded any relief to the laboring man. We
have answered them from this side of the louse over and
over again, refating their arguments, beating them at every
turn, proving that the position of the farmer is improved,
and that the labor of his hands is botter protected than it
was under the Reform Goverument, and that the farmers
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get boiter prices now as compared with the prices in former
days, when they had the American farmer to compete with.
Still, hon, gentlemen will be found to rise-and to-night.
probably, some one will follow me, and repeat that fallacy,
which has been exposed over and over again. Sir, in reply
to the question, What has this Government done for the
people of Canada ? I say they have given back to the people
a duty on tea of $1,184,016; a duty on coffee of $76,313; a
duty on tin of 891,719; a stamp tax, a most objectionable
tax, as every hon. member will agree, has been taken off,
affording the people a relief of $200,000. They have
been relieved from the postage on newspapers and
periodicals te the extent of $64,250; there has been
a reduction of the wire, turpentine and scrap iron duty,
831,000; and of the Excise tax on tobaccos, $700,000, Will
hon. gentlemen say that that is not doing something for the
people of Canada ? On these items alone that I have enu-
merated-and I might go on and extend the list-the Gov-
ernment have remitted to the people of Canada $2,027,298
in duties on these goods that enter into the consumption of
the people of Canada in their daily life. But some gentle-
men may say: You have taxed the farmers' coal. This has
been frequently repeated, not only during this debate, but
in the debates of former years. I was led to enquire as to
whether that was really a fact, and could be substantiated
by the circumstances of the years gone by. I had the
patience to refer to the quotations in the Globe, that very
excellent newspaper which hon. gentlemen opposite will
not discredit, and which I will not discredit when questions
of prevailing prices are at issue. I say I considered it
advisable, when hon. gentlemen opposite made that state-
ment, te enquire into the facts; and what did I find ? I
take a period of the year when the coal is laid in by the
poor man, and when it is consumed, namely, in
December. According to the Globe the price of coal on
3Oth December, 1874-and I will take the last week of each
year-was: hard, 88; soft, $7. 1875, hard, $8.50 ; soft, $7.
1876, hard, 86 50 ; soft, 87. 1877, hard, 86.50 ; soft, 86.50.
1878, hard, 85.50 ; soft, $5.50. The average is 87 for hard
coal and $6.50 for soft coal during the term of the Reform
Administration. I now come to the time during which the
National Policy was in force, and a tax was imposed on
coal. I am not going to debate again, as it has been
debated here and throughout the country, as to wbo pays
the duty in that case; but after I have submitted the figures
and compared the two periods, I think every intelligent
citizen, 'if not lon. gentlemen opposite, will arrive at the
conclusion that the tax on coal has not been actually
,charged to the consumer. I find, according to the Globe: in
1879, hard coal, 84.75 ; soft, 86.50. 1880, bard, 87; soft,
$6.50. 1881, hard, 87; soft, $7. 1882, bard, 86.50; soft,
$6.50. 1883, hard, 87; soit, $6.50. The average price of
bard coal during the time of the National Policy and when
a tax was imposed on coal, was $6.45 per ton, against $7
under the Administration of hon. gentlemen opposite; and
for soft coal the average price was 86.60 against $6.50
during the Administration of hon. gentlemen opposite. The
figures actually show a difference of 10 cents for soft coal
in favor of the time when the Reform party was in power;
and, singular to say, that difference is the exact amount
of the difference in the duty between hard and soft coal,
the duty on the former being 50 cents per ton and on the
latter 60 cents. Those are facto gleaned with a great deal
of care from the organ of lon. gentlemen opposite, and I
warrant them te be correct, as having come from that
source. I now come to another part of the subject, which.
bas been discussed until hon. gentlemen have been able to
get as near the facte as they wili be ever likely to do. We
have heard a great deal about the exodus, and if the House
will pardon me for a few moments, I will deal with that
matter as it is reported on by the secretary of the Depart-
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ment, Mr, Lowe. In his report presented te this House,
dated 20th February, 1885, we have the following remarks:

"Sin-I have the honor to report that, in obedience to your instrue-
tions, I have again made ai examination into the figures published by
the Washington Bureau of Statistics, as representing the alleged emi-
gration from Canada to the United States during the fiscal year ended
30th .June, 1884.

" The figures given are 60,584, including 124 from Newfoundland,
against 70,241 the previous year, showing a decrease of 9;657, or 13'07
per cent., under the heading of 'Dominion of Canada.'I

Those figures are taken from the United States Bureau of
Statistics. They are not of our furnishing; they have not
been obtained by this Government; and hon. gentlemen
opposite have been in the habit of quoting American figures
as being more correct than our statistics, and they should
be willing to accept that part of the statement, coming f rom
that source. The report continues:

" The way in which the figures are alleged to have fallen off at Port
Huron 1s, at least, a curious circumstance. They stand as follow since
1880:

Total al-
Years. leged immi- Huron

gration. Port.
1880o ..... .. . -........ 99,706 94,375
1881 ........................ 125,391 111,170
1882.......... ... ........ 98,808 71,422
1883............................... 70,241 45,393
1884........ ...................... ...... 60,460 22,801

I think this is worthy of some little consideration. When
it is observed that an enormous number had crossed at Port
Huron, and that after this Government had made enquiries
for themselves, and sent the secretary of the Department te
spend a long time enquiring into the fact and examining as
te the manner in which the Americans obtained those statie-
tics, it is most remarkable that ever since that work was
undertaken by this Government the number of persons
passing at that particular point, where nearly all the immi-
grants crossed, according to American statement, only
22,000 crossed in 1884, as against 99,000 in 1882. The
explanation seems quite clear. It is simply this, that our
Government have found a way of verifying the figures as
regards this matter. And that leads me te another point,
which I think of considerable importance-the best method
of ascertaining the exact state of affairs, as regards the
alleged exodus. I come te the intimation on the part of
our Government te ascertain for the themselves the exact
state of affairs. The secretary reports in this way:

" Before coming to the examination of the question as it actually
existe at Port Huron, I think it is better to point out the leading fact,
which is established by the figures representing the total movement of
passengers from Canada and to Canada by the whole of the Grand
Trunk system i the east and in the west.

"The figures are as follows:-
Total outi from Canada to the United States.... 210,941
Less-European passengers...................... 9,010

Total net outs ................................... 201,931

Totale ine to Canada from the States............ 206,616
Lese-European passengers...... .............. 1,778

Total net ins.. ................... 204,838

Net gain to Canada of diference between ins
and outs............................................... 2,907

I hope I have made that clear, as it was intended to be by
the secretary in bis report. I think, if we take the whole
of the passenger trame on the Grand Trunk and Great
Western, east, west and south-I think, if yen take the
entire travel out and in, and etrike the difference between
the two, yen muet arrive as close te the facto as ever you
will be able te do, unles you have men placed there taking
an actual count of them. These facts are taken from the
Grand Trunk Company, and the exhibits are in the Minis.
ter's report, marked from " A " to " G," showing the official
report by Mr. T. B. Hawson, the Tramc Auditor of the
Grand Trunk. As they have to account, not only for al
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tickets issued-not only for the output, but for the
tion of them, I think this is probably as fair a way
will ever be able to devise, in order to reach a
mination of this vexed question. He says further:

collee-
as we
deter-

l If we test the figures at the two pointe of Sarnia and Detroit by the
figures of the Grand Trunk system referred to, we have the following
result:-

Net outs at Sarnia (Port Huron)...........38,657
do Wiadsor (Detroit)................. 36,312

Total................ ....... 74,969

Neatins atSaria................... 31,411
do Windsor........ .................. . .... 39,338

Total........................ .... ........ 70,749

Difference, showing nt lose by Canada at the
two porta named...................................... 4,220

In dealing further with this question, I have only to say that
in the Lower Provinces it is not possible to arrive at the
facto in connection with these figures; but if we allow a
very large margin, in order to reach what the Americans
claim as beiDg over 60,000, I think it would be easy for hon.
gentlemen to show what the Dominion bas lost as against
the number which the Americans claim b ave gone into
their country. I say that if the Lower Provinces have suf-
fered a depletion of nearly 40,000 people, they will have
little difficulty in proving to the entire satisfaction of mem-
bers on this side that an exodus did exist. Now, Sir, permit
me, for a few moments, to deal with another matter which
bas been brought before this House. My attention bas been
particularly directed to it, from the fact that the hon. mem-
ber from West Elgin (Mr. Casey) dwelt upon it the other
day to a very great extent, and I fancied at the time that
ho was taking his facts from his own imagination. I had
not at that time looked at the report of Mr. Blue, of the
Bureaa of Industries, but my attention has been drawn to
it, and what do we find is the position of Ontario to-day ?
It was said that the agricultural interests have not been
benefited, that the price of grain has not been improved,
that the value of our farms was diminishing, that the
position of the farmer was altogether worse now than it
was under the Administration of the Reform party, and that,
in short, our policy had proved to be a humbug. Now let
us see what the authority of the Reform Government of the
Province of Ontario says on that subject. He says that the
increases in the value of farm property, in 1883 over 1882,
are as follows:-

Increase.
Farm Lands....... ...... $22,450,525

Buildings...... ...... ................ 30,319,100
Implements ............. . 6,492,715
Live stock.. ...... 19,341,640

Total for Province............. ... $78,604,985

Or an increase of over $78,000,000 in one year, and we
take the authority from the friends of hon. gentlemen
opposite.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Good authorite
Mr. HESSON. Yes, good authority; because I believe

they would have put the worst side forward if there had
been a worst side. I think these figures are an answer to
my hon. friend, as to the position the farmers are in to-day,
and the position they found themselves in when the Reform
party unfortunately were in power. The hon. gentleman
was kind enough to take the failures in 1879, the
year of the inauguartion of the National Policy, and
its indorsation by the people of Canada, and he said
that the failures in that year were the largest
they ev, had. Now, Sir, I have taken the trouble to
investigate that question somewhat farther than my hon.
friend thought it advisable to do - I have gone a little fur-
1tr t4 ha ts Y taken the first year, when

the shrieks of the dying industries of the oCounry-th.
shrieks of manufacturers and workmen of the country
were still in our ears, on the winding up of the policy of
the late Government. The hon. gentleman, in taking that
year, gave us an illustration of his opinion of fair pa, and
he threw out the figures as an index of what the ,fatienal
Policy has produced in the country. If ho had gone a
little further back ho might have given more intorâhation
to the House and country, which would have been equally
valuable. I will begin with the year 18'5. I will not gÔ
back to 1874; I wilf do them the justice of saying that they
may not have held themselves responsible for the results of
that year any more than we did for the results of 1879
it was not at all likely that the policy of the Reform Gov-
ernment could have fairly taken effect in 1874. I therefore
take 1875, not because I think it would do my argument
any harm to throw out the previous year, but becamse I
think it is fair to begin with 1875. The failures, in num-
ber and amount, for the years 1875 to 1879 were as fbllows :

Year.
1875 ,..................
1876 ...............
1877.................
1878....
1879 .............

No.
1,968
1,728
1,892
1,697
1,902

Amount.
$28,843,997

25,517,991
25,538,903
23,523,903
29,347,937

Totals. ........... 9,187 ............ 334142,505
Sir, the average during all that time was 8-6,500,000 a
year. Now, Sir, we come to the succeeding five year, and
we find the number of failures, and the amount lu each
year, to be as follows :-

Year.NoAmount
1880.............. .......... $7,988,071
1881.................6............ 5,761,20r
1882.. ..... 787......... 8t587,047
1883.......... .1,884...........15872,000
1884............ 0 ...... 8 ............... 18,939,77

Totale ............ 5,021...........$67,128,711
against 9,187 failures, and a total amount of $133,142,505
during their period. I give that statement in answer to the
hon. gentleman, and if ho doubts it, let him go and look at
Dun, Wiman & Co.'s report in the .Monetary Times, and ho
will find it to be strictly correct. These figures have been
correctly copied by myself, and I know whereof I speak.
If hon, gentlemen claim that we are responsible for
the failures of 1874, what do they amount to? I have
the figures here, and I am not afraid to put
them before the people. In 1874 the total failures, if they
are chargeable to the Conservative Administration which
hell office up to 1873, were 991, and the amount was
$12,324,191. I give that, Sir, as the condition of afairs
in our worst period, against their $26,500,000 yearly aver-
age during the period that they were in power. Now, Sir,
I heard the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. Mcul-
Ion) the other evening ask, What has this Government done
for Canada? Well, Sir, I have been endeavoring to-day to
tell the hon. gentlemen what they have been doinç. I feel
that they have firt protected our farming industries. They
have levelled up, as I have shown by figures this afternoon,
the prices of the products of our farmers, by giving us our
own markets, which are always the best. But my hon.
friend says: 0, what of that ? Look at Bangor; se how
they are taxed in Bangor! I say they have protected the
industries of this country; they have increased manufa-
tares for our own industries. Thon ho says: Look at
Amsterdam; they have many industries there. Thon, I
say, the Government have given us cheaper and botter
goods than we have ever had before, and our own products at
that. But the hon. gentleman says: Look at Akron, Ohio;
and ueo how little they are taxod there. Isay agaif, we
have given employment to more laborers and< mohanios
than ever had emnployment in this country before. But the
hon. gentleman says: Go to Baltimore; they have lowUxes

1885.
or

... ....... ,..

e.. .. . .... . ... .



COMMONS DEBATES. MARdI 26,
there. Wel, Sir, I try to answer the question, and I say we
have given employment to capital as well as labor; we have
more capital employed in the country than has ever been
employed before. Ah, but, says he, go to Kansas city.
Well, we do not choose to travel so far; but I say we have
increased the deposits in the savings banks of the country.
Then he says: Go to Cedar Rapids, Iowa. Well, I say, we
have lowered the rate of interest to the poor man who has
to borrow. Therl the hon. gentleman says: Reduce still
further the rate of interest paid in the post office savings
banks to the workingmen. That is the kind of reply the
hon. gentlemen give, and it is about as far as the get. Now,
Mr. Speaker, I will say a few words in closing, for I do not
wish to weary the flouse. I think it is but fair to revert to
the statement made by the Finance Minister when he
introduced hie Budget Speech. I think it but fair that
hon. gentlemen opposite, as well as hon. gentlemen on this
side, should accept that utterance, feeling that the country
will hold the Government responsible for it, and will
hold them responsible also. The hon. Minister of Finance,
the other day, pointed out what had been accomplisbed by
the Government in their expenditures, not only on the
Welland canal, but in completing that great iron band
which is necessary to cement our Confederation, in giving
increased employment to labor and capital, bringing about
accumulations of wealth in the savings banks, and after all
that, the hon. Minister could tell us that it was all donc at
an increase of taxation of only about 12 cents per capita on
the people of Canada. And when the hon. Minister of
Finance told this House, in his able and eloquent way, that
after all this was accomplished the taxation for the year
1885-S6 would not be more than 85 a head, hon. gentlemen
opposite might have accepted that statement, and the debate
might have been ended there and thon. But the House
has been wearied with the length of this debate, as I prob-
ably have wearied it myself. But I think the House and
the country have been wearied with a debate that might
have been terminated three weeks ago; and so far as this
Government is concerned, we are prepared to leave it in the
hands of the people.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THlE NORTI-WEST.
Mr. BLAKE. I agree with the hon. member for North

Perth in the substance of his closing remarks. I think it is
about a week since this debate was dead, and it is pretty
near time it was buried. Before it died I was minded
myself to trouble the House, in order to answer some repre-
sentations made by some hon. members of my own public
utterances. But I do not intend on this occasion to infliet
on the House any suggestions with reference to those utter-
ances. I shall simply say, having regard to the fact that
we are celebrating the obsequies of the defunct debate, that
I do not accept the statements which hon. gentlemen oppo-
site have made of my public utterances on various occasions,
and I do not wish them to understand that they go unde-
nied because I do not enter into an investigation of them.
1 was also minded, before this debate closed, to say some-
thing of the hon. gentleman's tariff resolutions. But that
is a difficult operation, because we do not know from
day to day what the tarif resolutions are to be. The
hon. gentleman this afternoon, in answer to an lon. member,
who asked if the Government would alter the duty on
wheat, said that the Government announeed their tariff
policy when they brought down their Budget; but it does
not seem that they always do it, because the tariff resolu-
tions the lon, gentleman announced on that occasion are
very different from those he expects to submit to our h
attention in the Committee of Ways and Means; and if the
hon. gentleman will only a take a thought, as another great t
person was asked to do, and alter his proposals with t
reference to the duties on inland freight charges, we shall
have a very different Budget in the committee from that f
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which he proposed in his speech. But, as I said, it is not
my intention to trespass on the attention of the House, with
reference to the financial position of the country or the
policy of the Administration in this regard, but to avail
myself of the constitutional opportunity afforded
by this debate, as I announced my intention to do
this afternoon, to call the attention of the House
to a subject of considerable pressing importance,
in respect to which I do not conceive that this House or
this country has been treated in the manner in which the
Government ought to treat it. I refer to the events which
are transpiring at this moment in a portion of the Dominion,
and to the action which the Government has taken in
reference to those events. The House will recollect that on
Monday last I called the attention of the Government to the
subject, and invited them to give the House such informa-
tion as they could upon it. On that that occasion the First
Minister answered me, giving me as the reason which he
understood was assigned for the present condition of things,
that some letter or the other was said to have been written,
to the effect that Louis Riel was not a British subject. Ie
further stated that certain questions connected with the
half-breed claims were in process ofsettlement, that some
of their demands were admitted to be reasonable and that
others were very unreasonable ; but he informed us that
nothing in the nature of a bill of rights had come to the
cognisance of the Government. The Winnipeg Field Battery
had not been dispatched to the scene of action; but, he said
last summer it was deemed prudent to have some additional
force near Prince Albert, and Fort Carlton had been occupied
with the consent of the Hudson Bay Company, by a con-
siderable force of Mounted Police. I resumed enquiry on
the following day. I asked whether the Government
had any additional intelligence to communicate to the
House, and the lion. gentleman said they had nothing fur-
ther. To.day we have elicited from him some further
information, but not such as, I believe, the occcasion justi-
fied, or rather demanded. The hon. gentleman has informed
us to-day, it having become public in the newspapers, that
a portion of the militia force of the country have been
enrolled and are in active movement towards the scene of
actiGn, and he gave us something of the proximate and
something of the remote causes to which he said the dis-
turbance was due. But the hon. gentleman even now did
not give us that information which I think it was his duty
to have given us, as to what the Government are doing.
The newspapers tell us that the general commanding the
forces is on his way to, if lie has not reached, Winnipeg, in
order to take command of the forces which are to be engaged
in this movement. I think upon that subject we should
have been informed, and I think we ought to have
much more and fuller information with reference to
the whole causes and circumstances which have preceded
this outbreak. I find in the Ministerial organs statements
made upon this subject, to which it is worth while to refer.
I find in the Mail newspaper, its issue of the 25th inst., a
special despatch from the correspondent of that paper at
Winnipeg, from which I will read some extracts:

bThe haf-breeds have, undoubtedly, god grounds for complaining;
but they do flot intend to resort to physical force, regardiag that as
utterly ont of the question."

Then I find:
" The following orders were issued last night-Military District No.

0.-District orders, 23rd March. Orders having been this day received
rom headquarters, to hold the Winnipeg Field Battery and 90th Battal-
on Rifles in readiness for immediate active service, these corps are
ereby notified to govern themeelves accordingly. The officers com-

tianding the above corps are requeeted to make the neceusary arrange-
aenti to have the men under their command ready for embarkation for
he North-West Territo ut any time that may be arranged on or after
he above mentioned day. Mi'tary District No. 10, Headquarters of
Otà Battalion. The regiment wiUl parade Tuesday evfening, 24th inst.,
tc. Major Jarvis, commandlng the Winnipeg Fied Battery, iued tse
ollowing orders at a late hour :-The Winnipeg Field Battery having
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received orders te prepare for active service, are recruiting up t
full strength. They will parade at the drill shed, and so forth.'
Now, this is a statement in a telegram from Winnipeg, date
24th March, and speaking of the orders which had bee
received from Ottawa, 23rd March; yet the hon. gentleman
when h. was invited to give us explanations on the 23rd
vouchsafed to tell us that the Winnipeg Field Battery ha
not been ordered to proceed to the scene of disturbance, bu
he told us that the year before the Government though
prudent to occupy Fort Carlton with a force of Mounte
Police. Not a word did he say about orders having bee
issued'to the Winnipeg Field Battery to hold themselves i
readiness to depart at n moment's notice, or about the 90t
Rifles having been called ont, and h. let the House adjour
on that occasion without giving them any information tha
such a step lad been taken by the Government. The cor
respondent goes on to say:

"Governor Dewdney, Hudson Bay Compauy' s Commissioner Wrigley
and Lieut.-Col. Houghton held a conference here this afternoon. Mr
Wrigley onbeinginterviewed, said ho did notconsiderthere wasanythin
at all alarming in the situation. There had not been one drop of blooc
shed or a single shot fired. It was true there was what might be called
an uprising in Carlton and Battleford, but it appeared to be of
p eriodical occurrence. This time the misguided half-breede, conimanded
b the outlaw, Louis Riel, have seized and made prisoners about forty
whites, and confined them in a church at St. Laurent. Among the
the prisoners are (then he quotes the names) * * * * Further
reinforcements of police are proceeding to the scene of trouble."

Thon the Mail newspaper of tho same day, in its editorial
article, says:

" That dissatisfaction bas existed among the half-breeds in the
Baskatchewan country for years past is undeniable. They com-
plain, as we have before explained, that while the Métis of Manitoba
were given grants of 240 acres under the Act of 1870, tieir claims have
been ignored; and they say, with equal truth, that the Government
should at least give them free patents for the farms which they have been
cultivating, and compensation for disturbances in cases where the
Dominion surveyors may find it necessary to re-arrange the shape of their
holdings, the old French form of delimitation being at variance with the
modern system. These claims the Interior Department is trying to
adjust, but it takes time to deal with questions affecting the rights of
property."
Then the Montroal Gazette, another organ of the Govern-
ment, on the 26th mst. published a dispatch from Winnipeg
in these terms:

" There is little doubt but that the French half-breeds are mustering
to bring pressure on the Dominion authorities to redeem grievances
that they think have existed in regard to land claims for years, and raids
are believed te have been made on stores ot both the Hudson's Bay posta
and Indian agents and the officials arrested, to be held as hostages for
the immediate action of the Federal authorities." * * *

"Not more than 500 of the rebels are armed, but tbey posses Reming-
ton and Winchester rifles, and, from long experience on the plains, are
skilled in their use. The Indians have not yet been induced to join the
rebels. Pi-a-pot is the only chief of whom the authorities are afraid, as
Riel and his agents have been operating with the Indians north of Reg-
ina and Qu'Appelle with some success. Poundmaker and Big Bear are
200 miles north-west of the scene of the troubles, and not likely to be
induced to rebel. A large number of white settlers are said to be in
sympathy with the cause of the trouble, but are not disposed to take u
arms, feeling sure that the Dominion Government will at once treat with
the settlers and adjust-the grievances. Parties who have been on lands
for years have been unable, it is claimed, to procure their patents, and
apeculaters and others, who have given fees tea persona having influence,have obtained deeds and, in many instances, taken lands oaver the headi

of the first settlers, who improved them for fifteen to eighteen years.
This is the real cause of the troubles. The militia authorities are moving
with alaerity. The Rifle regiment, 300 strong, under arme for two days,
paraded to-night in full force, with the Field Battery and brais band.
Five thourand people must have thronged the main street during the
narade to the depot, where 125 men or the Rifles, under command of
Mejor Boswell and Captains Ruttan and Clark, embarked for Qu'Appelle,
taking ammunition and supplies. They will there await the arrival of
the remainder of the battalion, as well as the artillerv, who expect to
leave on friday with General Middleton, now en route to Winnipeg."
Then another statement:

"A prominentOatholie clergyman telegraphed last night from Edmon-
ton that the announcement that the Dominion Government had
appointed a commission to consider the claims of the half-breeds and
inva.gate tihe cause cf the present troubles waa harin g a veýry benefi-
iai an acific ecton the haef-be s. He expressed tea opinion tiat

the appointment of the commission would resuit in an amicable settle-
ment of the difficulty."
And thon there is a note:

o a No official notice of the appointment of the commission alluded to
has been made, o far, at Ottawa."

n Thon there is this from the Ottawa correspondent of the
, paper:

, g As a precautionary measure, 100 men of the 90th Battalion, Winnipeg,
d have left that city for Qu'Appelle, when, in case of necessity, they iw!!
t proceed to the scene of operation."

t Then, in to-day's edition of the Government organ in this
d city, the Citizen, I find a special despatch fron Winnipeg,
n giving in substance the sane information as that I have just
n now read from the Mail newspaper. I observe that the
i Goverument newspapers, while they give this account
i which I have just read of what is occurring, and these
t statements as to the causes of what is occurring, in their
- editorial colums complain mostgrievously of the Opposition

newspapers and the course they are taking in reference to
this matter, and so I have preferred, in view of the vials of

. wrath which are being poured down upon these unfortunate
newspapers, to draw my information solely from the unim-
peachable organs which sustain hon. gentlemen opposite,
and which, of course, would be guided by the highest dictates
of patriotism, of prudence, of accuracy, and of scrupulous
regard to veracity in the statements they make in reference
to the conjuncture which has occurred. You will observe
that it is stated in these papers that the French half-breeds
have had grievances for years; that their patents have not
issued, and that influential porsons have influenced officials
and obtained lands belonging to settlers; that the half-breeds
have good grounds of complaint, and that a Government con-
mission has at this convenient season been i"suel upon the
subjàct. And it is vely plain, fron what the hon, gentleman
told us this afternoon, that, in so far as action is concerned,
serious action was decided upon by the Administration, in
the way of putting the military forces of the country in
motion, on the 23rd, the period at which the hon. gentleman
did not think fit to inform this House, which was thon in
session, and which had invited him to give it information,
upon the subject at all. Now, it seens to me that the
Government has not done that which it ought to have done
in this regard. I say it is a very serious thing that the
militia forces of this country should have been obliged to
be called out. I am not in the slightestdegrec condomning
the Administration for calling them out, but I say it is a
serious and grave occurrence. For, I suppose, nearly two
centuries, the law of England has been that, when the
militia forces of that country are called out, the Parliament
of that country is to be summoned within fourteen days from
that date, and that law has been altered in late years, I think
in the year 1875, upon the consolidation of the laws regulat-
ing the militia, by shortening the period within which Par-
liament is to be summoned to ton days, which ie the
present law there. It is obvious tiat it is regarded
as a reasonably serious thing that the militia should be
called out, not as we sometimes arrange that the municipal
authorities shall call ont the militia for purposes of avoid-
ing local riots, but by the authority of the Executive Gov-
ernment, and that the Parliament, the great council of the
nation, should b. called in sucl an emergency. Wel, Par-
liament was sitting at this time. The great council of our
country was sitting. The Government decided to call out
the troops in order to quell this disturbance, and did not
think fit to inform us of the fact. On the contrary, being
invited to give us information, the hon, gentleman told us
they had thought it prudent last year, forsooth, to put
100 men of the Mounted Police in Fort Carlton, but
what they had decided upon doing that very day, call-
ing out a battalion and a company of artillery, he did not
think fit to tell us anything about. The action of last year
was news to us, not very freeh, but still it was news, but
what] they had done now he did not state. The di-
culties are stated by Commissioner Wrigley, in the
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interview I have read from the colnmns of the
Mail. It is true, he says, there is a disturbance at
Carlton and Battleford, but it is one of the periodical
disturbances which are always going on thore. According
to him, that country is in a condition of chronie distur-
bancoe, and we know there was some trouble, not with the
half-breeds, upon the occasion to which I am about to refer,
but with the Indians, during the last summer. The Sas-
katchewan Blerald, of the 26th June, 1884, gives an account
of the trouble that thon arose with the Indians, which
appears to have been for a short time a critical state of
affairs. We had, of course, some information from the
ordinary sources of public information of trouble brewing in
the North-West in this quarter. We were aware from the
newspapers of the visit of Louis Riel to those quarters.
The newspapers informed us, in the month of July last,
that, at the request of some of the inhabitants of those
quarters, Riel had gone into the North-West, and then
spoke thus:

"Oonsidering, then, that my interest "are identical with yours, i
accept your very kind invitation, and will go and spend some months
amongst you, in the hope that, by petitioning the Goverument, we
will obtain the redress of all our grievances."

The committee say:
"Mr. Riel cornes to help us without any pretensions. He hopes that

before long the North-West will be quite united, and that the Govern-
ment will see its way to do what is right towards every class of our
people."

At a meeting afterwards held at Prince Albert,1 at which
Riel was the chief speaker, ho said:

" He knew that his hearers were laboring under Government diffi-
culties, and urged that that they should seek the proper remedy, sug-
gested that instead of petitioning for each of their righ ta, severally, and
struggling for each in turn, they should apply for them ail at once.
The three districts of Assinibula, Alberta and Saskatchewan should
apply for admission to the Confederation as Provinces, ask for Legisla-
tures of their evu, and responsibie goverument, aud take ail the stops
within coestitutiona limit toe securs their riglts. If the pople wero
denied some of their rights, they should take ail they eau gain, without
yielding the rest, and tbey would thus keep in their hands the key needed
to open future difficulties."
Thon the newspaper from which lhave made these quota-
tions, the Globe newspaper, adds:

" There can be no doubt that this invitation of Rlel by the half-breeds
to returu to Canada, resume the leadership of them, and guide their
efforts for the redress of the grievauces of which they complain, is a
serions matter. They declare that their purposes are peaceful, and
Riel talks peace. We are willing to believe that they mean what they
say. But they must have regarded the grievances of which they com-
plain as very grave indeed, and must almost have despaired of obtaining
justice from the Dominion Government by ordinary means, when they
resolved to invite the man who led them in rebeilion to return to Canada
and place himelf at their head.

Thatwas the state of things with reference to Riel last sum-
mer, and the hon. gentleman has informed us, within a day
day or two, that the Government thought it so serious that
they thought it necessary to obtain the permission of the
Hludson's By Company to occupy Fort Carlton, which is a
defensible post, with 100 mon of the Mounted Police, in
view of what was thon going on. I observe an inter-
view reported in the Globe newspaper, of the 3rd of January
last, with Mr. S. B. Chapleau, sherif of the North-West, a
Government official:

"Mr. Chapleau states that Riel has been, to all appearanees, very
quiet during the summer, but it is well known that he is secretly
advising the balf-breeds to make a demand upon the Governmnt f, or
compensation for the whole North-West. Riel'a argument is, that the
who le country belonged to the halt-breeds and Indiana bef ore the Cana-
dian Government took possession, and that, to extinguish the half-breed
claim, a sum equal te 25 cents for every acre of land sold by the Gov-
ernment should be paid to them.
There is the condition of affairs, as far as we are informed.
You find it stated in various Government organs that there
have been complaints and dissatisfaction amongst the half-
breeds for several years. You find it stated by the .Mail.
newspapor, the principal organ of the Government, that
theee complaint , or me of thoe omplata and griev- 

Mr. BLAKE.

ances, are well founded and ought to be redressed. You
find it apparent that they called upon Louis Riel to come
and holp them and lead thom last summer. You find it
apparent that ho came. You fmd it clear that, although ho
was talking peace, as the newspaper I have quoted says,
the situation was somewhat critical. You find the Govern-
ment recognising that fact in one sense, by taking pro-
cautionary stops with reference to the occupation of Fort
Carlton, but you find no active stop taken, that we can see, to
prevent this long-continued condition of dissatisfaction from
coming to that head to which it appeared to have been coming.
I have looked at the reports of the Minister of the Interior
for the last few years, with a view to seeing what their
views were. It is almost worth while perhaps to advert to
some of these reports, first of all with reference to the
claim of those who are actually settled along the river
banks in that quarter of the country, and who had taken
up their lands according to the French fashion-a long,
narrow frontage lot. That claim appears to have been
recognised as a reasonable one a long time ago, because I
have before me a map of the surveys that have been made
under the new system, and in those parts I find cut out
of the regular rectangular system of survey, those lots
which fronted upon the river. One would almost suppose
from some portion of these complainte that that policy had
been departed from since. But I am loath to believe it; I
do not say it ; I should be very• glad to have a distinct
assurance upon this point; but I can hardly conceive
that anything so unreasonable should have been done.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As what ?
Mr. BLAKE, As to depart from the policy which was

arranged in 1878, of leaving the lands which were actually
occupied by these people in long and irregular lots, to be
occu pied by them, and their titles to bo settled according to
their occupation practically, instead of insisting upon the
rectangular system of survey to the disturbance of their
homesteads. I do not charge the Government with having
come to this conclusion, because we have no information,
but it is one of the things upon which we ought to have
information, and if in that there is nothing, then one of the
alleged causes of grievances could not have had any effect
at all. Now, thon, in the year 1881, I find His Excellency
informed, in the report of the Department of thelnterior,
as follows

"Your Excellency will be pleased to learn that the white and half-
breed population of the Territories have, throughout the past seson,
enjoyed complete immunity from contagious and epidemie disease, that
their crops have been good, that commerce has been brisk and thatalto-
gether they have experienced during the year the inestimable adran-
tages of peace, confidence and prosperity."

Thon I come to the report of the next year, and I find it
stated :

" The condition of the half-breed population of the Territories, and
the claims which have been preferred in their behalf, to be dealt with
somewhat similarly to those of the half breeds of the Red River, have
been receiving careful consideration, with a view to meeting them rea-
souably."I

Thon, in the year 1883, I find it stated:
"lu the Edmonton district, surveys of lands aettled on haye been

completed ; and when the report of the surveyors, to whom.the duty was
entrusted, has been examined and approved in the usual way, the daims
of actual settiers at that point will be considered and disposed of."
I find also the report of the Chief Inspector of Surveys, who
says:

" A survey bas been made of the old settlement at Edmonton. The
adjustment suggested of the claims between the settlers seems to have
been made to the general satisfaction of the parties concerned."

Thon I turn to the report for the year 1884, and I find only
one statement, so far as I can see, which bears upon the
case, and that is the report of the Lieutenant-Governor of
the North-West Territory, who says;

"In conclusion, I may state that there is s generai oenmtm t
throughont the Territonies snd gmet confidence in th fuLtus. il
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experience of five years in the Territories has convinced me that there
can be no better country for settlers with even a light knowledge of
arming and a amall capital, or w ere a comfortable home can be
secured at so small a coat and in so short a time."

Then we come to the year 1885. The report for the year
1884 is presented for this year of 1885, in which the same
reference is made to the claims of the old settlers:

" At the time the offices of Deputy Head and Surveyor-General were
soeparated, and Mr. Lindsay Russell was charged with the duties apper-
tainng to the latter position, it was provided that he should also
investigate and settle the claims to land by virtue of long occupatione
advauced b ythe old settlers along the NorthSaskatchewan. When it was
found that Mr. Russell's health did flot admit of bis visiting the settie-
menth, an Order in Conetil vas passed remittingthis portion of isvork
to the Land Board. Accordingly, early in the year, Mr. Pearce went to
Prince Albert, and from thence to Battleford, Edmonton and 8t. Albert,
and made a careful personal enquiry into all the claims of this clans at
those places, with t he result that ail, with one or two exceptions, at
Battleford and Edmonton, have been finally and satisfactorily disposed
of. The only claims of old settlers remaining unsettled are at Lac la
Biche, Victoria and Battle River. The necessary investigation at the
two latter places will be made early next spring, but the claims at Lac
la Biche cannot be properly adjusted until the surveys reach that point."

Then, turning to the report from the Dominion Land Com.
missioner of the Saskachewan clims I find :

" The question of the claims of old settlers on the Saskatchewan is one
of long standing; but, with the exception of the claims in the immediate
vicinity of Prince Albert, nothing could be done in the matter until the
surveys were cempleted. These surveys were not finished until this
summer, and could not have been completed at an earlier date ; for,
had these been prosecuted in any other way than the one adopted, it
would have been at a great sacrifice of both accuracy and economy.

''Very full reports accompanied the evidence forwarded to the Min-
ister so soon as the investigations were completed. The claims at Prince
Albert have been finall disposed of. Those at the other points may
reasonably be expected to be settled within a few weeks

" The most liberal construction possible under the circumstaFnces was
put upon all the claims; and, judging by the result at Prince Albert, it
is confidently anticipatedi that the percentage of claimants who will be
dissatisfied therewith will be very small-probably not 5 per cent.-and
of these more than one-half will be ouly on the grounds that their claims
have not had as liberal treatment as the caims of others. It may be
sai of tbese claimants-u pwards of seven hundred in number-that, as
a class, the 'land shark ' formed a ver>' amaîl number.

" The difficulty in obtaining .explicit evidence has been referred to in
the speclal reports; and in this it need only be mentioned that this
difficulty did not arise fromnnwillingness, but from inability.

1It ii somewhat remarkable that, out of the large number of cases
investigated, but few were advanced through a residence on and pence-
able possession of the land on the 15th July, 1870; the only points at
whieh sueh were preferred being Pricce Albert and St. Albert--some
half dozen at the former, and about forty at the latter. This would go
to demonstrate that it has been only within the past few years that any
idea of making a livelihood by husbandry has occurred to the inhabitants
of the district ; and, whenthist act is considered, the progress they have
made ls really wonderful.'

Now, these are all the statements which I have been able to
find bearing on this subject, with the exception of one, and
that is an allusion, in a report two or three years ago, in
reference to the claims to be treated in a manner analagous
to that which was accorded to the half-breeds of Manitoba
-one slight allusion to that subject', and it is the only
allusion that you find in these reports. But you find a
statement that a process of adjustment, slow indeed, pro-
crastinating, has been going on with reference to those in
actual occupation; and as to the other part, it is going to be
considered with a view to reasonable treatment being
administered. Now, Sir, it does appear to me that it was
the duty of the Government long ago to have disposed of
these questions. It seems to me that they have been com-
plicated, and the difficulties have been enhanced by a sys-
tematic delay or neglect of their treatment; and that
only after the statements which I have read, after the
statements from the Government organs; which admitted
a chronic state of dissatisfaction to have existed in that
country for years, which also admitted territorial grounds
for that state of dissatisfaction-the one circumstance was
added that Louis Riel had been asked to go into the coun.
try. But when the Government felt that the situation
was so serious that it was necessary to act in some way
or other in* order to preserve the peace by the occu-
pation of Port Carleton, whatever impresed it on their

minds as a thing still more essential-and I admit that it
was essential; I admit that their prime duty was to see
that the forces at thoir disposal were so placed as to be
enabled to the utmost to preserve the peace-I say it was
their prime duty to have addressed themselves to the
removal of those causes of discontent, to have
addressed themselves to such measures as would
prevent this festering sore from festering still
further, and this outbreak from taking pIgee. Foree
is no remedy there any more than elsewhere. But
what they did was to appeal to force, to put 100 men of the
mounted police into Fort Carleton, and we hear that they
did nothing more. We did not hear of the situation being
grave, of any difficulty existing. The report speaks of
nothing but peace, prosperity and contentment, and they
tell us in those reports, this year, in i espect to the only
claims which they admit at al], which they think worth
mentioning in the reports, that they are almost al] settled,
and settled in a manner eminently satisfactory. From out-
side, I hear a report that a very considerable number of
persons, insgnificant indeed, compared with the armed
forces which are advancing to meet them, but a consider-
able number of persons, with their families, settled within a
recent period on lands which belong to some colonisation
company, or which had been assigned to some colonisation
company, which had not been surveyed and which the colo-
nisation company would not take possession of because they
had not been surveyed. And there has been a difficulty
going on for some time past, the colonisation company cal-
ling on the Government to give them their lands after
being survyced, because sine o thon they have been sur-
veyedand the Governmont declining to exorcise their powers
of ejectmont, whatever thoy may be, over settlers on those
lands-I say a difficulty existed. I have no doubt whatever
that there is correspondence upen this subject, that there
are reports on this subject ; and I cannot conceive, with the
hoards and hoste of officials, from the Lieutenant-Governor
of the North-West down, with the inspector of colonisation
companies, with the commissioners and assistant commis-
sioners in the North-West, that the Government has not
demanded or, even without demand, has not reoeived reports
from time to time, informing them as to what the cord.tion
of the country was, as te what the nature of the feeling
was, of what the difficulty was which grew up and culmi-
nated in this disturbance. Now, Mr. Speaker, that the
Government should have allowed this matter to get to this
head, having had a warning when Riel came into that

-country last summer, having accepted the warning by
putting in a force within striking distance, as the hon.
gentleman says, of the scene of action-that the Govern-
ment did not take intelligent and well-concerted measures
to remove the causes of grievance, whatever they may be,
is, in my opinion, an act worthy of very general condem-
nation. It certainly demande explanation at the hands of
the Government to this House, because they could not have
inflicted a more serions blow upon our prospects in the
North-West than they have done by permitting this outbreak
to get to this head. I do not care what its proportions are;
I trust they are as insignificant as some of the news-
papers tell us they are. I have not ventured myself to
estimate tbem. I have given the account which the Minis-
terial organe give of them, and that alone. That they are
considered important is shown by the fact that you have a
force of some 580 armed men, of whom 190 are mounted,
and half a battery of artillery in full array marching
toward the scene of action, with General Middleton, com-
manding the forces of Canada, as we are informed by the
newspapers, on bis way to join those forces and see that
everything is well and rightly done. I say that the cir-
cumstance that the Government should have thought this
of sufficient importance to de:and such a demonstration in
force and suoh action as this, is, of itself, though I do nol,
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in the least degree, blame the Government for calling ont
the troops, although they may have acted in the wisest
manner, is, of itseolf, an unfortunate event. It is an unfor-
tunate circumstance, because it will be made to appear that
this affair, slight though it may be, is yet serions enough to
call out this action and this display of force, and the opin-
ions of people outside, in which their good opinion as
to the pouce, the order, the contentment, the prosperity, the
good administration, the safety, the security and the har.
mony in which we dwell, which is important to us at this
junction, and particularly with respect to this locality, will
be rudely shaken by the occurrence of the last few
days. I say that hon. gentlemen opposite, having found it
necessary to take this action, ought to have informed us;
and they ought to have informed us fully of the action they
deemed it necessary to, take. When the hon. gentleman
was asked, and even without his being asked, what was
being done on the 23rd, we should have known thon that
the Government had decided that the field battery and
battalion should be called out; we should have known that
they had taken this stop. Although hon. gentlemen were
asked, we were not told it. It is hardly possible that the
decision should have been reached after tho session of the
House, and at a late hour; but if the information given at
an earlier hour became incorrect by change of events ut a
subsequent time, before the House adjourned, the informa-
tion should have been given us and an opportunity-afforded
of deciding as to the exact condition of affairs, so far as the
Govern ment knew it. But the Government seems to have
treated this question with apathy and neglect. What force
thereje in the accusation, launched at them by their most
devoted partidans through the columns of the public
press, that the lands of the settlers have been patented
for favorites and supporters, through bribes given
to officiais, I cannot say; I do not know. It
is not their enemies who have said this but their own
familiar friends, their influential, their patriotic, their sub.
sidised organs. However that may be, we know they have
been very active in the North-West; so active, that with
other things they have not had time to attend to this one.
The hon. momber for North Perth (Mr. Hesson), the other
day, caused a large bundle of documents to be laid on the
Table of the fHouse; and it was not the only package which
the hon, gentleman can cause to be laid on the Table,
bocause there is another and a still larger bundle of similar
documents on a similar subject. He can find thousands of
applications for timber limits and grants of land in the
North-West. Ie can find influential members of Parlia.
ment, influential partisans of the Government outside of Par.
liament, influential members from all quarters of the Domi,
nion who have made application; he can find that there was'
the carcase at which the eagles that follow in the wake of
the Government were gathered together; and I suppose
the effort to organise those various applications to suit and
please overybody, that everybody and his son-in-law or
daughter-in-law, or his friend, or his ally, should have a
suitable timber limit, or mine, or location of some kind, was
perhaps enough to exhaust the energies of hon. gentlemen
opposite, and leave them little time to deal, in the course of
the seven or eight years during which the claims have been
pending with them, until they have reached this head. I say
it is most unfortunate that this question was not deait with.
What is done now ? The hon. gentleman says, forsooth, that
he has issued a commission. I asked,' When ? The
hon. gentleman said that one of the commissioners
selected was selected some time ago, but ho resigned.
Perhaps he did not want to go into that quarter just thon,
so ho Faid another has been selected. I asked, Whon ? He
replied, the other day. I suppose that means the day before
yestorday. It means as soon as the row broke out, when
the militia was called out, when the trouble had come. The
hon. gentleman thon thought it worth while to issue a com-

Mr. BLAnE.

mission to investigate the new and fresh grievances of
the half-breeds of the North-West, which ho had not been
able to glance at for a long time; and he hopes, with the
assistance of the cavalry, of the foot guards, of the artillery,
of the militia-men, and of General Middleton on the one
band, and the olive branch, to be borne by his commissioners
on the other, ho may get himself out of the scrape. I am
sure I hope ho will; but without serious damage having
resulted to the country, by having allowed this matter to
go so long and so far, and reach this point, without taking
the proper stops, that, I regret to say, is absolutely impos-
sible. Now, we have a peculiar anxiety to know what the
hon. gentleman is going to do on this occasion, having
regard to the personnel involved in this transaction. What
will he do with Louis Riel ?

An hon. MEMBER. Catch him.

Mr. BLAKE. Some years ago the, hon. gentleman
announced in the town of Peterborough that "lhe wished to
God ho could catch Louis Riel." Riel was at that time out
of the country; and the hon. gentleman invoighed against
me as boing the cause of his being unable to gratify that
fervent prayer to his Maker, that patriotic aspiration for
his country, because, forsooth, with the almost unanimous
assent of the Legislature of Ontario, I had caused to be
issued a proclamation, offering a reward for the arrest and
trial of the same Louis Riel. He said by issuing that pro-
clamation I lad forced him across the lino, where, in safety
and comfort and security, he could plot against the peace of
Canada; and the patriotic cheers of his Tory friends
greeted the bon. gentleman's fervent prayer that he wished
to God ho might catch him, and those patriotic cheers were
redoubled whon they found that it was due to the malign
influence of the humble individual who now addresses you,
by offering a reward for Louis Riel, that he had crossed the
border, and that the hon. gentleman's fervent prayer could
not be realised. A little while afterwards, in the course of
some investigations which went on here, a right rev-
orend prelate informed us-and he brought the let.
ters to prove it-that the hon. gentleman had
appointed him a special commissioner to arrange with
Louis Riel to leave the country; that he had banded him
out of the secret service money $1,000, to pay his expensos
when he was out of the country; and that it was at the
hon. gentleman's own instance, at the hon. gentleman's own
request, with the public moneys of this country, supplied
by the hon. gentleman for the purpose, that Riel was induced
to leave Canada and romain in the foreign country to which,
ho said, Louis Riel had been driven by me, and where, he
said, wrongly driven by me, he was plotting in peace, and
safety, and security, against the country. TUJnder these cir-
cumstances, it is extremoly desirable that we should know,
what will le do with him ? What is the hon. gentleman
going to do with Louis Riel on this occasion ? He told us
with-I was going to say naivet--bat that word would
hardly be applicable to the hon. gentleman-this afternoon,
that he had recoived a sort of intimation, that Riel had
actually expressed a sort of an idea that if he got a surm of
money out of the public treasury he would not disturb therm
any more. Of course, the hon. gentleman said that was
impossible-for the second time such a thing was impossible.
Why should he think so? Where did Riel learn the lesson?
Who tanght him it paid to kick up a row here, that he might
get an Archbishop to negotiate for the public money of
Canada to console him ? It was from the hon. gentleman
ho learned the lesson which ho was endeavoring to repeat
thisyear, but which, the hon. gentleman forcibly says, could
not be thought of on this occasion-I suppose from the fact
that no secret service money was available. There is yet
another policy which may be adopted. The hon. gentleman
may catch him, or he might bribe him to go away, or h.
might do what one of his most influential organs suggesto
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ho-no, not ho, might do, for we know that these things
are never done by persons in authority, but a little bird
suggests them, and they get done some how or other. Here
is the suggestion:

" But one thing is clear, namely, that when Riel is captured he ought
to be strung up on the first convenient tree, without ceremony."
Now, that is a sort of sanguinary mode of dealing with the
question-a summary method of punishment. Whore do I
find it ? Why, I find it in the Montreal Gazette-in the
special correspondence from Ottawa, of the Montreal Gazette,
of the 23rd of March. Now, is that the policy of the
Government ? Is it to be understood-indicated as this is
by the Montreal Gazette, by its special correspondent at
Ottawa, where the Goverument is, and where the corres-
pondent is, and where the principal proprietor is, and where
are the sources from which it draws its wealth and means-
I say is it to be understood that the policy of the Govern-
ment is to establish lynch law, and string up Louis Riel to
a tree, in short order? We have a variety of policies. We
have the two policies of the hon. gentleman to which I
referred, and now we have the Montreal Gazette policy ;
and really under the circumstances we are pardonably
anxious to rnow what he will do about it. I say it is our
duty to vindicate the national authority which has been
outraged, to restore the peace which has been disturbed-
docidedly, but if it be at all possible, without the shedding
of one drop of blood. I say that that done, the course oflaw
should be pursued, the course of law and justice should be
pursued in the regular course of law and order ; and I regret
extremely that in the columns of an influontial Canadian
newspaper a suggestion so disgraceful as that this act
should be committed should have appeared. But there is
more to do than that. There is more to do than vindi-
cate the national authority and vindicate the course of
justice and law. There is the redress of whatever grievances
may exist-those grievances which are said by the Govern-
ment organs teobe substantial-those grievances which
existed for a long time, and which the issuance of this
commission indicates must have existed. There is another
thing which is to be doue; for us more is to be done. We
ought to receive fall information; we ought to have that
information which will enable us to know where the
responsibility has to be fixed for the delays, for the apathy,
for the procrastination, for the neglect, for the want of
proper regard and apprehension of the situation, the want
of proper decision and fair dealing in the administration
of power which have resulted in the present state
of things. We want full information upon it. There
must be information in the records of the Goverument.
They must have in their offices reports on this subject.
If they do not know, if their officers in that country
have not reported, we want to know it. We want to
know what they are doing with a Lieutenant-Governor
there, and other officials, who have not been able to
find out that this case has not been serious. But there must
be some information; because the hon. gentleman told us,
the other day, that ho thought it prudent to fortify Fort
Carlton and throw a force of men into it, so that there must
have been news justifying such a course as long ago as last
summer. Why was not a commission issued then, since it
had been found that this disturber of the peace was in the
country and remained there? Why were not the stops
which are now regarded as fit to be taken for a peaceable
solution of the difficulty not thon taken ? We want full and
immediate information of every description, which may
enable us to ascertain what these grievances are, and of how
long standing they are; what stops have been taken towards
redressing them ; what information the Government has
asked from its officers, from time to time, to appreciate the
situation ; what information has from time to time been
received, with a view of dealing with the situation ; whati
the lion. geutleman has learned last summer ; what he didî

last summer, besides throwing the police into Fort Qarlton ;
and, in a word, we want to know how it comes that a long-
standing condition of grievances and dissatisfaction, notori-
ous, at any rate, for a very considerable time, has resulted
in the questionable stop of last year, of calling on
this man to come to the country, with a view to advise-
has resulted in the prudontial action of the Government
last year-how it is that no effectual stop was taken to do
that whih ought to have been done-to convince those
people, by all methods of appealing to their reason, their
justice, and their consideration, that they were to be dealt
with promptly, by removing ithe causes of dissatisfaction,
and thus avoiding the painful condition we are now in,
and the difficulty under which we must inevitably labor,
no matter how this occasion may end; and I am sure there
is a unanimous feeling and hope on the part of every man
in this House that it may end very well indeed, and that
the precautions the Governmont have taken may b in
excess of the occasion. But I maintain that Parliament
would be wanting in its duty if it did not insist on having
that information early and immediately, and I maintain
that the Government has been wanting in its duty in not
granting that information early and immediately, and
enabling us to judge. I do not censure; I point out where
I coneive the conduct of the Governmont to require expla-
nation; but the grounds of judgment, oither of acquittal or
condemnation, ought to be laid before Parliament, and
ought to be laid before Parliament at once; and to that
end I move, in amendment thereto, to leave out all the words
after "that," and insert the following instead thereof:

"l I the opinion of this flouse, it is the duty of the Government
forthwith to lay before this House the fullest information on the subject
of the claims and alleged grievances of the inhabitants of Prince
Albert, North-West Territories, and the neighborhood, and of the action
of the Government and its oficers thereon; and of their action in refer-
ence to the movement of last summer, and lu reference to the present
disturbances."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, the hon.
gentleman concluded his speech by saying that ho hoped
this thing would end welf-that it was the wish of every
man in this House and every man in the country that it
should end well. All I can say, Sir, is that if it does not
end well, some of the responsibility will rest upon the hon.
gentleman himself. I deeply regret that a man holding the
responsible position of the lon, gentleman, once having
been a member of a Government, and once having been
responsible for the government of that country, should
take this opportunity- when mon are in armed insurrection,
so far as we know, against the authorities of the land; when
we do not know whether they may be assisted or not by
the savages of the plains-to make a speech for the purpose
of attacking the Government, reckless of the consequences,
reckless of the knowledge that every word ho uses will not
only be truly repeated, but will b falsely exaggerated all
over the world. It will b read by the Mtis from the
Rocky Mountains to Winnipeg, that the hon, gentle-
man has assumed that the Government has been wrong-
that ho has assumed that there has been delay, neglect, and
all the rest of it-that they are oppressed and wronged,
and driven to desperation, by the wrong-doing
of the Government, by the wilful apathy, the
wilful delay, and the corrupt delay of the Government, in
preferring to help speculators and friends and influential
members of Parliament to settling the wrongs of the Métis.
This is the statement that will go abroad, coming from the
hon. gentleman; and if they have any encouragement to
renew there an exhibition of that spirit, which I believo at
this moment is depressed, it will b owing to the statementa
made at this time by the hon. gentleman, not thinking of bis
responsibility-careless, rather, of uis responsibility-and
for the sake of making what he considers a clever speech;-
risking the continuance of the peace of this country, risk-
ing the chance of an immediate suppression of this insurs
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rection-if it can be dignified by that name-ail for the
miserable and unstatesmanlike desire of having a little
attack on the Government. I have heard that hon. gentle-
man make many lugubrious speeches; but I have never
heard him make a speech in which such an utter want of
patriotism, such a mere factious spirit, was displayed as in
this. The hon. gentleman says we ought to have given
information on the 23rd that the militia were called out. I
tell the hon. gentleman that the militia were not called out
then, and I could not have given that information without
stating what was untrue. The fact of the matter was this:
Taking time by the forelock, after having shown, not
apathy or neglect, but as a military man told me to-day,
having shown extraordinary quickness in making all
precautionary arrangements, my hon. friend, the Minister
of Militia, sent a telegram on that day to ask if there was
any want of militia, how many men the militia force could
supply. That was the message ho sent on that day, and
therefbre we could not communicate to this House what
was not in existence. But if we had called out the militia,
I say it was not our duty to inform this House. It was
not our duty to spread wide, as the hon. gentleman has
done to-day, the fact that there were men wild and foolish
and desperate enough to take arms, or to pretend to take
arms, against the Crown, or against the authorities of the
country. It was our duty to localise and minimise the
occasion there. It was our duty to put down this riot-for
it is little more-without alarming the country, without
alarming the timid people in that country, without alarm-
ing the expectant immigrants who are coming to this
country. It was our duty to put it down as quietly and
peaceably as possible, to neglect no precaution or care,
to be fully armed in any case, so that if, contrary
to our expectation, if, contrary to our belief,
if, contrary to our hope, it should turn out to be a serious
thing, if instead of being a riot, it should rise to the dignity
of an insurrection, we were not to be found wanting. But
it was arranged to keep this matter quiet. We had quietly
collected our forces and made the arrangements, and we
know and believe that if the trouble be merely confined to
the Métis, it will be localised. Mr. Speaker, instead of the
Government being justly subject to the attack for the
manner in which that country has been governed, I say,
if there is one thing which Canada ought to be more proud
of than another, it is the peace, the qùiet, and the order
that have existed in the North-West ever since the success.
ful result of the Red River expedition under General
Wolseley. Sir, since that time there has been rising
after rising in the United States, although they
had their whole frontier lined with soldiery, 25,000
mon, or nearly so, watching the western frontier and
the northern frontier. There they had continued trouble;
we heard of Indians being shot down like dogs; we heard
of cruelties and outrages committed upon the aborigines. Sir,
there has not been one single blow struck in anger in our
North-West, until this thing happened the other day; with
a small force of 300, and latterly 500 men--and I say that
force is insuflicient for the enormous duty it has to perform
-peace has been preserved from one end of the country to
the other. The Ontario and Quebec farmer has gone up
and settled there with just as full a feeling of security and
safety as if ho were sottling in Muskoka, or away up on the
River Desert. We had no right to expect, at the lime we
assumed the responsibility of governing that country, that
we would have been so uniformly successful in governing
it in peace and quiet as we have been. You must recollect
that country is occupied by savages, or semi-savages, by
men who are now driven to desperation through the dis-
appearance of their only means of procuring food ; and
hungry mon are desparate, starving mon are ready to grasp
at anything, ready to charge those in power with being the
cause of their starvation. Iook back at the Bansard for
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the last three or four years, and you will find that when
I came forward here, in my capacity as Minister of the Inte-
rior, and asked for votes to support these poor people, we
were taunted across the floor with our extravagance. I
stated then we were obliged to ask for these votes; I stated
that as christian men we could not afford to let these poor
people starve; I stated that the buffalo had disappeared,
that the game they depended on for support had disap-
peared; they were surrounded by whites; all their old
opportunities of support were taken away; they were
crowded out of their country-and yet we were told, again
and again, and I appeal to hon. members if they did not
hear the taunts of hon. gentlemen opposite, amout the
increased,lavish expenditure of this extravagant Government
in the North-West; that we were wasting the means of the
white people of the five or six Provinces in that insatiable
gulf, the North-West. We have succeeded; we have kept
that country quiet; and when Louis Riel was sent for last
summer, ho was sent for by these poor people, suffering from
hunger; because,while we went to a large expenditure in keep.
ing them, we did not give them such a quantity of food as
would make them hang around the different stations and
become habitual beggars. We kept them on short rations,
on short allowances, and we tried to force them-I am
speaking now of the Indians-and we have lorced them upon
their reserves; by slow degrees we are introducing among
them habits of cultivation. Well, the Métis are, as you know,
half Indian; they have many of the characteristics of the
Indians, especially the Métis of the plain. Those who are
in Manitoba and in some of the settlements have become, to
a certain degree, like tho Indians in the older Provinces;
they have become agriculturists; they have taken to agri-
cultural pursuits; but the nomads are just as wild in their
habits, as irregular in their conduct, and as impulsive in
their actions as their full-blooded red brethren. The hon.
gentleman says there las been procrastination and delay.
If there is one thing more than another on which I think
the Department of Indian Affairs can plume itself, it is
upon its treatment of the aborigines and its treatment of
the hall-breeds, in settling all their claims peacefully and
quietly. The hon. gentleman will not deny that the Métis
in Manitoba proper have been carefully attended to; ho
will not deny that the Indians there and that the half-
breeds there are satisfied. Although I say it is an improper
thing; although I say it was an unjust thing, it was an
inopportune thing for the hon. gentleman to
foist a discussion on the land policy of the Govern-
ment at this time, yet I will say this, that the
-course taken towards the Métis bas been kind; paternal,
and in every way for the purpose of forwarding their
best interests. The hon. gentleman asked the question,
whether the new system of surveying had not been intro-
duced with respect to the old settlement along the North
and South Saskatchewan. In accordance with the principle
of the surveyors, the surveyors had commenced and had
decided to carry out that principle of laying out all the
lines under the normal practice of surveying that has been
laid down in the Dominion Land Act; but while that was
being done, it was not for the purpose of depriving any
man, woman or child of land they had a title to, by posses-
sion or otherwise; it was not that they had the remotest
idea of taking possession of it. Only, the regular pioce of
land would be so much in one quarter, so much in another,
and so much in another. That was the original arrange-
ment made by the Surveyor-General, and it naturally raised
the suspicion, as you can quite understand, among the half-
breeds, that they were going to be forced out of their irre-
gular tracts of which they were in possession, and would ho
compelled to take square blocks. The moment that was
brought to the notice of the Department it was altered ;
and the half-breeds were informed they would keep and get
thoir lands according to their custom. They have got their
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lands ; many of the lots are settled ; and of those that are not
settled, the majority are fraudulent claims, made by Métis
who got their240 acres as Manitoba half-breeds,and then went
out to the plains, having squandered the value of the scrip of
ithe land they got in Manitoba, saying : One Métis looks
ike another; the Government will never know it; and they

c1aimed the land again. The cause of the delay was that
the Government tried to prevent these frauds being prae-
tised, that they tried to prevent the man who got his 240
acres in Manitoba from getting 240 more on the plains, and
after that, asking for 160 more as a settler under the
homestead right. That has been the cause of all the delay;
and many of the claims have been settled. When the
hon. gentleman speaks about a commission having
been issued the other day, I may tell him that we have had
official after official examining and settling those claims,
and it is only the residuum of those claims that have net
been settled. Mr. Pearce, for instance, who was Inspector
of Dominion Lands, and is a very efficient officer, was
appointed to examine into these claims, but the Métis
thought that ho did not adopt towards them a sufficiently
conciliatory manner, and this to a certain extent interfered
with the success of his mission. Hie, however, settled
many of those claims in a most benevolent manner,
if I may use the expression, towards these people.
Mr. Duck also settled a large number of claims in
the immediate vicinity of Duck Lake, where these
people have taken the law into their own hands; and
it was only to wind up the matter that some months
ago it was decided to send a commission up there in
the spring-we could not well send it in the middle of
winter-for the purpose of scttling up and wiuding Up the
final claims. In the meantime not one of those half.breeds
las been disturbed; more than that, they have been person-
ally assured that their possession was just as good as
if they had the deeds in their pockets; but, mind you,
these mon are quarreling among themselves, just as white
speculators do, when they try to jump oach other's claims;
and it is to settle the residuum of these claims this com-
mission has been appointed. We asked some time ago, but we
could not get, the gentleman we wanted to go. We wanted
to press him ; ho accepted at first, but found his health would
net allow him to go; and I will mention the names of the
chief commissioners who are appointed to wind up the
troublesome claims, the litigated claims, in which these
people are disagreeing amongst themselves. Mr. Street,
a lawyer at London, whom everybody knows, a
man of the highest position as a man of honor
and a professional man; Mr. Goulin, who is on the
spot, a half-breed himself; and Mr. Forget, a very
able man, a French Canadian, who bas been there for many
years, and is the clerk of the Council of the North-West.
These three men have been appointed to go up on the spot
and sit judicially, and settle the quarrels, not only the claims
against the Government, but the quarrels and the contradic-
tory and conflicting claims of the Métis themselves. That
is the course taken by the Government, and I ask the House
if there could be any other course, if there could be any
more proper course adopted, than has been taken by the
Government-first, to assure the people, from door to door,
that their rights would be respected, that not an acre would
be taken from them, that their possession was as good as a
deed. But, oh, says the hon. gentleman, there has been
apathy in this matter; these people have been driven to
desperation; these people would not have sent for Riel if
Vhe sense of injustice, if the denial of justice, had not forced
them to take this extraordinary step. If the hon. gentle-
man waits until the Indian or the half-breed ceases to
grumble, he will have to wait till the day of doom. They
always grumble. If you give an Indian four pounds of pork,
and i is two pounds more than he is entitled to, ho will
grumble bocause ho does not get six; and the half-treed las

all the acquisitiveness of the Indian, and the strong desire
to press his claims of the white man. But the hon. gentle-
man rests lis attacks upon what he calls the organs of the
Government, and it is in this Parliament and at this time,
with men in arms against us, that he sees fit to quote the
organs of the Government, the Montreal Gazette and the
Mail, and the Ottawa Citizen, as speaking for the Govern-
ment. Mr. Speaker, the Government speaka for itself. I
have heard the lon. gentleman, when he sat on this side of
the House, indignantly deny that he would be responsible
for the Globe, or for any of the papers that usually supported
bis party. Fancy Sir Stafford Northcote getting up just
now and reading the Standard or the Morning Post as a
charge to be brought against Mr. Gladstone or Mr. Glad-
stone's Government. In the firet place, he would not
be allowed to read the newspaper ; and, in the next,
he would neither have the want of patriotism nor
the want of taste to do it. But, Mr. Speaker,
lo, and behold, according to the old law of England, when-
ever the militia is called out Parliament must he summoned.
That has disappeared to a great extent, and the reason for
the original rule las altogether gone. We all remember
that, in those days, when the kings of England not only
reigned but governed, there was a permanent standing fight
between the House of Commons and the Crown, as Vo who
should command the militia. There was always a jealousy
against the standing army, because the Crown had the clear
right and the only right to command the standing armies,
but the militia force was a citizen soldiery,they were under
the command and control of Parliament, and the Govern.
ment could not call them out. They were under the com-
plote check of thefHouse of Commons. Road the contests that
were fought with the Crown from the time of Charles I.
upwards, as to who should have the control of the trained
bands,the Crown or the people. The people gained itand, with
their usual conservatism, they held to that principle that the
militia should not be summoned in any way except with
the command, with the sanction, with the immediate know-
ledge of the representatives of the people. But that
was because there was a danger that the citizen
soldiery might be used as the army of a despot to crush the,
at that time, infant liberties of England. Here we have no
such fear; our militiamen are the sane as oursolves. We
are all militiamen. I am- not very sure, but I sujppose
that, at my age, I am in the rcserved rank, and that I can-
not be called out, even to put down Louis Riel. The hon.
gentleman is, fortunately for himself, not over the age, and
he may be drawn. I wonder, if he is called out to put
down Louis Rielif he will say: It is unconstitutional; Parlia-
ment must b called and Parliament must meet; I won't go;
when Parliament is consulted, and after three or four votes
of censure and want of confidence, perhaps Parliament may
say that the riot las become a rebellion, and thon constitu-
tionally we will go and kill a great many thousand half-
breeds and loe a great many people of our own ; but we
will, at all events, back up the constitution. So strange is
the utter want of fear of the militia in this country, or
rather, to use the hon. gentleman's phrase, the apathy of
the people when such an attempt, such an atrocious
attempt against their liberties is made by this Govern-
ment as calling out the militia, that Parliament
las actually handed over the right to cali out the
militiamen to any two justices of the peace ; the
mayor of a town and a couple of magistrats-I forget
exactly the provisions of the Act-can call them eut and
crash an incipient rebellion, and I think that, if the warden
of a county or the mayor of a town or incorporated village,
or two councillors can exorcise that power, in order to keep
the peace, Her Majesty's Government can do it. But we
are to be considered guilty of a groat breach of the liberties
of the subject beöause we did not consult Parliament,
because we did not make a low bow and explain the whole
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thing. We did not want to explain the thing. We do not
want to explain it until it is over. First let it be put down,
let the law be vindicated, let theinsurrection be suppressed,
and then Jet the gentleman bring as many votes as he likes,
as many charges as he likes, but let him not appeal to the
organs of the press. And, by the same token, he
reade a number of sensational despatches going to
these different newspapers, as if they were true,
as if the Government were responsible for them.
I suppose, if the Government is responsible for the news-
paper, then it is responsible for every sensational piece of
information that comes to it from any source over the
wires. That is the hon. gentleman's style. What do you
think, Mr. Speaker ? I take it that all these rumors come from
Winnipeg. Winnipeg, for all practical purposes, is not so
far from the scene of action as we are. We get the news as
quickly as they do; but, of course, from the fact that the
Métis and the Indians are nearer to them, they are more
interested than we are; and, like all persons specially inter-
ested, they are timid, they are nervous; one man frightens
another; the story goes that there are fifteen policemen
killed, that the stores have been sacked, that Fort Carlton
has fallen; and all these come from Winnipeg. We all
know how it is with correspondents, especially the man that
handles the wires; when he has a sensational story on one
hand and the truth on the other, I rather think that he will
neglect the true and prefer to send the sensational story.
And this is the foundation, the sole foundation, on which
the leader of Her Majesty's Opposition gets up a story here for
the purposeof its going home-not for the purposeo-God for-
bid I should say so-but it will have the effect of going to
England, and of enabling the enemies of Canada, of enabling
those who try to stop emigration to Canada, those who try
to discredit us, who try to prevent our great railways from
getting credit in England, to accomplish their purpose, if
that were possible. It will go, Mr. Speaker. I got a cablegram
from Sir Charles Tupper, wanting to know about it-he had
heard of it himself-and ho wanted to know if it was the
case. Of course it came from St. Paul and Minneapolis,
from some of the American railways, and from New York.
He said he had heard that three Indian chiefs had joined
Riel, and that be had a thousand men under his command.
That was the telegram published in England. But the hon.
gentleman spoke and cited these sensational paragraphs•
His speech will go to England, and it will get an import-
ance, Mr. Speaker, which it would not otherwise have
obtained. But the hon. gentleman says: Oh! we must have
been frightened ourselves, because we took possession of
Fort Carlton, and sent 100 men up there during last year.
Well, Sir, we did not take Fort Carlton in the first place;
and, in the second place, we did not send 100 men. We have
our police force moving frum one part to the other. I sup-
pose that the most active army of Uhlans, during the French
and German war, or of Cossacks, never have moved so con-
tinuously and so speedily and succesEsfully as that small body
of men over that immense country. Well, Sir, before
Riel came in these settlers had never sent in a Bill of Rights to
us, nevér sent any complaints to the Governmont. We saw in
the papers, in the same way, I suppose, that he has seen
these sensational despatches-we saw that iRiel had arrived
there, and was asking for everything. The grievances that
have been spoken about in reference to their lands were
never scarcely noticed by them in comparison to other
thinge. Riel came in there. As the hon. gentleman says,
he made his profit out of it before, and he came in there
again, perhaps driven to poverty and starvation by bad
habite and ill-luck. He had too readily listened to the
invitation of the poor, starving people, the Métis, in the
vieinity of Duek Lake. He came there for his own purpose.
He had eteited them, and made them believe he was a sort
of El Mahdi. He had led them in the great war-unfor-
tunately, but the unfortunate chief has always had the
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sentiment of the people with him, like the unfortunate
Bourbon, La Roche Jaquelein, or Charles the Pretender;
it is the unfortunate man that has the popular senti-
ment with him. He came in there and appealed to
the sympathies of the half-educated or uneducated
mon. Mr. Speaker, the policemen were moved
to the barracks at Prince Albert, which were held by a
very few men, and in order to have additional reinforce-
monts. The fort then stationed at Carlton was empty ; the
Hudson Bay people were not using it, and we asked them if
we aould send men there. They told us at once that we
might have it as long as we liked, and we sent fifty men.
We had 100 men at Regina, and fifty at Fort MacLeod, from
whom they were drawn. Thore was no great force there;
we were just quietly keeping the mon there, without any-
body knowing anything about it, or exciting observation,
in order to be ready should there be an unfortunate outcome
from this man's want of loyalty, and the other men's want
of common sense in listening to him. Now, Mr. Speaker,
I say that the complaint of these people, as published and as
alluded to by the hou. gentleman, has very little reference
to this land question. This land question is a bagatelle com-
pared with their other complaints. There are a very few
things unsettled, and they will be easily settled. There are
points which are not yet settled, but these mon will not be
dispossessed. When the boundaries are settled and all their
quarrels with their neighbors are arranged, they will got
their patents fully, that they have a right to. But the hon.
gentleman went over their "grievances" ; ho rolled that word
under his tongue as a sweet morsel-the "grievances " of
these people ; their "just claims" denied. But I say there have
been no just claims denied. Every just claim has been
aoknowleged. The most of those just claims have been
settled, and those that are not settled will be settled as soon
as it can be ascertained beyond doubt that frand is not being
practised upon the people. What interest can this Govern-
ment, or any Government-the hon. gentleman's Govern-
ment, if it were in power-have in keeping up a grievance ?
It can do no Government any good. It would be much
easier for us to give everything to anybody that asks it.
There would be no grievances if we gave away everything.
But we are guardians of the.public property; we are bound
by oath to see that, in the performance of our duties, the
Crown, that is to say the- people, shall not be defrauded of
an acre of land by unjust claims; they are bound to protect
the public Treasury, to protect the money of the public, and
their money's worth, whether in land or goods. That is
what we are doing, that is what we will do, what we will
continue to do, notwithstanding the inopportune, the
unpatriotic attempt of the Opposition to assail us. But the
hon. gentleman must lug in something about colonisation
companies; that he heard the colonisation companies were
not using the people right. What had that to do
with this question of Riel's rights? What had that
to do with the claims of the Métis ? But the hon.
gentleman's organised claqueurs behind him clap him on
in everything. Any stick is good enough to hit the Gov-
ernment with, and so he lugs in the colonisation companies,
some claims made against the Métis. What in the world
had that to do with the Métis ? It was brought in, and it
shows the spirit with which the hon. gentleman is actuated
and guided in the whole of this business. But the hon.
gentleman wants to know what we will do with Riel. Why,
Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman offered $5,000 to try and
catch him, and be did it with the sane object with which
he makes this speech to-day. The man who was shot,
Thomas Scott, was of Irish origin. The French
Canadians from Lower Canada stood like a wall
behind Sir George E. Cartier and myself. He could
not gain them, and so he tried to gain the Irish.
Who, thon, was so strong a patriot as he? How loud-mouthed
was ho in regard to this Irishman, one of hie own country-
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mon, and one of is own faith: $5,000 was offered for this
traitor and murderer, and it never was paid. Riel came
down to Ottawa and took the oath as a good and loyal sub-
ject of Iler Majesty; and he had a right to come and take
bis seat. But I do not think the present Government
countenanced Riel. I think it was not this Government
that brought him here. But I had made a speech, it
appears, at Peterboro', saying that I wished to God we
could catch Riel. There never was a prayer more sin-
cerely offered than that which I uttered at that time.
If we had got Riel then, ho would have been brought and
tried in the Province of Ontario or in Quebec. We have
got a special statute, under which such criminals can be
triend, and he would have been tried and found guilty.
But ho could not be tried were the jury was particeps crima-
nis, is fellow soldiers who had fought under him; if he
bad been brought down here we would have got a convie.
tion against him, and the consequence of conviction would
have followed. I was, therefore, very anxious to catch
him. ibut the hon. gentleman made unwittingly a mis-
statement of the facts, when he said that we asked Arch-
bishop Taché to bribe him to leave the country. That was
not the case. We tried to arrest him, and the hon, gentle-
man sought to help us by offering the roward. But it was
offered so loudly, it was trumpeted abroad so strongly, that
the man ran away.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hon. members may
laugh. The man was in the United States; he was living
under the security which he obtained under the Anerican
flag. It was of primary importance-it was of the utmost
importance-that ho should no longer be a disturbing quan-
tity. We could not catch him; the American Government
would not surrender him, though he had committed
murder, because it was a political offence. His sympa-
thisers crossed the lines to him and kept hatching fresh
troubles. Then, in the interests of peace and of this coun-
try-and if the same thing should happen now, I would do
it again-I asked Archbishop Taché to see that man with
whom ho had some influence, and induce him to go away to
a distant part-to California or any where, some distance
from the frontier-and cease to agitate the country, and
allow us to settle thle North-West and make it what it has
since become, a scene of peace and order. We asked Arch-
bishop Taché to get Riel to go away, and we said we would
pay bis expenses for one year. I ask the House
whether that was not good policy; I ask if
that was not practical statesmanship? He went away,
and the country has grown to its present posi-
tion, which it would have never done if iel ihad
remained on the frontier still agitating, still arousing
and still inciting those misguided people who had
faith in him. I say I was justified, in the interests of the
country, in the interests of peace, in the interests of the
great future of the North-West. What I did in that respect
was for the purpose of promoting the interests of that coun-
try; whatever the hon. gentleman did in that respect was
for the purpose of soetting race against race, religion against
religion. I leave it to this House, and I leave it to the sober
judgment of this country, when this subject is carefully
looked into, whether it will not be said that what I did was
done to promote peace and prosperity; whereas, every action
of the hon. gentleman, from the time ho offered the $5,000
and made those incendiary speeches in the House of Assem-
bly, at Toronto, up to this moment, and the equally incen-
diary motion ho las made, and supported by an incendiary
speech, I am willing that our actions should be compared.
With respect to this motion, I will say that in the interests.
of the ouuntry, I will bring down just such information as I
think will best conduce to the settlement of the question as
it now stands, and I will not, unles I am compelled by a

vote of this House, which, of course, I must obey with all
humility, be forced prematurely to make one single state.
ment that will have a tendency, in my opinion, to postpone,
for one single day, the settlement of that country.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, those of
us who have had the pleasure of sitting in this House for
any length of time with the First Minister, are tolerably
well aware that the justice of his cause is always in inverse
ratio to the violence of his declamation. When the First
Minister has a good, straightforward case, ho is, as a
lawyer of his position should ho, always able to place
it before the House in a quiet, intelligent and reasonable
manner. When, on the other hand, the First Minister
knows that his conduct las been utterly indefensible, then
we have an exhibition such as that which we have lately
witnessed. We have every unworthy taunt, every unjust
insinuation, every calumny and sneer that his imagination
can think of.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If hon. gentlemen did

not hoar me, I will repeat it. We have all these things
hurled against men who dare to bring him to account, and
invariably we are told that criticism of the conduct of the
Government of the day means want of patriotism to our
country. That is the invariab!e refrain which rings from
those bonches. They may do what they please; they may
drive the people to revolt ; they may plunder the people
in every imaginable way; but if one word of condemnation
comes from these benches, we are unpatriotic, because
it does not suit their high mightiriosses that their conduct
should bu criticised. I regret exceedingly that ibis thing
should have occurred. I bolieve, as the leader of the
Opposition and the First Minister says, this occurrence
is going to do a very considerable amount of
mischief to the future of this country, and
I regret that, for every possible reason. But I put
it to the common sonse of the fouse and of the people
of this country, is there to-day one newspaper, from one end
of Canada to the other, which is not filled with accounts of
the disturbance in the North-West ? Are not these things
already known from one end of North America to the other ?
Hlave we not had the statement of tlie First Minister him-
self, that before he knew it,and let the House mark the words,
these things were made public in England and in the English
press; and, Sir, these things being known, these things being
of common record, these things being in the highest sense
public property, is the only place in all North America
where this matter is not to be discussed the Parliament of
Canada? That, Sir, is the position which the hon. the
First Minister has taken. Sir, I say there is nou sense,
no expediency in that position. I say it is infinitely
botter that it should go forth that the members of this
flouse are unanimously in favor of upholding law, that we
are disposed to assist the Government in putting down
armed revolt or riot, or whatever you may choose to call it,
but that at the same time they should declare they are will-
ing to redress all just grievances ; and that they, the great
inquest of the nation, are prepared to make examination
into the causes which are alleged to have brought about
this unfortunate occurrence. Now, I cll the attention of
the House to ibis: That the leader of the Opposition las
shown clearly and distinctly that, year by year,
through a whole series of years, it las been known that
these people wore discontented, that the Government
have had ample warning, ample opportunity to
remedy those wrongs. Why,ý Sir, I recollect myself
-and I think the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) can bear testimony, too-that in 1878, about
the time we went out of office, these men were
making complaints, and my hon. friend then found it
necessary to take special precautions and measures to allay
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their apprehensions. Now, that is seven years ago. Ample
time has elapsed for issuing the commission. More than
ample time bas elapsed for the redress of grievances and
the settlement of claims. The hon, gentleman admitted
that they knew a year ago that this dangerous agitator, a
man who bas been an outlaw, guilty of rising in armed
insurrection against the Government of this country-that
this man had come into that country. They had every kind
of warning that mon could bave, that there was danger
brewing; and my hon. friend simply declares-he does not
censure the Government-he asks how it is, with these
patent facts before thom, with this information, with a
knowledge of the character of Riel, and of the character
of these Métis-whom the First Minister described, if I
heard him aright, as little better than semi-savages-that
with all these elements of danger before them, the
Government omitted to take the most ordinary precautions.
That is the complaint; and can complaint be
juster or more reasonable. I was very sorry, indeed, to find
that the First Minister on this occasion should bave repeated
the assertion, which, I think, he must have regretted, which,
I think, he must bave wished buried in the oblivion, that
when, in June, 1872, ho brought, what I must call, a most
slanderous charge against the leader of the Opposition, that
he had deliberately deprived him, the present First Min-
icter, of the opportunity of bringing Riel to justice. HRe
knew, and we have here the evidence of Archbishop Taché,
to show that he knew that when ho made this charge in July,
1872, in December, 1871, ho had himself supplied Riel with
the means of leaving the country, and of maintaining him-
self in a foreign country, for the purpose, as the First MUinis-
ter stated, of hatching plois against this country. Here is
an extract from Archbishop Taché's testimony in our
journals:

'' I came to Canada, 5th October, 1871. T saw Sir George Cartier in
Montreal and Quebec, and he spoke to me about Riel's leaving the coun-
try, and he strongly advised me to use my influence to get Riel to leave
the country for a while. This was in October or November, 1871."

That charge, to which I alluded being made in June or July,
1872.-

" I told Sir George that I agreed in bis opiaion, but that it was
extremely difficult for me to interfere, as I had been so badly treated,
being deceived about the amaesty. Be urged ne, saying I was the pas-
tor of the people, and he insisted so much that I at last said I would try,
but I said : 'You muet remember that man is poor ; hiE mother is a
widow, with four young girls and three young boys, and she bas no
means of support, especially when lier eldest son is away. He himself
bas only his laborfor bis support "-

The Ion. gentleman will observe that Riel was here in
October or November, 1871.-
" and I do not think it is fair to ask him to leave hie home without
some compensation or some means of travelling.' 'That is true,' said
Sir George; 'we will sec about that.' HRe then asked me if I would go
to Ottawa. 'Yes,' said 1, 'I intend to be there the beginning of
December.' 'Then,' said he, '1we will settle the matter there. I
came to Ottawa the beginning of December. Sir George also came, and
then I saw him and Sir John. I bad several conversations with both of
them, but one especially I remember with sir John. It was on the 7tu
of Docember, about noon, in his office. I do not remember who began,
but he insisted that I should advise Riel te leave the country for a
while, and added these words, se far as I can recollect them : 'If yo
can succeed in keeping him out ot the way for a while, I will make his
case mine, and I will carry the point,'

" The question of amnesty has caused me so much pain already that I
thought L would be justified in using all honest means to secure Sir
John's assistance in the granting of the amnesty, and it was on that
ground, and on that ground only, that I promised. as I did then, pro-
mise Sir John, that I would endeavor to persuade Riel to leave Red
River for a while. I made to Sir John the same observations which I
had already made to Sir George about the necessity of gving some
money to Riel if he'were asked to leave the country. [t was agreed by Sir
John that they would do something about that matter-that he would
consult witb Sir George Cartier and give me an answer afterwards. I
grot an answer, dated 27th December, 1871, froin Sir John, which I pro-
duce under direction of the committee, as follows :-

"'[Private and strictly confidential.]
41 ' OTTAWA, 27th December, 1871.

"'MY DINAn IonD AnRCBIsOP-I have been able to make the arrange-
ment for the individual that we have talked about. I now send you a

Sir RICHARD CARTWUIT.

oight draft on the Bank of Montreal for $1,000; I need not press upon
Your Grace the importance of the money being paid to him periodically
-say monthly or quarterly, and not in a lump, otherwise the money
would be wasted, and our embarrassment begin again. The payment
should spread over a year. Believe me, Your Grace's

"I'Very obedient servant,
" '(Signed) JOHN A. MACDONALD.

'His Grac8, the Archbishop of St. Boniface, Montreal.' "

Now, I ask what possible justification could there be in July,
1872, for charging my hon. friend with having driven Louis
Riel out of the country, to hatch plots and mischief against
the State, as the First Minister declared my hon. friend had
done ? I might just add one word. Archbishop Tache
goes on to say :

''In my conversations with Sir John and Sir George there was no
allusion to the Ontario proclamation which, indeed, was not ordered
till a later period."

Sir, it strikes me that the First Minister would do well to
refresh his memory before he again, in this House, declares
that in July, 1872, it was his sincere prayer that he
might catch Louis Riel. Now, he and Archbishop Taché can
settle the matter between them. I have never beard the
Archbishop's veracity impugned. Sir, if we are to go to
the root of this trouble I believe it will be found
to a great extent to be this. 1 do not in the slight-
est degree dispute the ability of the First Minister,
but I only say to him here what I have said in many other
places, that he and his successor in office have been guilty
of a great and grievous error in their dealing with the North-
West. Sir, I speak with knowledge when I say that it is
utterly im possible for any man to administer the affairs of
that country properly unless ho has been frequently in it or
is a native of it. The First Minister, when he entered office,
took upon himself the charge of that huge Department. No
man knew better than he that it was utterly impossible-
and 1 use the words advisedly-for him to discharge the
arduous duties of First Minister and leader of his party,
and at the same time to administer that great Department.

1 Unless my memory altogether fails, over and over again the
First Minister had declared that it was a grievous error on
the part of his predecessor, my friend from East York (Mr.
Mlackenzie) to attempt to discharge, at one and the same
time, the functions of Firet Minister and Minister of Public
Works, Thore is no doubt that my hon. friend has ruined
his health in the public service by attempting to discharge
duties which were too much for the strength of any single
man to discharge. But, Sir, what does the First Minister do?
It was of the greatest possible importance that the man who
took charge of the Department of the Interior should give
his whole soul and mind and strength to it, and the whole
soul and mind and strength of any man in Canada would
have been barely adequate (even had he taken the precau-
tions, which the hon. gentleman neglected, to visit the
country every year of bis administration) to the proper dis-
charge of the puties of the office. Now, I believe it is true
that, during all the years the First bas Minister held office,
noither he nor his successor set foot in that country. We
have here the spectacle, which bas always led to great evils
and troubles, of attempting to govern a country requiring
close and accurate knowledge at a distance of 2,000 or
3,000 miles. Consequently, these men are ignorant of
facts which would have been apparent to them had they
taken up their residence in the country or visited it, or had
they used those means which any man having the smallest
stake in the country would have used to acquaint himself
with its wants and necessities. As a consequence, the
present and the late Minister of the Interior have been
perfectly ignorant of all these things; they have been in
the hands of their subordinates. No doubt their intentions
were good enough; but they have no knowledge, and
they have neglected the plain and easy means of
knowledge. What has been the result? One result
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the First Minister alluded to, and one result is plain enough
to us all. Never has there been a more wanton waste of
public money than in connection with the Department
specially under the control of the First Minister and his
successor. On the mounted police we expended
last year $489,000 ; on surveys and Dominion lands,
$895,000; and on Indians $1,166,000; or we spent,
in all, in the year 1883-84, $2,547,560 on these
three services; and we have had to spend a great
deal more for Mr. Dewdney and all the other officials, who
have taken our money and left us in utter ignorance of
everything it behoved us to know. Thon, as my hon. friend
truly said, there has been a far more serious error com-
mitted. Practically, to all intentions and purposes, the
North-West has been looked on for many years as one great
field for plunder. Was there a man who you dared not put
in office down here ? You sent him up to the North-West.
Was there a man whose character was too bad-and it must
be pret ty bad-to provide an office for under the immediate
inspection of the hon. gentleman, he was sent up to the
North-West. Was there a man you could not supply
with printing or other contracts; he must get a
timber limit, a coal area, a colonisation company,
or this, that or the other, out of the North-West.
This has been within the knowledge of every one who has
gone there. No wonder that the people are discontented and
leave the country. Their rights, as we all know, have been
interfered with. Had these hon. gentlemen simply sat still
and allowed the people to go in and develop that country
there would have been none of these risings or disturbances;
we should have had a strong and prosperous Province there,
and the hon. gentleman's position would have been tenfold
stronger to-day, and the condition of Canada infinitely bet-
ter. The hon. gentleman charged my lion. friend with
unpatriotic conduct and quoted English precedents to him.
The hon gentleman is very fond of quoting English prece-
dents. Has ho looked at the precedents set us from day
to day by the Conservative leaders in Engliand, in their criti-
icisms of the conduct of the Government in Egypt and the
Soudan; in their criticisms-which I do not approve of-
on the conduct of officers who have just been engaged with
the enemy at the front. Let hirm consult the English new-
paper fyles, lot him consult the organ of the party whoma
lie says he is affiliated with, and he will find that my hon.
friend's motion and language are mildness itself compared
with English precedents, to which the hon. gentleman might
have appealed. Sir, my hon. friend stated-and I believe
every man behind him, and I hope every man in this
House agreed with him-althongh, recollecting certain
things which happened before, I fancy he is more likely te get
eupport for that sentiment from this side than his own-
that ho was willing to assist the Government to the best of
his power to re-establish law and'order in that country. He
said that ho was not going to censure them for neglecting
to take the stops they should have taken; but ho said: We
are ready to help you to put down this revolt, but we say
you ought to explain to us and give us information; it is
idle for you te attempt to conceal it; it is being discussed
from one end of the country to the other, and it is the
merest child's play to say it should not be discussed in this
House. This House is the proper place to discuss it; the
people's representatives have a right to be informed of the
doings of the Government, and to consider whether it is
blameable or not.

Mr. McNEILL. If the hon. gentleman consults the Eng-
lish newspapers he will find that Mr. Gladstone refused to
give information.

Sir RICHAIRD CARTWRIGHT. Well, Sir, Mr. Glad-
stone may have refused to give information about matters
of negotiation with foreign potentates, but my hon. friend
will find that the Conservative party did not accept that as
a sufEoient reason for no preeming for information,

Mr. McNEILL. 1 think they have.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And as my hon. friends
opposite are always citing the actions of that party as being
just what is good and riglit, we may be pardoned for citing
them now and thon, although wo do not go one-fourth or
one-tenth as far as they do. My hon. friend's motion, I
repeat, is exceedingly mild, compared with the comments
and resolutions offered day by day and hour by hour by the
Conservative party in England, with respect to the serious
matters in which the country is engaged at this moment.
The plain matter of fact is this: The ion. gentleman kuew
that ho ought to have taken this matter up, and ought long
ago to have appointed a commission. le las been, accord-
ing to his custom, accordin g to the title ho has earned among
the Indian tribes, putting it off until to-morrow-until
it is too late, I fear, to expect to settle it by a
commission. Now, hoeis responsible for the mistakes
which resulted from that negloct; and it is too late to ask
us, who recollect the events of 1871, who recollect his blun-
dering and the blundering of his Government in 1871, who
recollect the mischievous consequences which flowed from
his mistakes and errors, to sit still while ho repeats those
errors, with even more mischievous consequences, to-day.
Now, just lot us come back to the plain facts. Io anything
clearer than this: that at least a year, practically a year
and a balf, ago, as the facts read by my friend show, the
Government were aware that thore was danger;
they were aware that there were complaints; they
were aware that theso men had serious grounds for
complaint; and they were, above all, aware that
the mari whom the hon, gentleman (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) admits has great and undue influence with the
half-breeds was in the midst of thom, stirring them up to
strife; and, if I understand what the hon. gentleman said
this afternoon, doliberately offerei to the Government to
withdraw from the country on payment of a certain sum of
money. Was there no warning in that? Crtainly,
remembering what had alrcady occurred, the hon. gentle-
man should have immediately taken precautions ; hesbould
have sent his commissioners, not now, but then, about a
year ago, and then, in all probability, we would have cut
Lte ground from under Monsicur Riel's feot, and we would
net have had, at this most Inconvenient period-and it is a
most inconvenient period, in many ways, for the hon. gentle-
man-to deal with this trouble which, as the hon. gentle-
man has truly said-and I am sorry 1 cannot contradict
him-may ultimately inflict very considerable injury upon
us. We are quite willing to coöperate with him in every
reasonable movement ho requires to make, for the purpose
of restoring good order in that country ; but we require an
open statement of his intentions. Everybody will admit
that such a statement will not in the slightest degree proja-
dice or interfere with our warlike operations ; every-
body will admit that it is not possible for Mr.
Riel to derive any considerable assistance from ithe
knowledge that the hon. gentleman has ordered
half a battery or a regiment to proceed te the scene of
action. I approve of the hon. gentleman taking all reason-
able precautions that the expedition, when it goes forward,
should go forward in such strength that it will over-awe
these people and bring tbem to their senses, without injury
to any single man, without any blood being shed in that
territory; but I say we ought to face the situation. There
is no use in hiding from ourselves what the plain facts are.
If we conceal our knowledge of the situation it will not, in
the slightest degree, benefit us; because it is already a matter
Of public discussion and notoriety from one end of the Eng-
lish speaking world to the other. We have no wish to urge
the Government to hasty action, but what we desire is that
they should give us, in Parliament assembled, such informa-
tion as my hon. friend desires, information which will enablQ
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us to form an intelligent idea of the ground upon which the
Goverument now propose to act.

Mr. CASEY. I do not think it bas been made quite suffi-
ciently clear yet, by quotations made on the present occasion,
what the object was for which the hon. gentleman who
now leads the Governmernt induced Riel to leave the coun-
try in 1871. It has been shown by my hon. friend who has
just sat down (Sir Richard Cartwright) that the First Mini-
ster induced him to leave in the autumn of 1871, and stipu.
lated that he should remain away for a year at least, and that
several months before that year expired the First Minister
said he "would to God he could catch him." ie says now,
" never was there a prayer more fervently uttered than that
which ho uttered on that occasion." He as so far forgotten
the transaction-we must charitably hope he as forgotten
the facts-as to tell us ho did not pay Riel to leave the
country, but to get him further from the frontier into the
United States after ho had already entered that country.
Sufficient has been quoted from the evidence of Mgr. Taché
to show that the hon. gentleman is utterly mistaken on that
point. It appears there were two other questions which
troubled him, with regard to Riel, at that time, and made it
advisable to get Riel away. Mgr. Taché said, in his evi-
dence, on 22nd April, 1874 :-

" I saw Sir George Cartier in Quebec, Montreal, and different other
places in November and December. When I spoke to Sir John A. Mac-

onald on the subject he never denied that the amnesty had been pro-
mised, but he said ' No Goverument could stand on that question. '
I told him there had been promises of amnesty frequently, and he did not
deny the statements. He reoeated that no Goverument could stand
that endeavored to procure the amnesty."

This was the amnesty which bad beon promised to Riel by
the Government, and which Arabb hop Taché reproached
the right bon. gentleman with not giving. Ultimately
the hon, gentleman went out of office, leaving this question
unsettled, which he doclared he could not settle, which ho
declared no Governmont could settle and live. He went
out, having deceived those to whom he had promised that
amnesty, having deceived the reverend prelate himself,
who had taken the trouble to negotiate that amnesty, and
he left that question to be settled by his successor, and his
successor did settle it, in a manner satisfactory to all sec-
tions of the Dominion. The right hon. gentleman has
accused the leader of the Opposition with liavingtried to set
race against race and class against class; but was it not under
the Government of which my hon. friend who leads the
Opposition was a member that this burning question, which
had separated race from race, which had made bad blood
between our French and English speaking people, which had
excited feud between the Orangemen and Roman Catholics,
was settled ? But now, under the management of the
right hon. gentleman, for which ho claims so many virtues,
that burning question which we hoped we had settled
forever has been re-opened. I wish to give you the real
reason why it was thought best by the right hon. gentleman
not to have Riel in the country; I wish to state the reason
why it was considered by the right hon. gentleman worth a
$1,000 thon to have Riel out of the country, -and
the same reason partly exists to-day. There were thon
general elections coming on in Canada; there are now at
least two elections coming on, and it may be desirable now,
as it was then, to get Riel out of the country. Mark you,
the right hon. gentleman told us that there had been
danger of Fenian plots being hatched on the other side of the
lino with Riel's assistance, and that was the reason he wanted
to get him out of the country; but Archbishop Taché says:

"Nothing whatever wau at any time said by Sir John or Sir George, to
the effect that there was any danger that Riel, or those who had been
acting with him, might join the Fenians. The only reason given for
having Riel leave, was to prevent any increase in the excitement at the
coming general elections. This reason was given both by Sir John and Sir
George. The reason was, that the presence of Riel in Manitoba during
the election would be taken up by the pres, and would cause excite-
Umat in the Povinoe of Ontario during the e1ections there.'

Sir RicaB CAATWUiET,

It was not, therefore, in order to secure the safety of
Manitoba, as the right hon, gentleman has told us; it was
not in order to "give security to that country and enable
it to grow up as it has since," but it was in order to "pre-
vent excitement in Ontario during the elections."

" There was nothing that I remember said as to any excitement in
Manitoba itself create d by Riel's presence in Manitoba."

It was not for the sake of Manitoba at all that Riel was
obliged to leave that Province, but for the sake of avoiding
embarrassment to the Government.

" Sir George told me, as one of the reasons to induce me to exercise
myself to procure RieP's departure, that by this act they would likely
obtain a larger support in the elections, and would thus be better able to
procure the amnesty. In the conversation, both with Sir George and Sir
John, they said that the absence should last over the time of the
elections."

Over the very time when the right hon. gentleman was
saying in Ontario: "would to God I could catch him."

" I understood the words in Sir John's letter, and 'our embarrass-
ment begin again,' to refer to the possibility of Riel's coming back
before the Ontario elections and the embarrassment caused thereby to
the Government."

The Archbishop goes on to record his negotiations and to
say that ho had further instructions from Sir George Car-
tier in regard to the matter, and that he thought it proper
to pay the money in a lump instead of instalments, as the
hon. gentleman first proposed, and he negotiated on this
basis with Riel and Lepine together, and they said:

" We have had enough of the trouble and the risk for ourselves, and I
wish it to be understood that all the expenses are to be paid by the
Canadian Goverument, because I consider we are going away on their
bebalf, and we would consider ourselves as under pay in their service
otterwise we would not accept one cent from them."

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentlemen opposite cheer that

statement, that they considered themselves in the pay of
the Government which they support; and, as we know the
money was paid, and that they would not accept it under
any other conditions, that must have been the understanding,
that they went away in the pay of hon. gentlemen opposite.
Enough on that subject. I wish to protest again, in the
name of the House and in the name of the country, against
the unconstitutional statement, that it is no time to find
fault with the Government when there happons to be what
the right hon. gentleman chooses to call a more riot, an
insignificant riot, in some part of the North-West Territory.
No matter how large or how insignificant it may be, it is
not only the privilege, but the duty of this louse to criticise
any action on his part which may have brought about that
riot. le has tried to turn away the attention of the House
from the issue by making it appear that the leader of the
Opposition found fault with him for calling out the troops.
He quoted a lot of his phrases and argued the question as if
my hon. friend had been urging that the militia could not
be called out here without the consent of Parliament or
previous notification of Parliament. He never said any-
thing of the kind. He took particular pains to say he did
not mean that; that probably it was necessary to call out the
militia, and ho was not criticising the action of the Govern-
ment in calling them out. But he did say, what is quite
true, and the only constitutional view of the ques-
tion, the only view a House respecting itself can
take of the question, that this House has a right to
be told when the militia have been ordered out, if it is in
session at the time. Even if they were ordered out in a
city, to quell a riot at a workshop, the House would have a
right to be told; how much more when they are ordered
out by the authority of the Government, on a special des-
patch from the Minister of War himself. Have we not the
right to be told when we are at war ? Those are the hon.
gentleman's words. Ie spoke of our being "at war," and of
armed mon standing up against us. Have we not a right
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to be told? I think we have, and we have a right to g et
information in an authentie and satisfactory form. We
bave had plenty of information on this subject. The papers
all over Amerioa and Europe have been full of it for days,
and there have been these sensational despatches which the
right hon. gentleman referred to, and which my hon. triend
and leader did not quote from. He quoted from special
despatches sent to Government organs and from editorials
in Government organs, which are generally understood to
be inspired.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh ! hear, hear!
Mr. CASEY. They are not inspired ? Well, it will be

a sad announcement to the thousands, or perhaps millions
who hang upon the words of those organs, as representing
the policy of the Government which they admire and of the
leader whom they adore, when they are told that what they
took for inspired gospel is only the irresponsible utterance
of an editor! These editorials are supposed to be inspired,
and I believe rightly, as a general thing, and it was from
editorials of that kind that my hon. friend quoted. We have
had sensational despatches and editorials, and the Govern-
ment which the right hon. gentleman says speaks for itself,
did not speak for itself. That is what we complain of, that
it would not speak and give us the correct informatiQn to
do away with all the sensational trash which has been
agitating us 80 much.

Mr. DAWSON. I cannot allow this debate to close
without expressing my opinion of the present position of
matters in the North-West and the action of the Govern.
ment in dealing with that country. I think the House
and the country have great reason to be satisfied with the
manner in which the North-West Territory has been dealt
with, that is, as regards the half-breeds and the native
races. It is a well-known fact that these native races, the
different tribes of Indians, have been for many years,
for centuries, I may say, fighting among themselves. Since
they came under the care of this country, since the Govern-
ment undertook the care and the charge of these Indians,
we have had peace among them, all over the country, untila
now. I think a great deal too much importance is attached
to this rising in the North-West. I know these
people who are now threatening, who are now proba-
bly in arms. I know them thoroughly and well.1
I have lived among them, and I know their dis-i
position and tendencies. The people are naturally a goodt
people; they are a brave and, I may say, a generous people;f
descended, on one side, from the native hunters of the1
plains, and on the other from the French voyageurs whoe
first settled in that country, and among them are names1
which are historical in France; the restlessness of disposi-f
tion of these people bas been brought about by the naturec
of the life they lead. Before Canada became at all con-N
nected with the country, while it was yet under the1
Hudson's Bay Company, they were not a quiet or a seden-e
tary people. They lived by hunting, and they were oftent
at strife. If I chose to go very far back, 1 could showç
that they were frequently at war with thoir neighbors.i
In 1816, during the time of the troubles in the North-West,b
it is well known that there were fights, and that Governor a
Semple and his followers were killed at the Frog plains, &
quite near where Winnipeg now stands. It is known thatg
on two occasions the Imperial Government had to send t
troops out. It is nearly half a century since the firstv
troops were sent out by the way of Hudson's Bay, and they t
had to remain to keep order among the ancestors of these1
very people who are now in arma on the Saskatchewan.d
When the troops were withdrawn there were pensionerse
established in the Red River settlement, and when the Rielv
rebellion broke out, we saw what sort of people they were.k
Supposing the same thing, that is a rebeliion, had brokena
out among a tribe of savage Indians, or among any otherà
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wild people usually looked upon as savages, would they
have behaved themselves with the general moderation these
people did ? Certainly not. The half-breeds did not then
proceed to extreme violence, but acted with general mod-
eration, and they had, as they thought, grievances to
complain of. The people who are on the Saskatchewan
now, who are settled at Duck Lake, are the same people that
joined Riel before-the old French half-breeds ; and my
opinion is that they will not be a diffleult people to deal
with. My opinion also is that the Government have taken
the very best manner of dealing with them, having quietly
sent ont the troops to overawe them with a superior force.
They are not naturally disposed to resort to violence, and I
think with good management the disturbance will subside
and peace bo restored in a very short time
I think the Government have taken the very best means
they could to bring about that very desirable end. Now, it
is well known, as the First Minister said, that the food on
which they relied, that is,.the buffalo, have disappeared from
the plains, and they have not yet taken to agriculture, as
they, no doubt, will, in a little time. But, sweep away the
means of subsistence, to which they have been accustomed,
from any people, and you cannot expect them at once to
settle down into a different kind of life. The fact is, the
half-breeds were born hunters and soldiers. They used
formerly to be frequently ut war with the Black-
feet or the Crees. Now, Sir, we have got into a great
discussion here to-night about this matter. It will look
as if we wished it to go abroad that we had a great
war on hand, such as that now in progress in the
Soudan or threatening in India. A few discontented
people in the North-West Territories take up arms, and the
police are sent to control and subdue them. We immedi-
ately magnify that into a great war, and our discussion
upon it will be lôoked upon abroad as if Canadians were
giving themselves unnecessary trouble about a very small
matter. My impression is, Sir, that the whole thing will
collapse ; that tese people will return to a quiet life; that
if prudently managed, as I am sure it will be, there wilL
soon be an end of the disturbance.

Mr. WATSON. I can sympathise with the remarks of
the hon. gentleman who has just sat down, and it is to be
hoped that there will h no bloodshed, and that the trouble
will pass over quietly. I fear, however, that it will injure
the country to a considerable extent, by preventing people
from Europe emigrating to that country, who have hitherto
been led to believe that the North-West is in a very peace.
able condition. But I rise to explain a point stated by the
First Minister, that the Government ought to be thankful
for the peace of that country. Well, as a resident of that
country, in which I have lived for about nine years, I say
we ought to be thankful for the peace of the country,
becaunse I do not believe there is a people on the face of the
earth who have had more patience with the Government
than the people in that country to-day. I do not believe it
would be possible for a body of mon to come together and
misgovern a country more than the present Administration
have misgoverned Manitoba and the North.West for the last
six or soven years. I do not ' state this with the
simple object of opposition, but as a warning to
gentlemen opposite. The First Minister knows very well
that the people of that country have had grievances,
which have been presented to him in memorials from
the Local Government of Manitoba, through its Premier.
As the hon. gentleman is noted for smoothing down all the
delegations that come to Ottawa, he has succeeded, appai-
ently, in smoothing down the Premier of that Province,
who now seems to be one of his servile followers. He
knows that previous to that gentleman coming down here
a Bill of Rights was passed by the Local Legislature. He
knows that that gentleman ha been down here since with-
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out any additional instructione, and has agreed to a certain
settlement of all claims made by the Local Legislature
Now, I could give my opinion as to the probable results o
the settlement of those claims. The people claim they
have certain rights which the other Provinces enjoy, but o
which they have been deprived. Among those rights they
claim the right to build railways in any part of thatProvince
without interference, and that right bas been denied them
They have presented this bill of rights, and I understand
by the First Minister, he assured the Local Governmen
through the Premier, that those rights would be accorded
and the Premier apparently has been, if I may say so, sofi
soldered by the Firet Minister, and bas gone back satis
fied. It is not known whether the Local Legislature wil
accept the terms as arranged. by the Premier or not; in
fact, it is not known that the Premier of the Province o
Manitôba will press the proposed settlement of those rights
I think myself he will not, as he will be afraid of being
defeated.

An hon. MEMBER. Who was elected in Winnipeg?
Mr. WATSON. Well, he was a supporter of the hon.

gentlemen opposite ; but I think that hon. gentlemen
opposite realise that the election in the city of Winnipeg
was actually a defeat for themselves. That gentleman was
elected only after being taken into the Government and
after being elected mayor of the city of Winnipeg; thus he
had the patronage of the city of Winnipeg and the patron-
age of the Local Government, and the people up there have
not the ballot, as you have bore, but they vote openly, and
that is the reason he was elected. He was supported by a
horde of officials from the Dominion Government and a horde
of officials from the Local Government. The people of that
country are practically opposed to this Government. I can
state that the Local Government does not represent the
actual'feeling of the people in that Province. The gentle-
man who seconded the Address in the Local Legislature is a
gentleman who represents a constituency in that Province,
but, Sir, he only represents thirty-five electors. In fact the
Premier in the Province of Manitoba exercises the same
power over the constituencies as the First Minister does

ere, by virtue of the Gerrymander Bill, which
he passed in the session of 1881-82. I may also inform
the First Minister that there are two members
belonging to the Opposition in the Legislature
of Manitoba, who represent one-quarter of tho whole
Province. That will give him an idea as to whether
the Premier of Manitoba enjoys popular support. I can
warn the right hon. gentleman and this House that he
ought to be thankful that this is the only trouble he had in
the North-West. The people of that country are as
loyal to the Crown as the people of any other Province of
the Dominion; but, as I said before, they claim that they are
deprived of certain rights and that they have been deceived,
and now they demand those rights to be recognised. They
claim the right to build railways and the right to admin-
ister the lands of the Province.

Mr. ORTON. What are their grievances ?
Mr. WATSON. The bon. momber for Centre Wellington

(Mr. Orton) knows the grievances of that country as well as
1 do, but he is so wedded to his party that he says it is all
right, and that the people are contented and happy. I see
by the Winnipeg papers that the Conservatives are banding
themselves into what they call an Equal Rights Associa.
tion.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). Farmers'
unions.

Mr. WATSON. No; many of the gentlemen who have
been holding those meetings are Conservatives and have
elected a Conservative president, and they are strong sup-
porters of the hon. gentlemen opposite. The people of the

Mr. WaTsoN.

Province, 1 repeat, have been deceived by this Government,
in reference to the construction of railways. The people

f who are settled in north-western Manitoba were promised
railway communication years ago. The Canadian Pacific

f Railway was located in that direction, and an O-der in Couneli
was passed that the Canadian Pacific Railway should follow
the 4th base line until it came between range 21 and range

. 22, and that it should then run in a north-westerly direction
to where the Shell River enters the Assiniboine. Settlera
located along this proposed line, which bas not been built,
six or seven years ago, and have been working their
land and spending their money ever since. These settlers

- have thousands of bushels of grain in thoir granaries
l which they cannot sell for want of railway communication.

I might aliso state that the people of south-western Manitoba
F are to-day very much annoyed and very much agitated,
. from the fact that they have squandered their wealth in

that country in cultivating large tracts of land on the pro-
mise of railway communication being afforded them. Maps
showing routes were issued and afterwa-ds withdrawn, I
believe at the instigation of the Canadian Pacific Railway,
with the assistance of the present Government. The Mani-
toba and South-Western Colonisation Railway was wiped
out of existence, and the people of that district have not the
advantages of railway communication which they would
have had years ago, except for the joint action
of the Canadian Pacific Railway monopoly and
this Government. On the question that has been
principally discussed in this House during the last
two or three weeks-the tariff-I desire to say one
or two words. There are no hon. gentlemen present and
there are no residents of the Ncrth-West who are not satis-
fied that the tariff bas been very injurious to the North-West
interests.

An hon. MEMBER. Oh, oh.
Mr. WATSON. The hon. gentleman is so wedded to his

party he cannot see it, I think the truth of my statement
was proved by the hon. member for Hamilton (Mr. Robert-
son) the other night, when he stated the quantities of
machinery imported into that country, in 1883 and 1884,
when he stated that something over $370,000 worth of
machinery was imported when the duty was only 25 per
cent., and when the Government saw fit to raise it to 35 per
cent. the amount only reached the value of $170,000. The
people had either to buy inferior machinery or buy less, or
they had to pay more for it. The policy of the Govern-
ment, with respect to keeping immigrants in that country
has also proved a failure. I am sorry to say that is the case.
So far as regards the natural resources of the country, they
cannot be beaten by any other country in the world; there
is no botter field for immigrants; and none offering better
natural advantages. But the country must have railways
and cheap implements.

Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, I have a
few remarks to make and I will not take up much time.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, Oh.

Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) I will not detain the
House long, and even if I am interrupted that will not
hinder me from going on. The reason why I rise is because
I have been provoked to do so; only for that I would not
have risen; I would not have taken part in the discussion;
but as the hon. French momber who represents the city of
Ottawa (Mr. TasFé) bas been pleased to do me the honor of
mentioning my humble self the other day, when ho stated
I had thrown mid on the memory of the late Sir George
Etienne Cartier, I rise to state that what I said about' Sir
George Etienne Cartier is true. I have written it because I
thought it was true, and lot anyone dare to deny it. That
is the reason why I have written it. Now, if I have thrown
mud in the face of Sir George Etienne Cartier, it was he
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himself who kneeded this mud with his own hands; and I
repeat it loudly in this House. If what I said is untrue let
it be pointed out to me. If it is not true, I will be the first
to admit it. I do-not at all conceal from myself the bear.
ing of what I have written ; but what I have written, I have
seen, I have heard it; and I will say more, I have been
attacked because I have said-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order; question.
Mr. SPEAKER. I hope the hon. gentleman will confine

himself to the amendment. When the amendment has
been disposed of, then bc can speak on the main motion.
The hon. member will see the inconvenience of raising
that question, wbich may bring answers from other mem-
bers on the other side of the louse.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I claim the attention of the House for
only a few minutes. My hon. friend, the member for
Ottawa, has accused me of throwing aspersions on the
memory of the late Sir George Cartier in a book I have
lately written. Of course, this discussion may be out of
place. My hon. friend has chosen the arena of this House
nstead of the arena of the journalist; but I ask the

indulgence of the House for two or three moments, in
order that I may put myself right on this matter. In my
few remarks, it is said I appeared to cast aspersions on
the private character of Sir George Cartier. I main-
tain that what I wrote then was true; that is the reason
why I wrote it; if it was not true, I would not have written
it. If the hon. gentleman wants the proof, I have got it
here. Some fifteen years ago, the words I used have been
repeated by Maurice Sand; so there is nothing new as re-
gards the language attributed to Sir George. Let anyone
read what is in this book of Maurice Sand-that l my
justification. As to another point let him read the will of
the late Sir George Cartier in the book I have published.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Blake:
That in the opinion of this Bouse, it la the duty of the Government

forthwith to lay before this House the fullest information on the subject
of the claims and alleged grievances of the inhabitants of Prince Albert,
North-West Territories, and the neighborhood, and of the action of the
Goyernment and its officers thereon; and of their action in reference to
the movement of last summer, and in reference to the present disturb-
ances.
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Amendment negatived.

Motion (Sir Leenard Tilley) agreed to, and House again
resolved itself into Committee of Ways and Means.

(In the Committee.)

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Before we proceed with the
resolutions with respect to prison labor, it is intended that
I should make some statement, and I will make it here.
The leader of the Opposition intimated, in the remarks ho
offered, that a great many changes had been proposed since
we submitted the resolutions to the House. Practically,
there are not a great many changes proposed. The first was
with respect to the duty on carpets. The attention of the
Minister of Customs was called to the fact, that under the
wording of the original resolutions a question would arise
as to druggets, printed felts, squares cf carpets and carpet
mats; and thorefore it is proposed to name and specify
them, so that no question may arise with respect to them.
Next, with regard to the next item:

Towels of every description, 25 per cent., and damask of cotton,
linen of cotton, and linen, bleached, unbleached or colored, 25 per cent.
ad valorem.

That proposition was submitted by the Minister of Cus&ms
and myself for the consider ation of the Government some
time since, and it was favorably entertained; but the
matter was afterwards overlooked, and was not submitted
whon the original resolutions were submitted to conacil ;
and therefore these amendments are introduced now. Then
it was found that a duty of 30 per cent, on umbrellas and
parasols operated unfavorably against a portion of those
articles-iron or brass ribs, runners, caps, notches,
tin caps and ferrules, required for the manufacture of
umbrellas; because, by a provision on the Customs laws it is
declared that parts of articles shall pay the same duty as
entire articles. Under that provision a duty of 30 percent.
would give no benefit to the manufacturers, as was intended
by the original resolution. We, therefore, propose to pro-
vide that the parte I have named shall be admitted At 20
per cent. ad valorem. With respect to striking out items
Nos. 1 and 2 in part 4, and substituting the following in lieu
thereof:-

Checked, striped or fancy cotton winceys, over 25 inches wide, a
specifle duty of 2 cents per square yard and 15 per cent. ad valrem.
I call the attention of the Committee to the fact that the
words struck ont, " not more than one-fourth wool," form
the only change made in the proposition. Difficulty has
been found in deciding whether articles were one-fourth or
one-sixth wool, or, indeed, whether they had any quantity
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of wool in them. Therefore, that is struck out. Then
another difficulty arose, under the proposition as to the
classification of these goods, by which it would be difficult
to decide between 20 and 25 per cent., and after consul-
tation and conference with persons connected with the
trade, as to the harmonious and smooth working of the
matter, it was decided to make winceys of all kinds, not
otherwise provided for, 22J instead of 25. Then there are
several items, under the heading of oysters, according to the
size of the packages, and giving different rates of duties.
They are as follows:-

Add the words ' including Oyaters' after the word '1preserved ' and
before the words 'not specially,' etc., in the item respecting 'salmon
and al other fiah prepared,' &c.

And also adding the following items:
Oysters, sheiled, in bulk, a specifie duty of 10 cents per gallon.
Oysters, canned, in cana not over one pint, a specific duty of three

cents per can, including the cana.
In cana over one pint and not over one quart, a specifie duty of five

cents per can, including the cans
In cana exceeding one quart an additional specific duty of five cents

for each quart or fraction of a quart of greater capacity than a quart,
including the cana.

Oystera in the shell, 25 per cent. ad valorem.
Packages containing oysters or other fish, not otherwise provided for,

25 per cent. ad valorem.

The next item has reference to foreign-caught fish. The
attention of the Government was called to the fact that by
naming j a cent on fresh fish, when the fish were smoked
they weighed double or thereabout the fresh or boned fish,
so it is proposed to iake them 1 cent per pound. These
are the alterations proposed by the amendment laid on the
Table of the House.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course I do not propose to diseuss the mat-
ter, but simply to ask for information. I observe a proposed
change, by which the hon. gentleman reduces the duties
from 25 per cent., on certain classes of articles, and makes
a duty o22 per cent. on a much larger range of imports.
Will that involve a considerable additional tax, so far as the
returne to the revenue are concerned ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I will be able to state, when
we come to that, what the estimate is.

Mr. BLAKE. Whon does the hon. gentleman mean ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I cannot state with reference

to that item at this moment. The whole proposition, so
far as the memorandum is given-I have not got it before
me-the whole changes, including carpets, will give about
875,000 additional revenue. I will give the hon, gentleman
the details afterwards, but I have not got them at hand.

Mr. BLAKE. Is that addition proposed by virtue of
these new changes ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; the whole of the changes
proposed will give about 875,000, making allowance for
increased manufactures as the result.

Mr. BLAKE. Does that include tobacco and cigars ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Oh, no; that is much larger.

It is becausé, as I stated at the outset, the probability is
that $300,000 would be lest the next fiscal year on Excise
duty, and this is for the purpose of obtaining a return.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon, gentleman said the whole of the
change made that amount.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I did not mean, of course, the
whole result.

Mr. BLAKE. It ise nly the dry goods changes ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The changes on dry goods;

the others give very little indeed. I will be able afterwards
to give the estimates in detail.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. All you propose xow
to take is the prison labor resolution.

Sir LEONARD TILLET.

Resolved, that it is expedler t to prohibit the importation to Canada
of all good mannfactured or prodnced by prison labor, or which have
been made within or in connection with any prison, gaol or penitentiary
and to attach a penalty to any such importation.

Mr. ]BLAKE. Will the hon, gentleman have the kind-
ness to state what descriptions of goods manufactured by
prison labor are customarily imported, and in what
quantities?

Mr. BOWELL. The principal articles imported into the
country bearing duty are scythes, hoes, shovels, forks, rakes
and articles of that kind.

Mr. BLAKE. Any others ?

Mr. BOWELL. I do not remember any just now. I
think thore may possibly be articles of carriage hardware,
such as hames, axies, and some other articles under that ger-
eral head. I think there are some very limited quantities
of boots and shoes.

Mr. BLAKE. Could the hon. gentleman state where
these goods are manufactured in the United States in prisons
-at what points?

Mr. BOWELL. A large proportion are manufactured in
Jackson, Michigan. It is one of the prisons from which I
know a very large quantity of goods are imported. There
are also some, I think, from Auburn, N.Y.; in fact, noarly
every State's prison in the United States bas utilised labor,
which, as the hon. gentleman knows, is very cheap, in manu-
fauturing these articles, and they come in at a low price, and
come in direct competition with our manufactures.

Mr. BLAKE. Is the hon. gentleman able to make any
statement of the value of the articles imported?

Mr. BOWELL. Not at present.
Mr. BLAKE. Nor of the quantities?
Mr. BOWELL. No.
Mr. BLAKE. Has no information been obtained by the

Government on that subject ?
Mr. BOWELL. The only information we have as to the

value is the different invoices which are brought in con-
stantly; and by comparing them with the product of free
labor, both in the United States and this country, we have
learned this important fact, that no free labor establishment
can possibly exist while this is carried on. As to the total
quantity, I have not taken the trouble to ascertain; it would
be somewhat difficult to do it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Has the hon. gentleman been
in the habit of adding to the value of invoices, so as to bring
them up to the fair market value of that class of goods
manufactured by free la bor? Or does the Department allow
tho invoices to come in without raising tbem ?

Mr. BOWELL. There is no law to justify the Customs
Department in taking the steps indicated by the hon.
gentleman. if American prison labor is sold for home con-
sumption, then the manufacturers of frce labor-

Mr. PATERSON. Is it so sold ?

Mr. BOWELL. I fancy it is.

Mr. PATERSON. I would liko to know that definitely?
Mr. BOWELL. From our information, it is in many

cases; and whorever it can be ascertained that it has been
shipped to this country-and I may say that it has been a
constant source of trouble to the Department-wherever it
can by any poesibility be ascertined that these invoices
cover goods at a lower rate than the rate at which they
are sold at home, we have insisted upon the prices being
raised.

Mr. BLAKE. I understood the Customs law to be, that
the rule is, for duty purposes, to fix the price at which the
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article is usually sold in the country of production, and
that rule is carried out.

Mr. BOWELL. So far as we can carry it out.
Mr. BLAKB. Does the hon. gentleman mean to tell us

that there are large quantities of these goods produced by
free labor in the United States which are sold at a higher
rate than similar goods produced by prison labor?

Mr. BOWELL. I tell the hon. gentleman that in many
cases, even the goods which are manufactured by free labor
are imported at a much more lower rate than they are sold
to the consumer in the United States; and from this fact,
that upon many articles manufactured, particularly if they
be from imported goods, as, for instance, the article of
scythes-they receive on that article $1 or 82 draw-
back on each dozen, according to quality. In many
cases of that kind we have insisted upon the 82 per dozen
being added; but the largest proportion of the importations
of these articles, so far as they have gone under my observa-
tion, have been the product of prison labor.

Mr. BLAKE. I have failed to express clearly my mean-
ing. I aeked the hon. gentleman if he had any information
to enable him to tell the House whether these goods, com-
peting with goods of the same quality, the product of free
labor, are sold at a lower prico in the United States market
than the gooda with which they compete.

Mr. BOWELL. On some occasions they are. Borne.
times, when there is a large surplus, they will sell thom off
at any price. But in order to secure the foreign market, as
they call that of Canada, they will sell the goods at a lower
price at home than they will at other times; and after they
fix the fact that they seil in the home market at a partie.
ular price, we, under our law, have to collect the duty on
the prices at which they are sold in their own country.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Are not goods sold at a
slaughter price in the United States, on which the Customs
Department here charge the full value, which is higher ?

Mr. BOWELL. Certainly not. If the ,hon. gentleman
will read the regulation he will find that it matters not at
what price the articles may be sold in the United Stateq,
that is the price fixed by law to be the value for duty when
they come into this country.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I am certainly under the
impression that the Minister would not be straining his
powers if he insisted that the duty should be levied on the
price at which the articles were sold in the United States,
not at an exceptional period, but on the regular selling
price. If I understand the Minister, at certain odd times
there may be a large output of these goods, and they are
thrown on the market; and I understand, so far as the
working ont of our law is concerned, that in valuing them
for duty, the exceptional price ho refers to would not be
accepted by the Oustoms Department of Canada to guide
them. When it is only at certain times when they are sold
below the prico at which the produet of free labor is sold I
understand that the Cuastomes Department is not bound'to
accept that low price, but that it is within their power to
add to the value to bring them up to the price at which
they are ordinarily sold; and that bemng the case,
if the hon. gentleman had been as strict and efi-
cient in watching that matter as ho is in many
other matters pertaining to his Department, it seems to me
he could have obviated the difficulty almost wholly if not
entirely without the necessity of this clause. I suppose, if
the value of the goods is uniform, it makes little difference,
so far as the valuation is concerned, if whether they are the
product of free labor or of prison labor; the injustice is in
admitting the product of prison labor at a lower valuation.
With the exorcise of due caution, therefore, it seems to me
that the Minister had the power in his own hands for

excluding the product of prison labor whioh was sont into
Canada at a lower price than the same goods, the product
of free labor, were sold for in the United States; and an
injustice has been done both to the artisans and to the manu-
facturers. Although he has had a remedy in his own hands,
he has apparently allowed the evil to go on.

Mr. BOWELL. It would be well if the hon. gentlmaun
would justify his remarks by reading the law

Mr. PATERSON. I am judging you according to your
action.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon, gentleman has not stated the
law as it is. It matters not at what price the article is sold
for consumption in the foreign market; that must be the
price at which iL is admitted here. The hon. gentleman
says that if an article is sent into Canada at an excep-
tionally low price the law gives the power to the Depart.
ment to add to the invoice for duty. That is not the case,
unless the exceptional price b3 fixed specially for the
foreign market. If it is sold at the same price in the home
market, that must be the price accepted for duty. While
the price of the product of free labor and that of the pro.
duet of prison labor were the same, we had very little difi-
culty in this country; but as soon as the combination was
broken, the articles manufactured in the prisons have been
thrown on the market at a much lower price than they
were previously sold for.

Mr. PATERSON. May I ask this question? Has it
been the case that the Customs officors have, at certain
times, added to these invoices, and at other times they have
not ? According to what the finister says, sometimes the
articles are sold at the price of the product of free labor in
the United States, and at other times at a sacriflced price.
Do the offieers of his Department add to the price, instead
of following a uniform rule in valuing ?

Mr. BOWELL. Not at all. Invoices have been repeat-
edly added to, but that was only when the article was sent
to this country to be sold at a lower rate than in the home
market.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the law has been interpreted In
practice to limit the power of the Customs authorities to
add to the values, just because there was an exceptional
drop by a particular manufacturer in the United States for
a short time; but from my little experiene, from the coin.
plaints made to me at different times by importers, I do
not understand that the hon. gentleman holds that the
price for duty should be kept down at 1 bat abnormally low

point, although it was the price in the United States. But
it ls the general price at which the article is sold for home
consumption on which the duty is charged, and a lower
valuation cannot be justified by simply proving that there
was a drop in one particular case. I pass to another
point. The hon. gentleman has said that there was
not much trouble with reference to this particular
article in the way of exports, because there was until
recently a combination between the various manufacturers,
as well as those who employed free as those who employed
prison labor, and so there was a uniform price, a com ara-
tively high price. That combination, however, has een
broken, and there is now competition and the price, of
course, is reduced. If am incorrect I would like the hon.
gentleman to make it clear. Will the hon. gentleman also
state the method in which ho proposes to ascertain prac-
tically whether goods are the product of prison or of free
labor; because, of course, the moment this law is passed,
means will be taken to evade it.

Mr. BOWELL. The latter question ih hon. gentleman
has put has been already considered, and ail the diffleulties
he has mentioned presented themselves te my mind the
Moment the proposition was made to place this relsoltion
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on the Statute Book. Not only will the manufacturera
change the name in the future, but they have done so in the1

past. A very superior article is manufactured in the work.
shops, and il has a particular name in the United States;
but when the Americans sel] it to Canada, they give it
another name, so as to put difficulties in the way of the
Customs appraisers actually arriving at the exact value of
the goods. The question as to how we are to ascertain
whether goode come fron the prison or not has been fully
considered by myself and the officers of the Department,
but I have not the slightest doubt the law will be evaded in
many cases. The only way in which we can try to put a
stop to its evasion is, when we can detect it to seize
and confiscate the goods. With reference to the
complaints made to the hon. gentleman, no doubt they
have been very numerous; and if he will give me one
of the cases presented to him, I will, in all probability, be
able to show him that the matter has not been represented
to him in its exact light. We have had many difficulties of
the kind. Articles in the United States have a certain
value in the American market, and undergo a certain dis-
count when sent to Canada. The Americans have what
are termed export lists and home consumption lists. The
Canadian importers purchase the articles at export prices,
as in the cases no doubt represented to the hon. gentleman,
and we never accuse our merchants of fraud; but all we
say is : If you have purchased at the export price, you must
add to the value of the invoice for duty, the difference, as
far as we can ascertain it, in value, of the prices at which
the goods are sold at home and the export prices.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). In discussing the prison labor
question, one important factor appears to have been over-
looked. We have been discussing it from the standpoint
of the extra cost entailed by the duty; but, as a matter of
fact, Canadian importera can buy the pi oducts of prison
labor in the Unitei States at prices mu.h cheaper than
those at which the goods are sold for home consumption ;
and although the importers may be compelled te enter the
goods at the full mai ket price for duty, we cannot interfere
in the slightest degree with the prices at which they pur-
chased them; and in that respect the product of foreign
prison labor, at 30 cents a day, has a great advantage over
the product of our free labor, at 82.50 or 83 a day.

Mr. BLAKE. That observation as its application to all
importa.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). No.
Mr. BLAKE. Not in precise ternis, but in a certain

degree. The case mentioned by the hon. Minister of Ous-
toms is another application of the diffliculty. You buy
your goods-I do not care whether they are the product of
free or prison labor-at a reduced price, say 10 per cent.
The Customs duty is 30 per cent; but the importer still gets
the benefit of the 10 per cent. reduced invoice rate. The
difficulty ii, of course, exaggerated in the question of prison
labor, if it would be the fact that the product of prison
labor can be sold in the home market cheaper than the
goods manufactured by free labor.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The illustration given by the
hon. inember for Cardwell (Mr. White), aptly covers the
case. The hon. member who addressed himself to the
House a few moments ago said it was competent for the
Department, by the imposition of a duty upon the market
value at home to remedy the difficulty. But the difficulty
cannot be remedied. Take, as an illustration, a dozen of
scythes, the market value of which is 88; but the manufac.
turer, who has prison labor, will sell them to the Canadian
importer at $7 a dozen, because he has the labor ut 30 to 35
cents a day. Substantially, the market value is $8 a dozen,
for that is the value for which they are sold in the Ameri.
eau market. However, they are sent in here at $7 and the

Mr. iBowmLL.

Customs authorities make the importer pay 25 per cent.
duty on the $8 full value; that is82 added to the $7, or a cost
of $9, where, if they were not sold for 87 on account of prison
labor the full cost would be $10. It is therefore impossible,
by the application of the law, to impose a duty that will
cover the whole case, and the Government were compelled
to prohibit altogether the importation of the products of
prison labor. True, the consumer may have to pay more,
ut the question is, shall the honest labor of the country

be driven out of it by the prison labor of any country ?
Mr. PATERSON. No doubt there is force in the way in

which the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) and the
Finance Minister have put the question, but what they say
applies to the importation of all goods, and really, to believe
the statements of hon. gentlemen opposite, with reference
to the practice followed by American houses, we have only
to tell them the goods are for Canada to get them at reduced
rates.

Mr. BOWELL. That is not confined to American houses.
Mr. PATERSON. Perhaps not, but I shall base my

remarks upon the statement of the Minister of Customs,
that they reduce prices on the other side for the Canadian
market, and that the only means we have of knowing that
goods are prison labor goods is the fact that they are
entered at a less value than that at which they are sold at
home.

Mr. BOWELL. I did not say so.
Mr. PATERSON. I understood you to say that was the

way you knew them to be prison-made goods.
Mr. BOWELL. Not at all. Those prison-made gooda in

the past, whatever may be the case in the future, bore the
mark of the prison and the place where they were manu-
factured.

Mr. FAIRBANK. Io it proposed to insist upon the
importer making a sworn statement that the goods are not
made by prison labor.

Mr. BOWELL. That was the course which suggested
itself ut first, but I have grave doubts as to the propriety of
doing it. You would place the importer in this position.
He might go to a wholesale establishment for his goods and
they might be falsely labelled, and h.ecould not take that
affidavit, except to the best of his knowledge and belief. I
confess that, from what I have seen in four or five years'
experience, great care must be taken in the wording of any
affidavit or oath which may be drafted for the purpose of
being taken by any importer.

Mr. BLAKE. That, of course, occurred to one in connec-
tion with the first suggestion I made. The affidavit of an
importer to the best of his knowledge and belief would be
based upon the fact that he did not buy from the prison
man or his agent, and the goods did not bear the prison
mark. He could not tell. He did not know they were
made by prison labor. Suppose that were so, and the hon.
gentleman required that, which is the more stringent affi-
davit any conscientious man could be asked to take under
the circumstances, unless he were required to trace the
goods from the factory, and it afterwards turned out that
the man was deceived, would the goods be confiscated ?

Mr. BOWELL. Under the law I suppose they would,
just as the law gives power to the Customs Department in
other cases. Il an entry is made, and the goods are taken
from the charge of the Customs authorities, and the duties
are paid upon them, if you afterwards ascertain that they
have been entered at a lower rate than the value for which
they are sold in the home market, yon ask them to amend
their entries. In many cases that is done where the mer-
chant has honestly purchased, and in other cases where it
ha been ascertained that it wa fraudulent. I suppose we
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shall have to adopt the same principle to ascertain these
facts that is adopted now to ascertain the facts connected
with the sale of gooda by the different houses in the differ-
ent markets in the United States-that is, for officers occa-
sionally to visit those places, who are not known, and who
report that a certain louse is selling at a lower price for
export than for home consumption. We follow that up,
either by seizing or by compelling amendments to the
entries which have been made. The same policy will have
to be adopted in ascertaining where the goods have been
made, and tracing them to the different houses from which
they have been sent to Canada.

Mr. PATERSON. The Minister said I had misunder-
stood him. When I said I understood that the way in
which they detected that the goods were coming in was by
the invoice being lower in price, he corrected me, and said
it was because the goods all bore the mark of the prison.
Is that the fact in all cases ?

Mr. BOWELL. When the hon. gentleman becomes my
successor, a position which evidently ho is working very
bard to obtain, I can assure him that he will find hundreds
of modes adopted by different people to evade the law.
Very often the goods coming from the manufacturera do
bear the mark. When they find they are caught in some
attempt to defraud the revenue, they will adopt some other
mode, either by changing the name of the article which it
bears in the United States, when sold for home consumption,
or, in other cases, by sending it to Canada without any mark
at all.

Mr. PATERSON. Then you should not have said they
always bore the mark.

Mr. BOWELL. I think I said, nearly always. If not, I
correct the statement now. But, when they are invoiced in
that way to Canada, we at once ascertain, upon the informa-
tion we have and upon the information we obtain from the
different wholesale markets in the United States, what the
ruling price of that particular article is. Thon a difficulty
often presents itself as to the quality and value of the article,
and we have to come to the best conclusion we can, from the
circumstances and the facts that our officers can obtain. I
will be a littile more particular in saying "all " in future.

Mr. PATERSON. It struck me, when the Minister made
that statemeut, that there might be some State regulation
requiring that these goods should ho so branded. Can the
hon. Minister inform me on that ?

Mr. BOWELL. There is nothing of that kind, that I am
aware of.

Mr. PATERSON. I thought at once there would be no
difficulty in tracing anything that came to Canada if it bore
tho prison mark and if it were compulsory to place a cer-
tain mark upon it before it went into competition. I thought
it was likely that they were compelled by law to do so, as
the goods were going into competition with free labor.

.Mr. BOWELL. By the prison mark, I mean the name
of the manufacturer. I can give the hon. gentleman an
illustration, showing the difficulties which surround the car-
rying out of the law. l Michigan, in Jackson prison, I
think it is, they have a workshop outside of the prison and
one inside the prison, and they manufacture the goods out-
side ostensibly by free labor, when we have every reason to
know that much of the prison labor is utilisesl in the work-
shops and in the manufacture of goods which corne osten-
sibly from the free labor shops outaide.

Mr. PATERSON. Will the Minister of Customs tell us
when he first noticed that these goods were being imported
into Canada?

Mr. BOWELL. These difficulties are so constantly aris-
ing that 1 have never charged my mind with the date of
the first offence,

Mr. PATERSON. How many years ago?

Mr. BOWELL. Not more than ten, I think.

Mr. PATERSON. Ever since you came into office, and
this is the first time yon have taken any step to remedy it.

Mr. BLAKE. I thought the Minister said there had been
no difficulty until recently, and it had arisen because a com-
bination was broken up.

Mr. BOWELL. I said we had no difficulty to the same
extent until the combination broke.

Mr, BLAKE. When was that?

Mr. BOWELL. About a year ago, as far as I can
remember.

Mr. BLAKE. And, if I rightly understood the hon.
gentleman, since that time there has been competition
between the manufacturers by free and by prison labor,
but there is a different level of prices in the home market
for the saine goods of the same quality. Is that so ?

Mr. BOWELL. The moment a combination is broken
the party who breaks it throws the goods into the market
at a lower price, and very often he brings the other manu-
facturers down to his love], to a certain extent; but the hon.
gentleman will sec that, in the matter of prison labor, the
illustration given by the Minister of Finance places it outside
of the general breaking of a combination, as far as a foreign
market is concerned.

Mr. BLAKE. That is where we differ.

Mr. BOWELL. Thon, there is very little use arguing it.

Mr. BLAKE. I would fain hope there was some use in
endeavoriug to persuade the hon. gentleman to reach the
true conclusion. The hon. gentleman has stated that there
was a combination, and that the combination is broken ;
that since thon there has been a competition, and that the
result, of course, has been that some of the parties have
lowered their prices, because it is absurd to suppose that
there can be, for any length of time, two different prices for
the same article, of the saine quality, in the same country.
The cheapest will get the trade. Well, the hon. gentleman
ays there is a specialty with reforence to prison labor for

exporta. But close up free competition and you
get the price of prison labor down to the ordi-
nary level of prices in manufacturing, and you have
the price at home so low that the prison laborer
has a practical advantage. The manufacturer is reduced to
the point at which ho cannot manufacture profitably; the
article being so low in the home market there is not really
that opportunity for making a slaughter sale in the foreign
market to which the hon. gentleman alluded. Now, I have
no objection at all to the protection of free labor against
prison labor. On the contrary, I think it is a very good
thing that free labor should not come in competition with
prison labor. But I have been anxious to ascertain what
the facts were on which the hon. gentleman based his
motion, that he would practically protect free against
prison labor, either by the proposal that he makes or by the
machinery hie is making to carry out that proposal. So far
as I can judge from hie statement, lie is not going to do
much. It will be much cry and little wool.
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Mr. DUNDAS. May I ask the hon. Minister of Customs

if it is usual to charge a duty upon baga holding four im-
ported into this country ?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes ; it is now.

Mr. DUNDAS. How long has it been so ?
Mr. BOWELL. Not all the time, because baga were per.

mitted te be imported in bond. When they were exported
filled with grain or with four tbey were allowed to make an
ex-warehouse entry and send them out of the country with-
out paying duty; but at present they have to pay a duty
upon all the baga that are imported.

1fr. DUNDA8. 110w long has that arrangement beGu lu
Mr. DUNDAS. How long has that arrangement been in

force ?

Mr. BOWELL. I think, since the lt of August last.

Committee rose and reported progress.

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

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned .at 12:40 a.m.
Friday.
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of Cor.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Liquor License Act, in Com. of Sup., 3423 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions, in Com. of

Sup., 2936; conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Masters and Mates, Examination of, in Com. of Sup.,

2946 (vol. iv).
Militia, in Com. of Sup., 2915 (vol. iv).
Penitentiary in B.C., suspension of Rules, on M. for

copies of Cor., 824 (vol.- ii).
Postal Revenuo at Vie., (M. for Ret.*) 1412 (vol. ii).
Public Reserves and "fore shore " rights in B.C. (M.

for Ret.) 703 (vol. i).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 2916, 2920, 3386 (vol.

iv).
Satuma Island, B.C., Lighthouse (Ques.) 479 (vol. i).
Sir James Douglas, steamer, Repairs to, &c. (M. for

copies of Car.) 831 (vol. ii).
Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. 133 (Mr.

McLelan) on prop. Res. and in Com., 1280 (vol. ii).
Superior Court Judges, Quebec, B. 161 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on prop. Res., 3375 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Dominion Exhibition) 1027
(vol. i).

Miscellaneous (Chinese Immigration Rep.) 3241 (vol. iv).
Collection qf Revenues: Customs, 3237; Public Works (agent

and contingencies, B.C.) 3308 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2831 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of C. (Debates, publishing of) conc., 3371.
Liquor License Act (Administration of) 3423 (vol. iv).
Rail Subsidies and Steamships Subventions (U.S. and Vie., B.C.)

2936; conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Militia (A. B. and C. Batteries, &c.) 2915 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Exam. of Masters and Mates) 2946;

(Govt. Steamers) 2946 (vol. iv).
Publie Works-Capital: B.C. (Esquimalt Graving Dock) 2916.

Consolid. Fund: B.C., 3386. Income: Harbors and Rivers
(Mar. Provs. generally) 2920 (vol. iv).

Telegraph Cable across Juan de Fuca Straits, cost of
(M. for ]Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).

Telegraph and Signal Service in B.C. (Ques.) 743

(vol. i).
Ways and Means-in Com. (steel) 811 (vol. ii); (trans.

portation charges) 3224 (vol. iv).

Beaty, Mr. J., Jun., West Toronto.
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2433; (Amt.) 2438 (vol. iii). *
Franchise B. 103 (Sir. John A. .Macdonald) in Com.,

" qualifications in cities and towns," 1874-1880
(vol. iii).

Insolvents, discharge of past (B. 34, 10*) 113 (vol. 1).
Insolvents Estates, distribution of (B. 39, 10*) 113

(vol. i).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases Amt. B. 6 (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) on Amt. (Mr. Tupper) 6 m. h., to
M. for 2>, 185, (vol. i).

Private Bills, petitions for (K. to extend time for
receiving) 40 (vol. i).

Prohibition of Spirituous Liquors (B. 125) prop. Res.,
1040-1045; 19* of B., 1063 (vol. ii).

SUPPLY:
Civil Covernment (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 904 (vol ii).

Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com on Res.
(Mr. Chapleau) 272 (vol. i).

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Lan-
dry, Montmagny) on M. for 2°, 157 (vol. i).

Béchard, Mr. F., lberville.
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Ani.mals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1069 (vol. ii).
lichelieu River Floods, memorials from riparian owners

(Ques.) 606 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-The Tarif, on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley)

for Com., 739-741 (vol. i).

Belleau, Mr. J. N., Levis.
Immigrant Buildings at Levis, construction of (Ques.)

89 (vol. i).
Official Arbitrators, legislation respecting (Ques.) 88

(vol. i).
Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,

.Montmagny) on M. for 2°, 168 (vol. i).

Benson, Mr. T., South Grenville.
Privilege, Ques. of, personal paragraph in Globe news-

paper (remarks) 48 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-in Com. (glucose syrup) 852 (vol. ii).

Bergeron, Mr. J. G. H., Beauharnois.
Antwerp International Exhibition (M. for copy of Cor.

between Govt. and High Coin.) 305 (vol. i).
Canadian Agent at Paris, appointment of, &c. (M. for

papers) 928; (reply) 935 (vol. ii).
Consolid. lRy. Act, 1879, Amt. (B. 35, 1°*) 113 (vol. i),
Disturbance in the N.W., prisoners held for trial

(remarks) 3440 (vol. iv).
Dom. License Act, working of (M. for Cor.) 307 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, article in Toronto News, French

Aggression, &c. (remarks) 1678 (vol. ii).
SUPPLY:

Legiulation: H. of 0. (increased expenses under Rep. of Internal
Economy Com.) 3449 (vol. iv).

Wheat and Flour Dutiesa, alteration of (Que.). 148
(vol. i).
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Bergin, Mr. D., Cornwall and Stormont.
British Medical Act and Amts. (M. for copies of

Cor., &c.*) 33 (vol. i); Rets. respecting (remarks)
939 (vol. ii).

Can. Southern Ry. Co. and the Erie and Niagara
Ry. Co. (B. 9, 20*) 57 (vol. i).

Factories, employment in, regulation (B. 2, 1Q*) 29;
Order for 2° dschgd., 362; (B. 85, 1U*) 362; printing
of B. in French (remarks) 605; 2 m., 873-881;
Order for rsmng. adjd. deb. on M. for 2°, 940;
(remarks) 943; (Ques. of Order) 944 (vol. ii).

Factory Rep., printing and distribution of (Ans.) 211
(vol. i).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
(Ques. of Order) 1432; (explanation) 1432 (vol. ii) ;
in Com. (remarks) 2208; "qualifications in coun-
ties," 2085 (vol iii).

1mmigration, in Com. of Sup., 2819 (vol. iv).
Inspection of Factories, Res. respecting, on Order for

Com. (remarks) 606 (vol. i).
Militia clothing and great coats, in Çom. of Sup., 2907

(vol. iv).
Ontario Pacific Ry. Co.'s (B. 72, 1°*) 313 (vol. i).
Rifle Associations, headquarters, annual grant, &c. (M.
. for Ret.*) 46 (vol. i).
River St. Clair Ry. Bridge and Tunnel Co. (B. 8,

20*) 57 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Immigration 2819 (vol. iv).
Militia (Olothing and great coats) 2907 (vol. iv).

Bflly, Mr. L. A., Rimouski.
Insolvency (B. 32, 1°) 101 (vol. i).

Blake, Hon. E., West Durham.
Address, on the, 8.
Administration of Justice, in Com. of Sup., 3111

(vol. iv).
Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on M.to conc.in Rep. of Çom. on Res. (Amt.
neg. (Y. 37, N. 67) 2957; on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M.
for 30, 3001 (vol. iv).

Administration of the N.W.T. B. 144 (Mr. Caron) in
Com. on Res., 2929, 2932-2934; in Com. on B., 2962,
2966 ; on Amt. (Mr. Mils) 2967 (vol. iv).

Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com., 2467-2469; on M. for 2°, 2466; in Com.,
2541 (vol. iii) ; 2751 ; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 42, N. 60)
2751 (vol. iv).

Advances to Local Govts. (M. for Cor., &c.) 45 (vol. i).
Advances to Provinces B. 7 (Sir Leonard Tilley) on

M. to introd. B., 32; on M. for 20, 102 (vol. i); in
Com., 1064 (vol. ii).

Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 905, 922
(vol. ii).

Allan Line, payments to, for assisted passages (Ques.)
567 (vol. i) ; (M. for Ret.*) 1443«(vol. ii).

American Mining Engineers' visit to N. S., in Com. of
Sup., 3457 (vol. iv).

Blake, Hon. E.-ontinued.
Amherst and P.E.I. Ry. Incorp. B. on M. to introd.,

349 (vol. i).
Analysts, Public, Remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2541-2543 (vol. iii).
André, Father, letter from, in Jan., 1883 (Ques.) 3425

(vol. iv).
Antwerp International Exhibition, on Amt. (Mr.

Amyot) to M. for copy of Cor. between Govt. and
High Com., 306 (vol. i).

Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1025 (vol. ii).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1025,

1026, 1029, 1033 (vol. ii).
Assistant Rec. Gen. of Montreal, in Com. of Sup., 895

(vol. ii).
Auditor and Assist. Rec. Gen. of Winnipeg, in Com. of

Sup., 895 (vol. ii).
Auditor and Rec. Gen. of St. John, in Com. of ;up.,

858 (vol. ii).
Bank Advances to the Govt. (Ques.) 113 (vol. i).
Bank of B.C. B. 105 (ir Leonard Tilley) in Com.,

2396 (vol. iii).
Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M. (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) for Sp. Com., 47; on M. to ref. His Ex.'s
Mess. to Sp. Com., 102 (vol. i).

Benson, Mr., M.P., Death of (remarks) 2357 (vol. iii).
Better Preservation of the Peace Act Amat. B. 131 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2825 (vol. iv).
Bolton, Staff Commander, and Dept. of Marine and

Fisheries, on M for Rep. of Auditor Gen., &c., 137
(vol. i).

Bonuses to Rys. by Ont. Legislature (personal expla.
nation) on M, for Com. of Supply, 3445 (vol. iv).

Boots for the Toronto Militia (Ques.) 1744 (vol. iii).
Bounty on Manufactures of Iron (M. for copies of O. C.,

&c.*) 100 (vol. i).
Bridges, Booms, &c., in Nav. Waters B. 101 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on M. for 20, 893 (vol. ii).
British Medical Acts, Rets. respecting (remarks) 939

(vol. ii).
Brokerage and Qommission, in Com. of Sup., 896

(vol. ii).
Buckram, in Com. on Ways and Means, 807 (vol. ii).
Can. and Antwerp, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2943 (vol. iv).
Can. and Germany; Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
Can. Southern Ry. Co. and Erie and Niagara Ry. Co.

B. 9 (Mr. Bergin) in Com., 245 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson)

on 10, 449; on ques. to fix day for 2°, 713; on
M. (-Mr. Jamieson) to place B. 2nd Order on Pub.
Bills and Orders, 714 (vol. i); on Amt. (Mr. Ives)
to M. for 2° (Ques. of Order) 952; in Com., 955-957
960, 961; in Com., 1056; on Amt. (Mr. White,
Cardwell) 1060 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2645, 2648,
2651, 2654, 2657) vol. iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 65 (Mr. McCarthy)
on 19, 235 (vol i).
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Can. Contingent for the Soudan (Ques.) 563 (vol. i).
C. P. R., ability of Co. to fulfil engagements under prop.

Res., 2238 (vol. iii).
- - Agreement by Co. to Terms of Resolution

(Ques.) 1915 (vol. iii).
Allowances to Canadian manufacturers (M. for

copies of Cor., &c.) 44 (vol. i).
-- Amended Plans and Profiles, B.C. (Ques.) 362

(vol. i),
-- Avalanches in the Selkirk Range (Ques.) 694

(vol. i).
- - Branch Lines (Ques.) 694 (vol. i).

- B. C. Sections, work on (M. for Rep., &c.) 204
(vol. i).

- - Calgary and summit of Rocky Mountains,
cost of (M. for Stmnt,) 145 (vol. i).

- - Callander and Port Arthur, cost of and equip-
ment (M. for Stmnt.) 145 (vol. i).

- - Change in arrangement between Co. and Govt.
(Ques.) 695 (vol. i); 1744, 1913 (vol. iii).

Correspondence between Co. and Govt. re
change in arrangements (Ques.) 2029 (vol. iii).

Construction near Lytton, B.C. (M. for Rot.)
225 (vol. i).

- - Co.'s Acts Amt. B. 153 (Mr. Pope) on M. for
Com. on Res, (reply to annualStmnt.) 2586-2619; in
Com., 2724-2750; on M. to receive Rep. of Com.,
2858; on Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2859 ; on Amt.
(Mr. Vail) 2861 ; on Amt. (Mr. Casey) 2862 ; on
Amt. (Mr Laurier) 2863 ; in Cam., 3031, 3033; on
M. for 30, 3293 (vol. iv).

Cost of construction from Winnipeg to 615
miles west (M. for Stmnt.) 226 (vol. i).

-- Curves, Grades and Tangents (Ques.) 694, 744
(vol. i); 2239 (vol. iii).

Earnings, main line and leased lines, &o. (M.
for Stmnt.) 61 (vol. i).

Earnings and Working Expenses, Eastern and
Western Division (Ques.) 816 (vol. ii).

- Expenditure on account of (M. for Stmnt.)
145 (vol. i).
--- Expenditure on main line between Callander

and Port Arthur, and Selkirk and Kamloops (M. for
Stmnt.) 100 (vol. i).

Expenditure upon branch lines, &c., cost of
equipment, &c. (M. for Stmnts.*) 147 (vol. i).

--- Extension to Quebec, papers, &c., 1677
(vol. ii) ; 2239 (vol. iii).

Forty Mile Belt in B.C. (remarks) 1983
(vol. iii).

- Grades and Curves on line from foot of Rocky
Mts., &o., &o. (I. for Stmnt. and Plan*) 67 (vol. i).

Grades and curves on lino as far as con-
structed, exclusive of lino from foot of Rocky Mts. to
Kamloops (M. for Stmnt.*) 145 (vol. i).

Grades and Curves, number of (Ques.) 632
(vol. i).

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
C.P.R., Grades and Curves, maximum and minimum

(Ques.) 694 (vol. i).
Govt. mortgage, changes in relation to (Ques.)

36 (vol. i).
Govt. Sections in B.C., working of, by contrac.

tors (Ques.) 632 (vol. i).
--- Homesteads within Ry. Belt (Ques.) 567

(vol. i).
-- Interest paid to Govt. by Co. on loans (Ques.)

350 (vol. i); 1677 (vol. ii) ; 1955 (vol. iii).
- - Land area in tho 48-mile bolt accepted by Co.,
on Stmnt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 782 (vol. ii).

- - Land Grant accepted by Co., number of acres
(Ques.) 568, 744 (vol. i).

-- Land Grant and Land Grant Bonds, prosent
position of (M. for Stmnt.*) 100 (vol. i).

- - Lands rejected by Co. outside Ry. Belt.(Ques.)
927 (vol. ii).

- - Legislation respecting (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
-- Levels, Grades, Tangents, &c., from summit of

Rockies to Moody (Ques.) 888 (vol. ii).
- - Location, &c., land set apart, granted, &c. (M.

for map*) 46 (vol. i).
- - Location of lino in B.C., change of (Quos.)

2239 (vol. iii).
- - North Amorican Contracting Co., position of

debt of $600,000 (Kl for Stmnt.) 145 (vol. i).
- - Passonger, Freight and Mixed Trains, running

of (M. for Stmnt.*) 67 (vol. i).
- Port Moody Wharf and Freight Shed (M. for

copies of Reps., Plans, &c.) 295 (vol. i).
- - Progress Estimates (Ques ) on adjmt. of

House, 188 ; for Feb., 429, (vol. i).
- - Proposals made by Co. (attention of Govt.

called to) 746 (vol. i).
- - Postal and Transport Service (Ques.) 1744

(vol. iii).
-- Rails for Govt. Section, B.C. (Ques.) 1914

(vol. iii).
- - Relief of Co. by Govt. (Ques.) 350 (vol. i).

- Rep. of Mr. Van Horne, &c. (M. for copies) 208
(vol. i).

- Res., publication of, in Mail newspaper
(remarks) 1712 (vol. ii).

Returns ordered by House since date of Con-
tract, on M. for Stmnt., 482 (vol. i).

Returns, enquiries for (remarks) 782, 1565
(vol. ii).

- Returns, presentation of (remarks) 3371
(vol. iv).

- Rolling Stock, Eastern Section, Western
Division, on M. for Rot., 303 (vol. i).

Rolling Stock, payment of Duties on, by Co.
(Ques.) 888 (vol. ii).

-- Roundhouse and buildings in Man. on private
property (Ques.) 2030 (vol. iii).
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C.P.R., Route, construction, rolling stock, extensions,
cash subsidy, land grant bonds, &o., &c. (M. for
Stmnt.) 44 (vol. i).

- - Section B.,Engineers'Reps. on re-measurement,
re-classification, &c., on M. for copies, 123 (vol. i).

Section B,, Judge Clark's Rep. on award to
contractors, on M. for copy, 133 (vol. i).

Shareholders in Co., names and addresses, &c.
(M. for Stmnt.*) 533 (vol. i).

- - Stock of $10,000,000, pledged for a loan of
$4,-950,000 (M. for Stmnt.) 45 (vol. i).

Tangents and Curves, number and aggregate
length (Ques.) 744 (vol. i).

-- Town Sites, sales of, transactions on joint
account (M, for Stmnt.*) 67 (vol. i).

- - Western Terminus, route or routes from Port
Moody to English Bay (M. for plan, &c.) 145 (vol. i).

Canals, in Com. of Sup., 3418 (vol. iv).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for 20

2439; in Com., 2534-2540 (vol. iii).
Cape Breton Ry., construction of (Ques.) 2239 (vol.

iii); survey, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3118 (vol. iv).
Carleton Branch Ry., purchase of, in Com. of Sup., 3415

(vol. iv).
Carlton, Evacuation of, Rep. (Ques.) 1567 (vol. ii).
Carpet Mats, in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (vol. ii).
Carriers by Land B. 5 (Mr. Coughlin) on M. for 2,

102 (vol. i).
Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 2>,

254 (vol. i).
Census of Man. and N. W T., &c., B. 21 (Mr. Pope) on

Res., 74; on M. to receive Rep. of Com., 125; in Com.
on B., 171; on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 214
(vol. i).

Chains, iron or steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849
(vol. ii).

Chapleau, Sheriff, communications from re outbreak,
in the N. W. T., 3426 (vol. iv).

Charges of Management, in Com. of Sup., 895-897
(vol. ii).

Charlinch Post Office, appointment or removal of Post-
master, &c. (M. for papers) 708 (vol. i).

Chief Justice Meredith, resignation of, on M. for copy,
44 (vol. i).

Chinese Commissioners' Rep., presentation of (remarks)
235 (vol. i).

Chinese Commission, rooms rented and payment of
Secretary (Ques.) 567 (vol. i).

Chinese Immigration, legislation respecting (Ques.)
505, 632 (vol. i).

Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 898-900, 902, 905, 907,
914, 917, 922, 924, 972 (vol. ii).

Çivil Service Acte Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Coin.
on Res., 274-282 (vol. i); in Com. on B., 1097-110a

Blake, Hon. E.-Continved.
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1113-1117, 1125-1130, 1282; on M. for 3° 1293;
(Amt.) 1294; neg. (Y. 58, N. 104) 1296; on M. to
conc. in Sen. Amts., 1823, 2397 (vol. iii).

Clark, G. M. K., sums paid to, on M. for Ret., 698
(vol. i).

Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 3397 (vol. iv).
Colonial and Indian Exhibition, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Pope) 461 (vol. i).
Colonial Exibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1033 (vol. ii).
Colonization Companies, modification of agreements (M.

for copies of Pets., &c.) 92 (vol. i); (Ques.) 1678
(vol. ii); 2241 (vol. iii).

Commercial Bank of Windsor B. 117 (Sir Leonard
Tilly) (remarks) 1671 (vol. ii); in Com., 2396,
(vol. iii).

Communication with Imp. Govt. re Troubles in N. W.
(Ques.) 1744 (vol. iii).

Consolid. Inland Revenue Act, 1883, Amt. B. 146 (Mr.
Costigan) on M. for 20, 2936; (vol. iv) ; in Com.,
2968-2970; on M. for Com. on Res., 2527 (vol. iii);
in Coin., 2529; on M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 3435
(vol. iv).

Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard
Tilley) on M. for 2°, 126 (vol. i); on Order for 3Q,
2532 (vol. iii).

Consolidation of the Statutes, on presentation of Rep. of
Commissioners, 32 (vol. i).

Cotton Yarns, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
County Court Judges (Man.) B. 162 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 3435 (vol. iv). '
Court of Claims for Can. B. 93 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on 1°, 450 (vol. i).
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., cut in tho Ico B. 22

(Mr. Robertson, Hanilton) on Amt. (Mr. «all) 151
(vol. 1).

-Criminal, Statistics, in Com. of Sap., 1026 (vol. ii).
Crozier, Supt., Rep, of re Indian sympathy with Half-

breeds, 3425 (vol. iv).
Cnlling and Measuring Timber B. 154 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com. on Res., 2475 (vol. iii); in Com. on B., 3044.
(vol. iv).

Customs Collections in Algoma, on M. for Ret., 40
(vol. i).

Customs, iDept. of, in Com. of Sap., 924 (vol. ii).
Customs Seizures, Fines exacted and disposition of same

&c. (M. for Stmnt.) 56 (vol. i).
Cutlery, in Com. on Ways and Means 844 (vol. ii).
Damask of Cotton, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means,

858 (vol. ii).
Dams at Lakefield and Young's Point (Ques.) 1130

(vol. ii).
Death of Col. Williams (remarks) 3074 (vol. iv).
Debates, Oflicial Rep., on presentation of First Rep., 32,

34 (vol. i) ; on M. to conc. in 3rd Rep., 2168 (vol. iii);
in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. ii); cone., 3371 (vol. iv).
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Deptl. Clerks, delay in Payment of (Ques.) 2170 (vol.

iii).
Deptl. Contingences, in Com. of Sup., 917, 922, 924
Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Commitees B. 26 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on Res., 68; (Amt.) to appoint Sel.
Com. to consider and report te House, 70; Amt. neg.
(Y. 59, N. 121) 72; (Ques. of Order) 73; in Com. on
B., 175 (vol. i).

Despatches, Official, respecting engagements in the
N. W. T. (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).

Disturbance in the N. W. (Ques.) 693, 714 (vol. i);
782 (vol. ii).

Amt. to M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. on
Ways and Means, 761 ; neg. (Y. 57, Né 122) 771
(voL i).

André, Father, letter from, in Jan., 1883.
(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

- - Chapleau, Sheriff, communications from, re
Outbreak. (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Claims, &c., of Half-breeds in N.W.T. (Ques.)
1474 (vol. ii).

- - Communication with Imp. Gov. (Ques.) 1744
(vol. iii).

- - Crozier, Supt., Rep. of, re Indian sympathy
with Half-breeds (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

- - Dewdney, Gov., communications with Govt.
(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Disposition of Insurgents by Gen. Middleton
(Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).

Damas, Michel, appointment of, as farm
instructor (Ques.) 3125 (vol. iv).

Dumont, Gabriel, ferry license granted to
(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

- Duck Lake, Engagement at, on reading of
telegrams, 790 (vol. ii).

Expense B. 129 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for 20,
2855; in Com., 2855-2857 (vol. iv).

Free transport of bodies of volunteers killed
(Ques.) 2029 (vol. iii).

Govt. officials in the N.W., communications
with (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Grandin, Bishop, communication from(Ques.)
3321, 3423 (vol. iv).

Half-breed grievances, 2030-2040 ; (reply)
2051 (vol. iii).

Houghton, Col., mission to N.W. in 1884,
3425 (vol. iv).

Indemnity to members on active service, on
prop. M. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 812 (vol. ii).

-.--- Information, further (Ques.) 745 (vol i) ; 811,
813, 838, 889 (vol. ii).

Isbester, appointment of, as farm instructor
(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

.Land and Surveys of St. Laurent (Ques.)
3424 (vol. iv).

-_ Langevin, Sir Hector, communications from
Mr. Jackson, re Half-bree: Claims (Ques.) 3426

(vol. iv).

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
Disturbance in the N. W. Leduc, Father, and Mr. Malo-

ney, communications with Govt. (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
-- Man. Half-breeds, unenumerated, claims of

(Ques.) 3428 (vol. iv).
---- Memorials, &c., respecting grievances, answer
to (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).

- Mission of Hon. Mr. Royal, attention called to
newspaper paragraphs, 889 (vol. ii).

-- Montreal Garrison Artillery (Ques.) 1566
(vol. ii.)

-- Mounted Police Officers, Reps. from, re En.
gagements (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

-- Mounted Police Recruits (remarks) 1566
(vol. ii).

-- North-West Counoil, Res. re Half-breed
claims (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

-- On personal explanation of Mr. Ives (re.
marks)1064 (vol. ii).

- Official despatches respecting Engagements
(remarks) 2999 (vol. iv) ; (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).

--- Payne and Applegarth, murder of (remarks)
859 (vol. ii).

- - Pots., Res., &c., on IIalf-breeds and settlors'
claims (Ques.) 3426 (vol. iv).
-- Prince AI bert Colonization Co.'s Iand, settlors'
or squatters' improvements (Ques.) 3426 (vol. iv).

- - Prince Albert and St. Laurent settlements,
Reps. of Messrs. Russell and Aldous (Ques.) 3426
(vol. iv).

Prisoners held -for trial (remarks) on M. for
Com. of Sup., 3441 (vol. iv).
--- Qu'Appelle Half-breeds, Rep. of Mr. Walsh
(Ques.) 3426 (vol. iv).

--- Qaestion of Order, 3161 (vol. iv).
-- Resumé of Events since 1878 (speech) 3075-

3110; (Res.) in amt. to Com. on Ways and Means,
3110; neg. (Y. 49, N. 105) 3213 (vol. iv).

---- Riel's proposal to accept money (Ques.)
3426 (vol. iv).

-- River Lot Claims, settlement of, Mr. Pearce's
letter respecting (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).

- - Schmidt, Louis, answer to letter of (Ques.)
342t (vol. iv).

- St. Laurent, River lots, re-survey (Ques.)
3424 (vol. iv).

-- Stoney Indian rising, further information

asked, 863 (vol. ii).
- St. Louis de Langevin, Pet. from settlors

(Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
-- Surveys of river lots at St. Albert, &c.(Ques.)
3424 ; mode of (Ques.) 3124 (vol. iv).

Taché, Archbishop, communication from, re

Half-breeds (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).
Telegraphic communication west of Win-

nipeg (remarks) 839 (vol ii).
Troops, movements of (remarks) 838,872,

887 (vol. ii).
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Disturbance in the N. W. Vegreville, Father, Cor. with

Mr. Deville (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
- Volunteers, recognition of services of (Ques.)

2029, 2170 (vol. iii) ; in Com. on Res., 3370(vol. iv).
-- War Supplies, carriage of, by American

Rys. (Ques.) 838 (vol. ii).
Dewdney, Gov., communications with Govt. (Ques.)

3425 (vol. iv).
Disallowance of Provincial Acts (M. for copies of O.C.,

&c.) 52 (vol. i).
Dom. and Provincial Franchises, despatch from Mr.

Fielding (Ques.) 2170 (vol. iii).
Dom. Day, sitting of the louse on (Ques.) 2773

(vol. iv).
Dom. Drainage Co's. B. 28 (Mr. Iaggart) on M. for 2°,

1008 (vol. ii).
Dom. Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1026 (vol. ii).
Dom. Lands, alleged frauds and irregularities in

the Dept. (Ques.) 1915, 2170 (vol. iii).
Dom. Lands, Gabriel Dumont's lot on the Saskat-

chewan (Quies.) 2029 (vol. iii).
Dom. Lands in B.C., timber dues (Ques.) 2240

(vol. iii).
Dom. License Act, working of, on M. for Cor., 307

(vol. i).
Dom. Notes, issue and redomption of, in Com. of

Sup., 897 (vol. ii).
Dorchester Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 989 (vol.

fi).
Dredges, Tugs and Scows, building of, on M. for Rot.,

53 (vol. i).
Duck, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Duck Lake, engagement at (remarks) 790 (vol. ii).
Dumas, Michel, appointment of as farm instructor

(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).
Damont, Gabriol, ferry license, granted to (Ques.) 3425

(vol. iv).
Dundas and Waterloo Road, on prop. Res. (Sir -Hector

Langevin) 451 (vol. i).
Duties, collection of unauthorized (remarks) 427 (vol, i).
Eastern Extension Ry., repairs, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

3301 (vol. iv),
Earthenware and Stoneware, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (vol. ii).
Easter, adjmt. for (Ques.) 713 (vol. i).
Edmonton and Saskatchewan Land Co.'s Agent (M. for

Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii); Township Surveys, 2171 (vol.
iii).

Elections since General Election, 1878, date of certifi-
cates, date of receipt, issue of Speaker's Warrants,
receipt, &o., &o. (M. for Stmnt.) 210 (vol. i).

Establishment of a Model Farm, in Com. of Supply,
3453 (vol. iv).

Exchange Bank, Govt. advances to, on prop. Res. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 373 (vol. i).

Excise Duties, conc. 3295 (vol. iv).
Explosive Substances B. 95 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

on M. for 2*, 893; in Com., 1167 (vol. ii).
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Extract of Fluid Beef, in Com. on Ways and Means,

857 (vol. ii).
Extradition Arrangment, Cor. between Govt. of

Can. and Ambassador at Washington (M. for copies
of 0.0., &c.) 147 (vol. i).

Extradition, demands for, and proceedings taken (M.
Stmnt.*) 67 (vol. i).

Factory B. (Ques.) 29; B. 2, on M. to dischg. Order for
2°, 362 (vol. i).

Factory Commission, Rep. of, distribution of (remarks)
455, 478 (vol. i).

Finances of the Country (remarks) on M. for Com. of
Sup., 3442 (vol. iv).

Financial Commissioner in Eng., in Com. of Sup., 896
(vol. ii).

Financial Inspector, in Com. of Sup., 895 (vol. ii).
Fish, in Com. on Ways and Means, 859 (vol. ii).
Fish taken in the Miramichi, on M. for Ret., 295

(vol. i).
Five per et. Consolid. Loan, retirement of, on M. for

copies of O.C., 488 (vol. i).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 221 (vol. i).
Franco and Quebec, fortnightly lino, Steamship subven-

tion, in Com. of Sup., 2937, 2939 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on 10, 629

(vol. i); on Order for 2° being called (remarks)
1095; on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 20, 1177-
1192; in Com., "usufructuary " 1448, 1450, 1452,
1456, 1457; "person " (Indian) 1487, 1565; "farm,"
1591 (vol. ii); on disqualifying revising barrister,
2086; "who shall not vote" (Indians) 2104-2111,
2161, 2163; "registration of voters," 2173, 2177,
2180, 2231, 2312; "revision of voters' lists," 2346;
"qualifications in counties," 2395; "appeal," 2395
(vol. iii) ; Ilpreamblo," 2759; on Amt. (Mr. Weldon)
3059 (vol. iv) ; on personal explanation of Mr. Mills,
2140 (vol. iii); on Ques. of Order, 1510, 1512 (vol.
ii); 2144 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures, 2026,
2028 (vol. iii).

French Half-breeds at St. Laurent, Claims of (Ques.)
2358 (vol. iii).

Fort William, Ont., Indian Reserve, Road on (M. for
copies of Cor.*) 533 (vol i).

Free transport of bodies of Volunteers killed in the
N. W. (Ques.) 2029 (vol. iii).

Fuel for settlers in the N. W. (M. for copies of Cor.
&c.) 61 (vol, i).

Gas and Gas Meters Inspection Act Amt. B. 119, on
prop. Res. (Mr. Costigan) 837 (vol. ii); on M. for 2°,
2419 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com. on Bes., 1311 (vol. ii); in Com. on B., 2549
(vol. iii).
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Glamis, Post-office, enquiry respecting (Ques.) 1131

(vol. ii).
Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Means, 851

(vol. ii).
Gold Reserve, Govt. withdrawls, on M. for copies of

Cor., 354 (vol. i).
Gosselin, Eugène, record in the matter of, on M. for

copy, 704 (vol. i).
Govt. Agents in the N. W. T., Fees from Settlers (Ques.)

2170 (vol. iii).
Govt. Bonds, disappearance of, from vaults of Dept.

(Ques.) 3371 (vol. iv).
Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 451 (vol.

i); (Ques.) 895; on M. to take in Wednesdays, 965 ;
on M. to take in Mondays, 1336 (vol. ii); (remarks)
3293, 3371; on M. for Com. of Sup., .3442 (vol. iv).

Govt. Loan B. 145 (Mr. Bowell) on prop. Res., 2462;
in Com., 2464; on M. to conc. in Res., 2525 (vol. iii).

Govt. Officials in the N. W., communications with,
(Ques) 3425 (vol4 iv).

Gov. Genl.'s Sec's. Office, in Com. of Sup., 898 (vol. ii).
Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
Grandin, Bishop, communications with Govt. (Ques.)

3423 (vol. iv).
Gi T. R., Imperfect Ret. presontod by Mr. Hickson

(remarks) 861 (vol. ii).
Guns used in fight with Poundmaker (Ques.) 2170

(vol. iii).
Half-breed Claims in the N. W. T. (Ques.) 1474 (vol. ii).
Half-breed Commission, Claims recognized and rejected

(Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii) ; sittings of (Ques.) 1567
(vol. ii).

Half-breed grievances, 2030 - 2040 ; (reply) 2051
(vol. iii).

flalf-breedb and Indian Reserves and IHomesteads
(Ques.) 1567 (vol. ii).

Half-breeds and Settlers' claims, Pets. and Res.
(Ques.) 3426 (vol. iv).

H1alf-breed (Man.) Minors, claims preferred and rejected
(Ques.) 2169 ; temporarily absent (Ques.) 1743
(vol. iii) ; unenumerated (Ques.) 1743, 3426 (vol. iv).

Half-breed Plots on the Saskatchewan (Ques.) 1567
vol. ii).

Half-breed Scrip (Ques.) 1914 (vol. iii).
Half-breed, Settlement of Claims (Ques.) 1567 (vol. ii).
Half-breed Settlement, undisturbed occupation (Ques.)

1567 (vol. ii).
Halifax Steam Navigation Co., moneys paid by Govt.

to (M. for copies of Reps., &c.) 210 (vol. i).
Hamilton Provident and Loan Society B. 114 (Mr.

Klvert) in Com., 1352 (vol. ii).
Harbor Master at Halifax B. 148, on M. to conc. in

Res., 2534 (vol. iii).
Heating Publie Buildings, oost of (M. for Stmnt.) 90

(vol, i).
2
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High Commissioner, office of (M. for copies of Cor.)

44; Rep. and Despatches to Govt. (M. for copies) 56;
position or salary of (M. for Rep.*) 210 (vol. i).

Hoop Iron, in Com. on Ways and Means, 807 (vol. ii).
Homesteade within the Ry. Belt (Ques.) 479 (vol. i).
Houghton, Col., Mission of, in 1881, to N. W., 3425

(vol. iv).
House Furnishig Hardware, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 849 (vol. ii).
Hughes, D. J., Charges against, on M. for Rot., 99

(vol. i).
Huron and Ont. Ship Canal Co.'s B. 69 (Mr. Tyrwhitt) on

M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 1387 (vol. ii).
Imitation precious Stones, in Com. on Ways and Means,

846 (vol. ii).
Immigration, in Com. of Supply, 2831-2834, 2836-2838

(vol. iv).
Immigrants to the N. W. (M. for Stmnt.) 45 (vol. i).
Imperial Govt. and N.W. Troubles, Communication

with (Ques.) 1744 (vol. iii).
Indemnity to Members, increase of, in Com. of Sup.,

3450 (vol. iv).
Indemnity to Members on active service in the N.W.,

on prop. M. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 821 (vol. il).
Indians of Fort William Reserve, Cor. between and

Indian Dept. (M. for copies*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Indian Reserve,Victoria Arm, B.C. (Ques.) 1211(vol. ii).
Indian Troubles at Metlakatla, on M. for copies of Cor.,

305 (vol i).
Industries of Canada, Commission respecting (M. for

copy of Cim., O.C., Cor., &c., also Rep., &c.) 56
(vol. i).

Infectious and Contagions Diseases affecting Animale
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1065 (vol. ii); on M. to
conc. in Sen. Amts, 2397 (vol. iii).

Inland Revenue Dopt., in Com. of Sup., 917 (vol. ii.)
Insolvent Debtors, distribution of Assets provision B.

4, (Mr. Beaty) on M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to
transfer to Govt. Orders, 1280 (vol. ii).

Inspecting Engineers' Salaries, C.P.R., in Com. of Sup.
ply, 3417 (vol. iv).

Inspection of Factories, Res. respecting, on Order for
Com. (remarks) 606 (vol. i).

Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (Mr. Cas-
grain) 84 (vol. i).

Insurgents in the N.W., disposition of by Genl. Middle.
ton (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).

I. C. R. and Beaver Steamship Line, through rates of
freight (M. for Cor.) 144 (vol. i).

Cost of equipment (Ques.) 816 (vol. ii).
-- Costs of working, &c., from'1879 to 1884 (M.

for Stmnt.) 202 (vol. i).
-- Earnings and Working Expenses, monthly

(Ques.) 76, 114; for Jan., 1885, 428 (vol. i); for Maroh
and April, 2029 (vol. iii).
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I.C.R., Earnings and WoriDng Expenses (Ques.) 3073

(vol. iv).
Equipment, valuation of (Ques.) 888 (vol. ii).
Repairs, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3300 (vol. iv).
Sale of Tickets on Vhatham Branch (Ques.)

2238 (vol. iii).
Internal Economy Commission, increased expenditure,

in Com. of Sup., 3449 (vol. iv)
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Esex) on

M. for 2°, 254 (vol. i).
Interior, Dept. of, receipts (M. for Stmnt.) 54; Deptl.

Rep. (remarks) 49 (vol. i); in Com. of Sup., 972
(vol. ii).

Interior, Minister of, absence (remarks) 1131 (vol. ii).
Iron, Bounties on manufactures of (M. for copies of

O.C., &c.*) 100 (vol. i).
Isbester J., appointment of, as farm instructor (Ques.)

3425 (vol. iv).
Judicial Reform in the N.W.T., Petitions, &c. (Ques.)

1306 (vol. ii).
Justice, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 898 (vol. ii).
Justices of the Peace, summary proceedings before

(Ques.) 1211 (vol: ii).
Jute cloth, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 986 (vol. ii).
Kits served out to the Militia (Ques.) 1568 (vol. ii).
Land Claims in N. W. T., duties of Mr. Ruesll (Ques.)

2358 (vol. iii).
Land Grants and Land Grant Bonds to Rys. in Man.

and N. W.-(M. for copies of Cor.), 92-97 (vol. i).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on prop. Res., 782 (vol. ii); 2440-2413;
in Com. on Res., 2483-2491, 2491, 2497-2503, 2514-
2517; on M. to conc. in Res., 2533 (vol. iii); on M.
for 2°, 2770; in Com. on B., 2855; on M. for 30, 2890;
(Amt.) 2891; neg. (Y. 46, N. 86) 2893; (Amte.)
2894 (vol. iv).

Langevin, Sir Hector, communications from Mr. Jack-
son, re Half-breed Claims, 3426 (vol, iv).

Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,
Euron) in Com., 503 (vol. i).

Ledue, Father, and Mr. Maloney, communications with
Government (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).

Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 991, 2801, 34t8-3450 (vol.
iv).

Librarian of Parliament, office of (Ques.) 41 (vol. i).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John) on prop. Res.,

1659; in Com., 1667-1670, (vol. ii). 2760 (vol. iv).
License Act, 18,3, decision of Supreme Court (M. for

Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).
Licenses or Permits to eut Timber, &c., applications for

and not granted (M. for Rets.*) 209 (vol. i).
Lient.-Govt. of N.B. (Ques.) 362 (vol. i).
Lingan Mines, C.B., aiding civil power at, in Com. of

Sup., 3452 (vol. iv).

Blake, Hon. E.-Contnued.
Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Wood, West-

moreland) on M. for 10, 170 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, constitutionality of (Ques.)

439 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir JohnA. Macdonald)

on M. for 2°, 2402 (vol. iii); in Com., 2768 (vol iv).
Liquor License Act, conc., 3398 (vol. iv).
Loan, recent, on M. for copy of prospectus, &c., 37

(vol. i).
Local Govts., advances to (M. for Cor.) 45 (vol. i).
Losses and Expenses through Troubles in the N.W., in

Com. of Sup., 3454 (vol. iv).
Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, in Com. of Sup.,

3456 (vol. iv).
Mail Robberies in Man. and N. W. T. (M. for copies of

Cor.) 91 (vol. i).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions, in Com. of

Sup., 2927, 2939, 2943, 2945 (vol. iv).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2778-2780, 2783; on M. to conc. in
lRes., 2824; in Com. on B., 3047-3049 (vol. iv).

Man. Legislature, Session of 1884, Man. Central Ry.
Co. (Ques.) 862 (vol. ii).

Man. South-Western Colonization Ry. Ca., Land grants
to, in Com. on Ros., 2497-2503, 2514-2517 (vol. iii).

Man. Indian Agency, Management of, on M. for copy of
Rep. made by Govt. Commission, 62 (vol. i).

Manufacturing Industries of Canada, Rep. on (re-
marks) on absence of information respecting B.C.,
595 (vol. i).

Marine, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 907 (vol. ii).
Maritime Court of Ont., Extension of Jurisdiction B. 11

(Mr. Allen) on M. for 2°, 129; in Com., 215.
Meeting of the House, irregular time (remarks) 29.96

(vol. iv).
Memorials, &c., respecting grievances in the N. W. T.,

Answers to (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Meredith, Chief Justice, resignation of, on M. for copy,

44 (vol. i).
Metlakatla, Indian Troubles at, on M. for copies of Cor.,

305 (vol. i).
Middleton, Genl., instructions (Ques.) 1306 (vol. ii);

respecting insurgents (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).
Militia Act, 1883, Amt. B. 152 (Mr. Caron) on M. for

20, 3045; in Com., 3046 (vol. iv).
Militia Barracks at London, in Com. of Sup., 3412

(vol. iv).
Militia, Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 899 (vol. ii).
Militia, in Com. of Sup., 3412, 3452 (vol. iv).
Minister of the Int., absence of (Ques.) 961 (voL ii).
Minister of Rys., office of (Ques.) 41 (vol. i).
Miscellaneous, in Co~m. of Sup., 1304 (vol. ii) 2231 (vol.

iii); 3396, 3434; 3452-3457 (vol. iv).
Mission of Hon. Mr. Royal, attention called to news-

paper paragraphs, 889 (vol. ii).
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Model Farm, Establishment of, in Coma of Sup., 8453
(vol. iv).

Montreal Garrison Artillery, (Ques.) 1566 (vol. ii).
Mortuary Statistics. in Com. of Sup., 1029 (vol. ii).
Mnsk, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
Navigation in Can. Waters B. 132 (Mr. McLelan) in

Com. on Res., 1278 (vol. ii); on M. to dschg. Order
for 2>, 2399 (vol. iii).

North Shore Ry., Use of by C.P.R. (Ques.) 1915
(vol. iii).

North-West Council, Res. re Half-Breed Claims (Ques.)
3425 (vol. iv).

North-West Council, Salaries, conc., 3396 (vol. iv).
North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2483-2491, 2494 (vol. iii).
North-West Mounted Police B. 140 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for 30, 2822 (vol. iv).
North-West Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on prop. Res. (Stmnt. of Events)
2403-2412, 2415-2418 (vol. iii); on M. to conc. in
Res., 2423-2425; on M. for 29 and in Com., 2770;
on M. for 30, 2820 (vol. iv).

North-West Monnted Police, Comnissioner's Rep.
(Ques.) 2359 (vol. iii).

North-West Mounted Police, increase of force (Ques.)
2169 (vol. ii).

North-West Mounted Police, Officers Reps. of Engage-
monts, 3425 (vol. iv).

Mounted Police Recruits, North-West (remarks) 1566
(vol. ii.)

Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sap., 2945
(vol. iv).

Ocean Mail Service, Annual Cost, &c. (M.· for Stmnt.)
204 (vol. i).

Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.
Carling) on M. to receive Rep. of Com., 2752; on M.
to conc. in Res., 2754; on 19, 2757; on M. to dschg.
Order for 20, 3375 (vol. iv).

Ontario Boundary, proposals to Parlt. (Ques.) 567
(vol. i).

Ontario and Quebec Ry. Co.'s bonds (M. for copy of
prospectus, &c.) 145 (vol. i); Stockholders (M. for
Stmnt.*) 1443.

Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,
Benfrew) 1225 (vol. ii).

Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., N.S., projected line (M.
for copies of Cor., &c.) 145 (vol. i).

Papers in respect of the N.W. (Ques.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Patent Act Amt., 1882, B. 64 (Mr. McCarthy) on 10,

234; on M. for 20, 268 (vol. i).
Patents issued to Settlers in Prince Albert (Ques.) 964

(vol. ii).
Payne and Applegarth, murder of, by Indians in N.W.,

859 (vol. ii9,
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Penitentiaries Branch (Justice) in Com. of Sup., 914

(vol. ii).
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sup., 986-988 (vol. il).
Pensions, in Com. of Sup., 992 (vol. ii).
Personal Explanations (Speech in ILocal Legislature),

1837; (Dominion and Ontario Politics), 2093; (on
insertion of remarks in Official Debates.) 2541, 2621
(vol. iii).

Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) and Rule read,
1891-1894 (vol. iii).

Pickles and Sauces, in Com. on Ways and Means, 843
(vol. ii).

Plans and Surveys of St. Laurent Settlement, Reoeipt
of (Ques.) 2358 (vol. iii),

Plate Glass, in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (vol. ii).
Portage la Prairie and Lake of the Woods Ry. and

Nav. Co. B., on M. to rofer back Rep. of Sel. Standing
Com. on Rys., &c., 713 (vol. i).

Postmaster, Aost., of Ottawa, allowance to, conc., 3397
(vol. iv).

Postmaster Genl., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 902 (vol. ii).
Post Office Savings Bank, depositors in, on M. for Ret,

822 (vol. ii).
Prince Albert Colon. Co.'s Township Surveys (Ques.i

2170 (vol. iii).
Prince Albert Colon. Co.'s land, Settlers' or Squatters'

improvements (Ques.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Prince Albert and St. Laurent Settlements, Reps. of

Messrs. Russell and Aldous (Ques.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Printing and Printing Paper, in Com. of Sap., 2798,

2801 (vol. iv).
Printing, &c., in Com. of Sap., 897 (vol. ii).
Printing Com., 2nd Rep., on M. to cone. in, 149 (vol.i).
Printing Dom. Notes, in Com. of Sup., 897 (vol. ii).
Privilege, Ques. of, on paragraph in Ottawa Free Preu

(remarks) 171 (vol. i); article in Hamilton Spectator
re Disturbance in the N.W., 813; article in Toronto
News, French Aggression, &c., 1679 (vol. ii); on
personal explanation of Mr. Edgar, 1955 (vol. iii);
re J. E. Brown's Cor., 3246 ; personal allusions, 3248
(vol. iv).

Privy Council: in Com. of Sup., 899 (vol. ii).
Proof of Entries and Books of Acet. B. 113 (Mr.

Chapleau) 2398 (vol. iii).
Provincial Acts, disallowance of (M. for copies cf O. G.,

&c.) 52 (vol. i).
Provincial Legislation, compilation of Cor., &a., in Com.

of Sup., 3434 (vol. iv).
Purcell & Ryan, payment to, for supplies furnished

Lord Lorne and party, in Com. of Sup., 3452 (vol. iv).
Qu'Appelle Half-breed, Rep. of Mr. Walsh (Ques.)

3426 (vol. iv).
Qu'Appelle Valley Farming Co.'s Agreement' (Ques.)

816 (vol. il).
Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
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Railways, in Com. of Sup., 3300, 3413, 3415, 3418

(vol. iv).
Ry. Lands in B.C., Claims of Canada upon (M. for

Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Rys. outside of Man. and N.W.T., aid to (M. for copies

of Cor.) 92 (vol. i).
Rebellion in the N.W. See "Disturbance."
Receipts of Department of Interior (àf. for Stmnt.) 54

(vol. i).
Refund of duties;to persons in P.E.I., in Com.ofSup.,

3455 (vol. iv).
Relief of Distressed in N.W.T., in Com. of Sup., 3455

(vol. iv).
Repatriation of French Canadians, Cor., Reps., O. C.,

&o., relating to (M. for copies¥) 533 (vol. i).
Representation in Parlt. of the N.W.T. on ]Res. (Mr.

Cameron, Euron) to M. for Com. of Sup., 3406 (vol. iv).
Returns, enquiries for, 455, 715, 746 (vol. i) ; 895, 966,

1039, 1132, 1167, 1608 (vol. ii) ; 2392 (vol. iii).
Returns, enquiries for, N.W. papers, 2676 (vol. iv).
Returns, imperfect (remarks) 113, 504 (vol. i); 1206

(vol. ii).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Rot., 707

(vol. i).
Resumé of Events in the N.W., in Com. on Ways and

Means, 3075-3110; neg. (Y. 49, N. 105,) 3213 (vol. iv.)
Richelieu Ont., and Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins) on

prop. Amt., 1210; in Com., 1349 (vol. ii).
Rideau Canal, Land Damages in Township of Pittsburgh,

in Com. of Sup., 3118 (vol. iv).
Riel's proposal to accept money (Ques.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Rites of religion refused prisoners in the N.W. (remarks)

2998 (vol. iv).
River lots (N.W.) Claims, settlement of, Mr. Pearce's

letter respecting (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Roache, M., and Pilotage Commission (Ques.) 3427

(vol. iv).
Roundhouse at Selkirk erected on private property,

Issue of Patent (Ques.) 2171 (vol. iii).
Rubber, re-covered, in Com. on Ways and Means, 807

(vol. ii).
St. Clair Ranche Co., Rent paid, &c., (Ques.) 2240

(vol. iii.)
St. Laurent, Land and Surveys of (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
St. Laurent river lots, re-survey (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
St. Louis de Langevin, petition from Settlers (Ques.)

3424 (vol. iv).
St. Peter and St. Paul: on M. for adjmt., 2889 (vol. iv).
St. Thomas, Publie Buildings at, amount expended, on

M. for Rot., 81 (vol. i)6
St. Vincent De Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup.,

986-988 (vol. ii).
Salmon Fishing in Bathurst Harbor, regulations, &o.,

(Ques.) 2359 (vol. iii).

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
Salt Cake, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
Saunders & Wood, Trial of, for Criminal Libel in N.W.T.

(M. for copies*) 1413 (vol. ii).
Schmidt, Louis, answer to letter of(Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Schmidt, Louis, and others, of Prince Albert District.

employment of, by Govt. (Ques.) 1915 (vol. iii).
Scott Act Pets., on M. to erase name, 2321 (vol. iii).
Sea Lots of P. E. I., Deptl. instructions, &c. (M. for

copies) 61 (vol. i).
Sec. of State, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 900 (vol. ii).
Sessional Business (remarks) 211 (vol. i).
Senate Expenses,extrain Com. ofSup., 3448 (vol. iv).
Settlement of claims of Man. half-breed Minors (Ques.)

1743 (vol. iii).
Settlement of Settlers Claims at Prince Albert, &i.

(Ques.) 2358 vol. iii).
Settlers' and Half-breed claims, Prince Albert District,

&c., incomplete Rets. (remarks) 1645 (vol. ii).
Settlers' Claims, Prince Albert District (Ques.) 1567

(vol. ii).
Sottlers in the Dom. during calendar year 1884 (Ques.)

113 (vol. i).
Settlers in Man. and N.W.T. (Ques.) 113 (vol. i).
Select Standing Com., on M. for Sp. Com., 28 (vol. i).
Sheep Scab, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
Shoot Iron hollow ware, in Com. on Ways and Means,

857 (vol. ii).
Short Lino Ry. between Oxford and New Glasgow, In

Com. of Sup., 3113 (vol. iv).
Short Lino Ry., Montreal to Atlantic Ports, on Res.

(Mr. Laurier) 193; Rot. with ref. to (Ques.) 289
(vol. i.); Govt. grants to (Ques.) 1678 (vol. ii);
(Ques.) 2239 (vol. iii); on Bes., 2974-2978, 2988
(vol. iv).

Simpson, G. A., Govt. Land Agent (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
Sir James Douglas, steamer, repairs, &o., on M. for

copies of Cor., 832 (vol. ii).
Sleeping Cars, I.C.R., in Com. of Sup., 3418 (vol. iv).
Small Savings, encouragement of (M. for copies of

Cor., &c.) 90 (vol. i).
Spirits taken out of bond (Ques.) 3371 (vol. iv).
Standing Committees, non-meeting of, for organisation

(remarks) 5 1, 67 (vol. i).
Starr, J. E., Fishery Overseer of Port Williams, N. S.,

removal of (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Statutes, Consolidation of, on presentation of Rep. of

Commissioners, 32 (vol. i); on M. to conc. in Mess.
from Sen., 777 (vol. ii).

Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Mc.
Lelan) on prop. Res., 1279 (vol. ii); on 2° and in
Com., 2399 (vol. iii).

Steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 803 (vol. ii).
Stoney Indian rising, further information, 863(vol. ii).
Subsidies to Rys. other than the C. P. R. (M. for

copies of O. C., &c.) 56 (vol. 1).
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Subaidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

inCom. on Res. 2974-2978, 2988-2990; in Com. on
B., 3399; on Amt. (Mr. Kirk) to M. to conc. in
Amts., 3403; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 43, N. 79), 3404
(vol. iv).

Superannuation Fund (M. for Stmnt.) 56 (vol. i).
Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. Chapleau) 271 (vol. i).
Superior Court Judges, Quebec, B. 161 (Sir John) on

prop. Res., 3375 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Administration of Justice, 3411 (vol. iv).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Archives, care of) 1025; (Colonial

Exhibitions) 1033; (Oriminal Statistics) 1026 ; (Dominion Ex-
hibition) 1026; (Mortuary Statisties) 1029 (vol. ii).

Canals-Income: Rideau (Land damages in Township of Pitts-
burgh) 3418 (vol. iv).

CAarges of Management (Asst. Rec. Genl., Montreal) 895; (Audi-
tor and Rec. Genl., St. John) 893; (Auditor and Asst. Rec.
Genl., Winnipeg) 895; (Brokerage and Commission) 896;
(Financial Commissioner in Eng.) 896; Financial Inspector)
895 ; (Issue and Redemption of Dom. Notes) 897; (Printing
Dom. Notes) 897 ; (Printing, &c.) 897 (vol. ii).

Civil Govt. (Agriculture, Dept. of) 905, (contingencies) 922;
(Customs Dept., contingencies) 924; (Gov. Gen. Sec.'s
Office) 898; ([nland Revenue Dept., Contingencies) 917;
(Interior, Dept. of) 972; (Justice, Dept. of) 698, (Peniten-
tiaries Branch) 914; (Marine, Dept. of) 907; (Militia, Dept.
of) 899 ; (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 902; (Privy Council)
899; (Sec. of State, Dept. of) 900 (vol. il).

Collection of Revenues: Post Office (Allowance to Asst. Post-
master of Ottawa) conc., 3397 (vol. iv).

Immigration, 2831-2838 (vol. iv).
Legislation. H. of 0. (Debates, publishing) 991 (vol. ii); conc,,

3371 (vol. iv); (increased Expenses under Rep. of Internal
Economy Com.) 3449; (increased Indemnity to Members)
3450; Miscellaneous (printing and printing paper, &c.) 2798
2801. Senate (extra Expenses) 3448 (vol. iv).

Liquor License Act, conc., 3398 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (Can. and Antwerp)

2943; (Can. and Germany) 2945; (France and Quebec, fort-
nightly line) 2937, 2939 (vol. iv).

.&ilitia (Aiding civil power at Lingan Mines, 0.B.) 3452 ; (Bar-
racks at London) 3412 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (American Mining Engineers' visit to N. S.) 3457
(vol. iv); (Disturbance in the N. W., Vote of $700,000)
1304 (vol. ii), (Vote of $1,000,000) 2234, conc., 2235 (vol.
iii); (Establishment of a Model Farm) 3453 (vol. iv);
(Losses and Expenses through Troubles in N. W. T.) 3454;
(Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making) 3456; (N. W. Council,
salaries) conc., 3396 ; (Provincial Legoleation, compilation of
Cor., &c.) 3434; (Purcell & Ryan, payment to, for supplies
furnished to Lord Lorne and party) 3452; (Refund of duties to
persons in P. E. I.) 3455; (Relief of distressed in N. W. T.)
3455 (vol. iv).

Ocean and River Service (Govt. steamers) 2945 (vol. iv).
Penitentsiaries (Dorchester) 989; (Kingston) 986; (St. Vincent de

Paul) 986-988 (vol. ii).
Pesions (Veterans of War of 1812) 992 (vol. ii).

Quarantine (Sheep seab) 3411 (vol. iv).
Rai7way-Gapital: 0. P. R. (Inspecting Engineers' salaries,

&c.) 3417; Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3415; I. 0. R.

(sleeping cars) 3418. Repairs, &c. (. 0. R.) 3300; (Eastern

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
SuPPLY-Continued.

Extension) 3301; Short Line Ry. between Oxford and New
Glasgow, 3413 (vol. iv). Incone: Cape Breton Ry. (Survey,
&c.) 3118 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) on Order for 2°, 102; on M. for 2°, 157
(vol. i).

Sapreme Court Apellate Ju»iWdiction Limitation B. 68,
on M. to introd., 246 (vol. i).

Surveys and Plans of Battleford and Edmonton (Ques.)
2357 (vol. iii).

Surveys of River Lots at St. Albert, &c. (Ques.) 3424;
Mode of (Ques.) 3424 (vo. iv).

Taché, Arch bishop, Communication from, re-Half-breeds
(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Tagging Metal, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol.
ii).

Tariff, The. See "Ways and Means."
Tariff Chagnes, Notice of, by Govt. (remarks) 714

(vol. i).
Tolegraphic communication west of Winnipeg (re-

marks) 839 (vol. ii).
Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners B. 150 (Mr. Bowell)

in Com. 2935 (vol. iv).
Timber Licenses and Permits granted on lands outside

disputed Territory (M. for Ret.*) 209 (vol. i).
Timber on Indian Lands, non-printing of Rets. as

ordered by House (remarks) 56 (vol. i).
Towels, in Com. on Ways and Means, 858 (vol. ii),

Trade relations with U.S. (remarks) 3163 (vol. iv).
Treasury Board, constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on 1, 630 (vol. i); in Com., 1670.
Trent Valley Canal, Plans and Estimates of cost, &o.

(M. for copies of Car., &c.) 144 (vol. i); Contracts
(M. for copies) 823 (vol. ii).

Troops, Movements of (remarks) 838, 872, 887 (vol. ii).
Umbrella or parasol ribs, &c., in Com. on Ways and

Meaus, 858 (vol ii).
Vegreville, Father, Cor. with Mr. Deville (Ques.) 3424

(vol. iv).
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 992 (vol. il).
Volunteer Corps organised in the N. W. in 18'9 (Ques.)

1474 (vol. ii).
Volunteers in the N. W., Recognition of services of

(Ques.) 2029 (vol. iii) ; in Com. on Res., 3370 (vol. iv).
Volunteers on active service, Increase of pay (Ques.)

2170 (vol. iii).
Volunteers of 1837-38, on Res. recognising services of,

38 (vol i).
Vote of $700,000 for expenses in the N. W., in Com. of

Sup. 1304 (vol. ii); $1,000,000 for same purpose, in
Com. of Sup., 2234; $ 1,700,000, in Com. on Ways and
Means, 2559 (vol. iii).

War Supplies, carriage of, by American Rys. (Ques.)
838 (vol. ii).
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Washipgton Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses.

on M. for Com. of Sup., 2901, (vol. iv).
Washington Treaty, Transport Regulations, Papers,

&c. (Ques.) 3249 (vol. iv).
Ways and .Means-The Tariff: conclusion of Deb.

(remarks) 662; on M. for Com. (Res.) Disturbance
in the N. W., 756-761; neg. (Y. 57, N. 122) 771; in
Com., 772-775; (buckram) 807; (carpet mats) 856;
(chains, iron and steel) 849; (cotton yarns) 808;
(cutlery) 841; (damask of cotton) 858; (duck) 808;
(earthenware and stoneware) 847; (extract of fluid
beef) 857; (fish) 859; (glucose syrup) 851; (hoop
iron) 807; (house furnishing hardware) 849; (imita.
tion precious stones) 816; (jute cloth) 806; (musk)
806; (pickles and sauces) 843; (plate glass) 856;
(rubber, re-covered) 807; (salt cake) 806 ; (sheet iron
hollow ware) 157; (steel) 803; (tagging metal) 806 ;
(towels) 858; (umbrella or parasol ribs, &c.) 858;
(winceys) 840 vol. ii; (whiskey) 3220, vol. iv;
(white shellac) 806 ; (woollen fabrics) 841, (vol. ii) ;
on Res. granting $1,700,000 for N. W. Troubles, 2559
(vol. iii); (Res.) Resumé of Events in the N. W. T.
3075-3110; neg. (Y. 49, N. 105) 3213; Excise Duties,
on cons., 3295 (vol. iv).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acts. Amt, B. 118
(Mr. Costigan) on prop. Res., 832, 834-836; in Com.,
1676 (vol. ii).

Wharves and Docks in Navigable Waters B. 18 (Mr.
Tupper) on M. for 2°, 216 (vol. i).

Wheat and Flour Imports and Exports, on M. for Ret.,
139 (vol. i).

Whiskey, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3230 (vol. iv).
White Shellac, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii.)
Winceys, in Com. on Ways and Means, 840 (vol. ii).
Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co. Incorp. B. 82

(Mr. Cameron, Victoria) on M. for 20, 428 (vol i).
Woollen Fabrics, in Com. on Ways and Means, 841 (iv).
Woolen Rags, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783, 785,

792; Legislation respecting (Ques.) 1567 (vol. ii).
Writ for Levis (Ques.) 633 (remarks) 661 (vol i).

Blondeau, Mr. O. B., Kamouraska.
Agricultural Ins. Co. of Can., incomplete Ret. (re-

marks) 1386 (vol. ii).
Caron, Clovis, Salary and expenses as Fishery Over-

seer (Ques.) 290; (M. for copies of Rep.*) 532 (vol. i).
Gauvreau, Jules, salary and expenses as Fishery Over-

seer (Ques.) 290; (M. for copies of Rep.*) 532.
Gregory, J. 1U., Rep. of enquiry made by, re Fisheries

(M. for copies*) 532 (vol. i).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Bector Langevin),

in Com., 2977 (vol. iv).

Bossé, Mr. J. G., Centre Quebec.
Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 2°, 283

(vol. i).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) in Com., 497 (vol. i).

Bossé, Mr. J. G.-Continue&
Subsidies, further, to ]Rys. B. 158 (Sir -Hector Langevain)

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to cono. in Res.,3282-
3284 (vol. iv).

Bourassa, Mr. P., St. John's, Q.
Militiamen of 1812, Pensions to, names and residences

(M. for Stmnt.) 101 (vol. i).

Bourbeau, Mr. D. O., Drummond and Athabaska.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 99, 10) 605 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson), in

Com. (Amt.) 955, 962; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1047; in
Com., 1058, 1059 (vol. ii).

Bowell, Hon. M., North Hastings.
Administration of Justice, in Com. of Sap., 3 4 11 (vol. iv).
Administration of Justice N. W. T., in Com. of Sup.

3433 (vol. iv).
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &o. (B. 143, 1°*) 2356

(vol. iii).
Analysts, Public, Remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2544, 2547 (vol. iii).
Asbestos, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (vol. ii).
Auditor Genl.'s Office, in Com. of Sup., 901 (vol. ii).
Axle Grease, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (vol. ii).
Bank of B. C. B. 205 (Sir Leonard Tilley) in Com.,

2396 (vol. iii).
Barrels containing Petroleum or its products, in Com.

on Ways and Means, 843 (vol. ii).
Beetroot Sugar, importation of (Ans.) 744 (vol. i).
Bonded Machinery in use (Ans.) 3321 (vol. iv).
Borax, in Cam. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Bounty to Fishermen, Payment of, in Guysboro', N.S.

(Ans.) 2751 (vol. iv).
Brodseau & Lisabelle, Customs Brokers, frauds, &c., by

(Ans.) 1387 (vol. ii).
Buckram, in Com. on Ways and Means, 807 (vol. ii).
Campbellton and Gaspé, Steamship subvention, in Com.

of Sup., 2942 (vol. iv).
Can. and Autwerp, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2942-2944; cone., 2596, (vol. iv).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 955, 967 (vol. ii).
C. P. R. Advances to, Co. by Govt. (An.) 1306 (vol. ii).

Floating Debt of Co. (Ans.) 1677 (vol. ii).
-- Interest payments by Co. (Ans.) 1955 (vol. iii).

Length of gapson (explanation)838 (vol. iii).
---- Rolling Stock, payment of Duties on by Co.,

889 (vol. ii).
Sums paid or advanced to Co. as Interest or

Subsidy (Ans.) 1677 (vol. ii).
Canals, Repairs, &c., in Com. of Sup,, 3303, 3307, 3811

(vol. iv).
Canned Goods (B. 142 1°*) 2345 (vol. iii).
Carleton Branch Ry., Purchase of, in Com. of Sup., 3416

(vol. iv).
Chains, Iron or Steel, in Com. on Ways and MeSns, 849

(vol..ii).
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Charges of Management, in Cor. of Sup., 896, 897 (vol.

ii); conc., 2763 (vol. iv).
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 901, 904, 915, 916, 921, 923,

927, 957, 977 (vol. ii); 3408, 3410, 3411, 3433 (vol. iv).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1114-1117, 1119, 1120, 1124, 1125; on Amt. (Mr.
Davies) to M. for 31 (Ques. of Order) 1299 (vol. ii).

Civil Servies Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 975, 977 (i).
Clearing vessels without Harbor Master's certificate

(Ans.) 862 (vol. ii).
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 3233-3241,

3393 (vol. iv).
Colored Labels for Fruit, in Com. on Ways and Means,

857 (vol ii).
Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Commercial Bank of Windsor B. 117 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) 20 m. (remarks) 1671 (vol. ii); in Com., 23.ý6
(vol. iii).

Commutation of Stamp Duty, in Com. of Sup., 897 (ii).
Consolid. Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on Res., 2529 (vol. iii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2433, 2438; on Order for 30, 2432
(vol. iii); M. to recom. and in Com., 2768 (vol. iv).

Cotton Bed-quilts, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (ii).
Cotton Yarns, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Customs Appraiser at Summerside, .E.I. (Ans.) 350

(vol. i).
Customs and Excise Duties (B. 157) 10, 3520; 20*,

9434; in Com., and 3°*, 3435 (vol. iv).
Customs Dept., in Com. oftSup, 901 (vol. ii).
Custome Dept., French Canadian employés in (Ans.)

1914 (vol. iii).
Customs Detectives or Police in N.S. (Ans.) 889 (vol. ii).
Customs, in Com. of Supply, 3233-3241, 3393 (vol. iv).
Customs Seizures ati Winnipeg, on M. for Stmnt., 293

(vol. i).
Cutlery, in Cor. on Ways and Means, 844 (vol. ii).
Damask of Cotton, in Com. on Ways and Means, 858

(vol. ii).
Debates, Official Rep. (M. for Sel. Com.) 28 (vol. i); in

Com. of Sup., 2765 (vol. iv).
Debt of Canada, Floating and Unfunded (Ans.) 2465

(vol. iii).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Supply, 918, 921, 923,

915, 927 (vol. ii).
Deputy Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3358 (vol. iv.)
Disturbance in the N.W.T., Expenses (B. 149, 10*)

2559 (vol. iii); 2° m., 2855 (vol. iv).
Further Intelligence, 812 (vol. ii).
On Question of Order, 3161 (vol. iv).

Drawbacks on manufactured Exports, on M. for Rot.,
139 (vol. i).

Duck, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Duties, collection of unauthorised (remarks) 427 (vol. i).

Bowell, Hon. .- Continued.
Duty on Grain, abolition of, on M. for copies of Cor.,

&c., 54 (vol. i).
Earthenware and Stoneware, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 848 (vol. ii).
Election Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 3451 (vol. iv).
Estimates. See "Message."
Excise Duties, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3294;

conc., 3470 (vol. iv).
Excise Revenue for May, 1884, and May, 1885 (Ans.)

2531 (voL iii).
Expenses of Elections under Can. Temp. Act, in Com.

of Sup., 3388 (vol. iv).
Exports of Canadian produce (Ans.) 606 (vol. i).
Extract of Fluid Beef, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857

(vol. ii).
Finance and Treasury Board, in Com. of Sup., 901,

915 (vol. ii).
Financial Commissioner in England, in Com. of Sup.,

896 (vol. ii).
Fishery Clauses, terminvation of (Ans.) 3249 (vol. iv).
Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to counsel,

in Com. of Sup., 3391; cono., 3396 (vol. iv).
Fish, in Com. on Ways and Means, 859 (vol. ii).
Five por cent. Loan Sinking Fund (Ans.) 246à (vol. iii).
France and Quebec fortnightly line, Steamship subven-

tion, in Com. of Sup., 2936, 3041 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Ques. of

Order, 1435, 1465, 1619 (vol. ii); 1920 (vol. iii); in
Com., "actual value," 1596-1607;on ruling of Chair-
man (remarks) 1497 (vol. ii); 1758, 1799, 2189 (vol.
iii); "occupant," 1483; (corrections) 1419, 1491 ; on
M. to adjn. deb., 1430; Iltenant," 1478-1480; on M.
that Com. rise, 1497 (vol. ii) ; on personal explana-
tion of Mr. Blake, 2542; '-qualifications in cities
ard towns," 1995; "in counties," 2061; "revision of
voters'Iliste," 2348; "appeal," 2361; "general pro.
visions," 2344 (remarks) 2015 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures
(remarks) 2025 (vol. fii).

Foot Grease, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii),
French Canadians in Customs Dept. (Ans.) 2171 (iii).
Gas Coke, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783 (vol. ii).
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on Res., 1315 (vol. ii).
Geneva Gin and Brandy, in Com. on Ways and Means.

3224, 3229.
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 3348 (vol. iv).
Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Means, 840-862,

855 (vol. ii).
Govt. Bonds, disappearance of, from Vaults, 3371 (iv).
Govt. Loans (Ans.) 2465 (vol. iii).
Govt. Loan"(B. 145) prop. Res., 2461-2463; in Com.,

2463 (M. to conc. in Res.) 2523.
Govt. Notes in circulation (Ans.) 2465 (vol. iii).
Grant of $1,700,000 for N.W. Expenses, in Com. on

Ways and Means, 2532, 2559 (vol. iii).
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G.T.R., Importation of Rails (Ans.) 1566 (vol. ii).
Hoop Iron, in Com. on Ways and Means, 807 (vol. ii).
House Farnishing Hardware, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 848 (vol. ii).
Immigration, in Com. of Supi, 2818, 2839, 2853 (vol. iv).
Importe for Consumption, on M. for Stmnt., 30 (vol. i).
Importation of Prison Manufs. (Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).
Indemnity to Members, increased, 3450 (vol. iv).
Indian Affaire, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 3410 (vol. iv).
Insurance, Superintendence of, in Com. of Sup., 2957;

conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Interior, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 3408 (vol. iv).
Issue and Redemption of Dom. Notes, in Com. of Sup.,

897 (vol. ii).
Jute Cloth, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 2765, 2796, 3448-3450

(vol. iv).
Library, Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Life-boats and Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2949 (iv).
Liverpool, or London, and St. John, N.B. or Halifax,

Steamship subvention, in Com. of Sup., 2942 (vol. iv).
Loans contracted by Govt. (Ans.) 1305, 1744 (vol. ii);

1914, 2530 (vol. iii).
Loans for the Public Service, prop. Res., 2392 (vol. iii).
Losses and Expenses through Troubles in the N.W., in

Com. of Sup., 3454 (vol. iv).
Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, in Com. of Sup.,

3456 (vol. iv).
MoManus, C., widow of, gratuity to, conc., 3374 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions, in Com. of

Sup., 2936-2944, 2957, 2953, 3011 (vol. iv).
Manitoba Claims Settlement (B. 155) prop. Res., 2420

(vol. iii); M. for Com. on Res., 2775 (vol. iv); in
Com., 2789, 2791-2795; in Com. on Res., 2823, 2924
(vol. iv); 2° m. and in Com., 3047; 3° m., 3075
(vol. iv).

Masters and Matos, Examination of, in Com. of Sup.,
2946 (vol. iv).

Message from His Ex., Estimates, The (presented) 289
(vol. i).

Supplementary Estimates, 1884-85 (presented)
2820 (vol. iv).

Further Suppl. Estimates for 1885-86 (pre-
sented) 3423 (vol. iv).

Supplementary Estimates for 1885-86 (pre-
sented) 3359 (vol. iv).
-- Grant of $1,000,000 for expenditure in the N.

W., (presented) 2234 (vol. iii).
Vote to Genl. Middleton (presented) 3470 (iv).

Military Branch and District Staff, Salaries, in Com. of
Sup., 2903 (vol. iv).

Militia, in Com. of Sup., 2903.
Mineral Waters, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808

(vol. ii).

Bowell, Hon. M.-Continued.
Micellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 2234, 3245, 3358 (vol.

iii); 3387, 3388, 3391, 3392, 3396, 3420, 3434, 3452,
3454-3456, 3470 (vol. iv).

Mouldings and Picture Frames, in Com. on Ways and
Means, 846 (vol. ii).

Mounted Police, N. W., in Com. of Sup., 3421 (vol. iv).
Murray Canal, in Com. of Snp., 3303, 3307 (vol. iv).
Musk, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
N. B. and P. E. I. to Great Britain. Stearmship sub-

vention, in Com. of Sup., 3457 (vol. iv).
Newfoundland and Dom., Traderelations between (Ans.)

3042 (vol. i).
Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sup., 2946, 2949

(vol. iv).
Order Paper, on omission from, of a question (remarks)

2774 (vol. iv).
Partridge, Prairie Fowls, &c., in Com. on Ways and

Means, 858 (vol. ii).
Peachy, J. W., Superannuation of (Ans.) 1744 (vol. iii).
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sup., 3374, 3411 (vol. iv).
Pitch Pine, in Com. on Ways and Means, 810 (vol. ii).
Plate Glass, in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (vol. ii).
Port Mulgrave and East Bay, C. B., Steamship sub-

vention, in Com of Sup., 2942 (vol. iv).
Port Mulgrave, N.S., as a sub-port, on M. for papers,

&c., 446 (vol. i).
Postmsster Genl.'s Dept., in Com. of Sup., 904 (vol. ii).
Post Office and Finance Dept., computing interest, in

Com. of Sup., 927 (vol. ii).
Post Office Savings Banks Deposits (Ans.) 2465 (iii):
Printing Commission, in Com. of Sup., 3392 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Free Pru,

3163 (vol. iv).
Provincial Legislation, compilation of Cor., &c., conc.,

3434 (vol. iv).
Public Debt of Can., amount of (Ans.) 937 (vol. ii);

2465 (vol. iii).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 2917, 3420 (vol. iv).
Pumice and Pumice Stone, in Com. on Ways and Means,

810 (vol. ii).
Purcell & Ryan, payment to, for supplies furnished Lord

Lorne and party, in Com. of Sup., 3452 (vol. iv).
Quercitron or Oak Bark, in Com. on Ways and Means,

810 (vol. ii).
Ques. of Order, in Com. on Ways and Means, 852 (ii).
Railways, in Com. of Sup., 3416 (vol. iv).
Rand's Micrmac Indian Dictionary, in Com. of Sup.,

3420 (vol. iv).
Receipts and Expenditures, Consolidated Fund (Ans.)

1677 (vol. ii).
Red Liquor, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Refund of Bank Impost, in Com. of Sup., 3387; cone.,

3396 (vol. iv).
Refund of Duties to persons in P.E.I., in Com. of Sup.,

3455; conc., 3470 (vol. iv),
Relief of Distressed in N.W.T.,in Com.of Sup.,3454 (iv).
Removal of prisoners, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
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INDEX.

Bowell, Hon. M.-Continued.
Return, on enquiries for (remarks) 211 (i) ; 2854 (iv).
Ross, N. N., of Quebec, name and salary of successor

to (Ans.) 862 (vol. ii).
Rubber, re-covered,in Com.on Ways and Means,807 (ii).
St.Croix Cotton Mills, payment of Daties (Ans.) 632 (i).
Salt Cake, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
Sonate Expenses, extra, in Com. of Sup., 3448 (vol. iv).
Sei zures by Customs Dept. at Montreal (Ans). 1387 (i).
Sessional Clerks, extra, in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Sheet Iron Hollow Ware, in Com. on Ways and Means,

857 (vol. ii).
Silver and German Silver, in Com. on Ways and Means,

808 (vol. ii).
Spirits and Tobacco, in Con. on Ways and Means,

3212-3216 (vol iv).
Spirits taken out of bond (Ans.) 3371 (vol. iv).
Steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 803-805,808,810 (ii).
Subsidies to Man. (prop. Res.) 2889 (vol. iv).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3219-3222 (iv).
SUPPLY :

Administration of Justice, 3411, 3433 (vol. iv).
Canali-Capital: Repaire, &c. (Murray) 3303, 3307; (Trent

Riv. Nav.) 3311 (vol. iv).
Charges of Management, cone., 2763 (vol. iv); (Commutation

of Stamp Duty, &c.) 897; (Financial Commissioner in Eng.)
896; (Issue and Redemption of Dom. Notes) 897 (vol. ii).

Civil Govt. (Auditor Genl.'s Office) 901; (Civil Service Exam-
inera) 975, 977; (Customs, Dept. of) 901, (contingencies) 916,
921, 923; (Finance and Treasury Board) 901, (contingencies)
915 (vol. ii); (Indian Affairs, Dept. of) 3410; (Interior, Dept.
of) 3408 (vol. iv); (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 904; Deptl.
Contingencies (Post Office and Finance Depts., computing
Interest) 927 (vol. ii).

Collection qf Revenues : Customs, 3233-3241, 3393 (vol. iv).
Geological Survey, 3348 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2818, 2839, 2853 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of C. (Debates, publishing) 2765; (Election

Expenses) 3451; (Increased Indemnity to Members) 3450;
(Committees, Extra Sessional Clerks, &c.) 2796. Miscellane-
ous (Library, Salaries, &o.) 2796; printing, paper, &c.)
2798, 2801, 2806. Senate (Extra Expensea) 3!48 (vol. iv).

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (Campbellton and
Gaspé) 2942; (Can. and Antwerp) 2942-2944, conc., 2958;
(France and Quebec, fortnightly line) 2936, 2942, 3041;
(Liverpool or London and St. John, N.B., or Halifax) 2942;
(New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island to Great Britain)
3457; (Port Mulgrave and East Bay, C.B.) 2942 (vol. iv).

>.ilitia (Salaries, Military Branch and District Staff) 2903 (iv).
Miscetlaneous (Commercial Agencies) 3245; (Dep. Speaker's

Salary) 3358 (vol. iv); (Disturbance in the N. W., Vote of

$1,000,000) 2234 (vol. iii); (Expenses of Election under Can.
Temp. Act) 3388; (Fishery Commission, increased remunera-
tion to Counsel) 3391, copc., 3396; (Losses and Expenses
through Troubles in N. W. T.) 3454; (Lynch's Treatise on
Butter-making) 3456; (Provincial Legislation, compilation

of Cor., &c.) conc., 3434; (Printing Commission) 3392;
(Purcell & Ryan, payment to, for supplies furnished Lord

Lorne and party) 3452; (Rand'a Micmac Indian Dictionary)

3420; (Refund of Bank Imposts) 3387, conc., 3396; (Refund

of Dnties to persons in P. E. I.) 3455, conc., 3470; (Relief of
Distressed in N. W. T.) 3454 (vol. iv).

.North-West Mounted Police, 3421 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Examination of Masters and Mates)

946; (Life-boas and Stations, &c.) 2949 (vol. 1v).

Bowell, Hon. M.-Contimued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Penitentiaries: Kingston (Gratuity to widow of C. MeManus)
conc., 3374; (Removal of prisoners) 3411 (vol. iv).

Public Works-Consll. Fund (Telegraphs) 3420. Income:
Buildings (N.S.) 2917 (vol. iv).

Railways-Capital: Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3416
(vol. iv).

Superintendence oJ Insurance, 2957; conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Supply (B. 163) 10*, 2°*, 3Q*, 3470 (vol. iv).
Tagging Motal, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).
Tariff, Tho. See "Ways and Means."
Tar Pine, in Com. on Ways and Means, 810 (vol. il).
Towels, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (vol. ii).
Telegraphs, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners' Loan (B. 150, 1c)

2751 (vol. iv); M. for Com. on Res., 2555 (vol. iii);
2° m., 2934; in Com., 2935 (vol. iv).

Trade and Navigation Rets. (presonted) 28 (vol, i).
Trade Relations with U. S. (remarks) 3163 (vol. iv).
Transportation Charges, in Com. on Ways and Means,

3224 (vol. iv).
Trent Riv. Nav., in Com. of Sup., 3311 (vol. iv).
Umbrella or Parasol ribs, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 858 (vol. ii).
Vote of $1,000,000 for the N. W. Troubles, in Com. of

Sap., 2234 (vol. iii).
Washington Treaty, Transport Regulations, papers, &c.

(Ans.) 3249 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: in Com., 772-76; (as.

bestos) 857; (axle grease) 857; (barrels containing
petroleum, &c.) 843; (borax) 808; (buckram) 807;
(chains, iron or steel) 849; (colored labels for fruit)
857; (cotton bed quilts) 857; (cotton yarns) 808;
(cutlery) 844; (damask of cotton) 858; (duck) 808;
(earthenware and stoneware) 818; (extract of fluid
beef) b57; (fish) 859; (foot grease) 806; (gas coke)
783 ; (G eneva gin and brandy) 3224, 3229; (glucose
syrup) 849-852, 855; (hoop iron) 807; (house fur-
nishing hardware) 848; (jute cloth) 806; (minerai

water) 808; (mouldings and picture frames) 846;
(musk) 806; (partridge, prairie fowl, &c.) 858;
(pine tar) 810; (pitch pine) 810; (plate plass) 856;
(pumice and pumice stone) 810; (quercitron or oak
bark) 810; (red liquor) 803; (rubber, re-covered)
807; (sait cake) 806; (sheet iron hollow ware) 857;
(silver and German silver) 808 (vol. i); (spirits
and tobacco) 3212, 3216, 3225 (vol. iv); (steel)
803-805; (steel, in sheets) 808; (steel, No. 20 gauge)
808; (steel railway bars or rails) 810 (vol. il);
(sugar) 3219-3222 (vol. iv); (tagging metal) 806;
(towels) 857 (il) ; (transportation charges) 3224 (vol.
iv); (umbrella or parasol ribs, &c.) 858 (vol. ii);

(whiskey) 3225 (vol. iv); (white shellac) 806 ;
(woollen fabrics) 800, 841; (woollen rags), 783, 786,
792 (vol. ii); conc., 3520, Excise Duties, in Com.,

3294; cone., 3470 (vol. iv) ; (Res.) granting 41,700,-

000 for N. W. Expenses, 2532, 2559 (vol. iii).
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INDEX.

Bowell, Hon. M.-Continued.
Weights and Measures Acts .A it. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 1673 (vol. ii).
Wheat and Flour Imports and Exports, on. M for Rot.,

138 (vol. i).
Whiskey, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3225 (vol. iv).
White Shellac, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).
Woollen Fabrics, in Com. on Ways and Means, 800, (ii).
Woollen Rags, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783, 786,

792; legislation respecting (Ans.) 1567 (vol. ii).

Bryson, Mr. J., Pontiac.
Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,

Renfrew) 1215 (vol. ii).

Burns, Mr. K. F. Gloucester.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson)

on Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1048 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.

" qualifications in cities and towns," 1809 (vol. iii).
Way and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley)

for Com., 595-599 (vol. i).

Burpee, Mr. C., Sunbury.
Administration of Justice in N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr.Caron)

on Amt. (Mr. Mills) ta M. for 30, 3429 (vol. iv).
Bounty to Fishing Vossels (M. for Stmnt.) 98 (vol. i).
Can. and Jamaica, Confederation of (M. for copies of

Cor.) wthdn., 505 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

M. to conc. in Amt. (Amt.) 1047 neg. (Y. 49, N. 86)
1050 (vol. ii).

Charlottetown Public Buildings, construction of (Ques.)
2359 (vol. iii).

Coal entered ex-warehouse, free, or for exportation (M.
for Stmnt.) 100 (vol. i).

Drawback on Shipbuilding Materials (M. for Rot.) 100
(vol. i).

Franchise B. 103 (6ir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
" person " (Indian), 1522 (vol. ii) ; -qualifications in
cities and towns," 1810, 1987, 1991,2001; "I manhood
suffrage," 1959; "qualifications in counties," 2004,
2058, (Amt.) 2060, 2073, 2079; " who shall not vote"
(Indians) (Amt.), 2120; " registration of voters,"
2251 (vol. iii); on M. that Com rise, 1502 (vol. ii);
on Amt. (Mr. Weldon) 3058 ; on M. for consdn. of B.
(Amt.) neg. (Y. 37, N. 89) 3063 (vol. iv).

. C. R. Casualties to Trains, &o. (I. for Ret.) 100 (i).
Revenue and Working Expenses(M. for Stmnut.*)

101 (vol. i).
Rolling Stock, Parchase and Building of (M.

for Ret.*) 101 (vol. i).
Lughrin, Charles Z., and Sec. of State, Cor between,

re Can. Temp. Act (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Reoiprocity with the U.S., on Res. (Mr Davies) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 1004 (vol. ii).
Sb. Stephen's, N.B., Post Office, receipts, &c. (M. for

Stmnt.¥) 1100 (vol. ii).

Burpee, Mr. C.--Continued.
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, in Com. on Res.,

2986; on Amt. (Mr. Kirk) to M. ta conc. in Amts.
3403 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys., B. 158 (Sir Hector Lange-
vin) in Com. on Res., 2986; on Amt. (Mr. Kirk) to M.
to conc. in Aits, 3403 (vol. iv).

Trade Relations with foreign Countries (Ques.) 78;
with Jamaica, 429 (vol. i).

Cameron, Mr. D. M., West -Middlesex.
A. B. and C. Batteries, in Com. of Sup., 2914 (vol. iv).
- - Officers and men, pay and allowances (M. for

Ret.*) 313 (vol. i).
Ammunition, in Com. of Sap., 2905 (vol. iv).
Banking Facilities to Agriculturists B. 36 (Mr. Orton)

on Res., 119 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1107, 1111-1114, 1117-1119, 1121, 1122, 1126; on
Ant. (Mr. Casey) to M. for 3°, 1292 (vol. ii).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 979, 982 (ii).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 2913 (iv).
Doutre, J., services re Halifax Commission, 3392 (iv).
Drill pay, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2911 (vol. iv).
Duty on Grain, Abolition of (M. for copies of Cor.) 54

(vol. i).
Fisheries protection in the N. W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 70a (vol. i).
Fishery Commission, Increased remuneration to Coun-

sel, in Com. of Sup., 3391 (vol. iv).
Flour, corn and cornmeal imported and exported (M.

for Ret.) 56 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1373-1379 (vol. ii); in Com., " woman suff-
iage," 1440-; " person " (Indian) 1493; " qualifica-
tions in cities and towns," 1699-1707, 1890, 1895-
1900, 1994, (Amt.) 1999, 2002; " manhood suffrage,"
1973; " registration of voters," 2193-2197, 2263;
"qualifications in counties," 2061, (Amt.) 2071,
2073, 2077, 2084, 2085, 2395; " who shall not vote,"
2102, (Indians) 2149-2152, (Amt.) 2274, (Amt.)
2285, 2289, 2291; " appeal," 2395 ; on M. for cor-
sideration of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3066
(vol. iv); on M. that Com. rise, 2209 (vol. iii).

G. T. R. Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival
and departure (M. for Rot.) 816 (vol. ii).

Indemnity to Members, in Com. of Sap., 2451 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, administration of, in Com. of Sup.,

3422 (vol. iv).
Military Branch, &c., Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 2903

(vol. iv).
Militia Clothing, in Com. of Sup., 2906, 2909 (vol. iv).
Morgan, J. H., Appointment as Forestry Commissioner

(M. for O. C., &c.*) 147 (vol. i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3310 (vol. iv).
Private Banks and Brokers, legislation respecting

(Ques.) 51 (vol. i).

iet
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INDEX.
Cameron, Mr. D. M.-Continued.

Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 2913 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examiners) 979, 982 (vol. ii);
(Militia, Dept. of, contingencies) 2943 (vol. iv).

Collection o Revenues (Post Office) 3310 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of C. (Increased Indemnity to Members) 3451

(vol. iv).
Liquor License Act (Administration of) 3422 (vol. iv).
Militia (A. B. and C. Batteries, &o.) 2914; (Ammunition) 2905;

(Clothing and Great Coats) 2906-2909; (Drill Pay, &c.)
2911 ; (Royal Military College) 2913 ; (Salaries, Military
Branch and District Staff) 2903 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (Fishery Commission, Increased remuneration to
Counsel) 3391 ; (Doutre, J., Services on Halifax Commission)
3392 (vol. iv).

Subsidies to Ry. Co.'s, names of officers (M. for Ret.*)
312 (vol. i).

Ways and Means- in Com. (re-covered rubber) 807
(vol. ii).

Cameron, Mr. Hector, North Victoria.
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on M. to

place B. 2nd Order on Public Bills and Orders, 714
(vol. i) ; on M. for 2°, 949; in Com, 954, 956, 957,
961, 962 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2644, 2650, 2652,
2654, 2655, 2660, 2673 ; (Amt.) 2674 (vol. iv).

Canadian Agent at Paris appointment of, &c., on M.
for Papers, 931 (vol. ii).

C. P. R. Resolutions, &c., in Com., 2746, 2748 (vol. iv).
Dom. Drainage Co.'s Bill 28 (Mr. Raggart) on M. for

Com., 1386 (vol. ii).
Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to saubstitute

Can. Temp. Act to M. for resuming adjd. deb. for 20,
941 (vol, ii).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
" woman suffrage," 1393 ; (correction) 1397; " ten-
ant,"' 1477 ; Ilregistration of voters," 2180, 2230,
2233 (vol. iii) (Ques. of Order) 1424; on M. that
Com. rise, 1435 ; on Ques. of Order, 1435 (vol. ii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1310, 1313, 1315, 1316 (vol ii).

G. T. R. Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival
and departure, on M. for Ret., 817 (vol. ii).

Govto. Business, on M. to take in Wednesdays, 965
(vol. ii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir -Hector
Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2491, 2493 (vol. iii).

Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,
Buron) in Com., 497, 499 (vol. i).

North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants to,
in Com. on Res., 2491, 2493 (vol. iii).

Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,
Renfrew) 1219 (vol. ii).

Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 82,
1°*) 349; 2' m., 428; Order dschgd. and B. wthdn.,
428; (B. 91, 10*) 428.

Cameron, Mr. Hugh, Inverness.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com,, 1057 (vol. ii).

Cameron, Mr. Hugh-Continued.
Cape Breton Island, claims of, under terme of Con-

federation (prop. Res.) 607-615; wthdn., 615 (vol i).
Eastern Extension Ry., N.S., Barnings and Working

Expenses (Ques.) 148; (M. for Stmnt.*) 313 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"woman1suffrage " (correction re Indians) 1419;
"qualifications in cities and towns," 1629-1632, 1836
(vol. ii) ; " in counties," 2395; "registration of
voters," 2278, 2283 (vol. iii).

Great American and European Short Lino Ry., on M.
for Ret., 79 (vol. i).

Mclsaac's Pond, Inverness, N.S., as a harbor of refuge
(Ques.) 46; Engineers' Reps. respecting (M. for copies)
60 (vol. i).

Port Mulgrave, N.S., as a sub-port, on M. for papers,
&c., 445 (vol. i).

Rociprocity with the U.S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in
Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1015 (vol. ii).

SUPPLY :
Railways-Capital: Eastern Extension Ry., 3384 (vol. iv).

Telegraph Systerm in Cape Breton, extension of (Ques.)
78 (vol. i).

Cameron, Mr., M. C., West Huron.
Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. B. 141 (r.

Caron) in Com., 2962 (vol. iv).
Bell and Kavanagh, Land Claims (M. for copies of 0. V.,

&c.) 479 (vol. i).
Botter Preservation of the Peace Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2825, 2827 (vol. iv).
Boots for the Toronto Militia Corps (Ques.) 1744 (iii).
Business of the House, on M. to meet at 1 o'clock, 1745

(vol. iii).
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 901, 913, 918, 921, 925 (ii).
Claims of unenumerated Half-breed Minore, Man.

(Ques.) 1743 (vol. iii).
Cox Divorce (B. 138, 1°*) 1473 (vol. ii).
C. P. R., Change of Arrangements with Govt. (Ques.)

1744 (vol. iii).
-- Postal and Transport Service (Ques.) 1744 (iii).

iRes. respecting further Loan (Speech) 2630;
(Amt.) 2643; neg. (Y. 51, N. 100) 2723; on M. to
rec. Rep. of Com. (Amt.) 2858 (vol. iv).

-- Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. to
M. for Stmnt., 108 (vol. i).

Deputy dpeaker's Salary, in Çom. of Sap., 3356 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., communication with Imp.

Govt. (Ques.) 1744; Half-breed grievances (Mr.
Blake) 2045-2051 (vol. iii); on Res. (Mr. Blake)
want of confidence, 3154-3160, 3163-3175 (vol. iv).

Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 2921 (vol. iv).
Elections Acts Amt. (B. 14, 1°) 41 (vol. i).
Emerson, Town of, Govt. aid to (Ques.) 148; (M. for

copies of Claims, &c.*) 448 (vol. i).
Evidence, Law of, in Criminal Cases (B. 6, 1°*) 29; 2°

m., 176; 20 on a div. and ref. to Sel. Come., 187; in
Com., 496-498 (voL i.)
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Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20, 1138-1143 ;
in Com., " woman suffrage," 1394, 1438; "owner,"
1472; "tenant" (Amt.) 1475, 1478; "occupant,"
1483; " person " (Indian) 1502, 1527, 1580 ; " farm,"
1591, 1592; "farmers' sons" (Amt.) 1591; "quali-
fications in cities and towns," 1692-1699 (vol. ii),
1924-1931; " in counties," 2074; " registration of
voters," 2216-2220, (Amt.) 2227, 2241, 2274-2277,
2281-2284, (Amt.) 2286, 2300, 2302-2305, 2313,
2317, 2319; " revision of voters' lists," 2321, 2326-
2329, 2332, 2345-2348 ; " general provisions," 2344,
2345, 2351-2354; " officers and duties," 2356, 2389;
" appeal," 2360-2366; "offences," 2390 (vol. iii);
on Ms. that Com. rise, 1421, 1437, 1531 ; on taking
up items consecatively, 1471; (Ques. of Order) 1494
(vol. ii), 1919 (vol. iii) ; on Amt. (Mr. Weldon) 3060;
on M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 3067, neg. (Y. 38, N.
87) 3068 (vol. iv).

Govt. Business, on, M. to take in Thursdays, 452 (vol.
i); Wednesdays, 965 (vol. ii).

Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sap., 2920 (vol. iv).
High Commissioner, in Con. of Sup., 925 (vol. ii).
Indian Affairs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 901 (vol. ii).
Indians, Man. and N.W.T., in Com. of Sup., 3319, 3339

(vol. iv).
Inland Revenue, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 918, 921 (ii).
. C. R. Receipts and Expenses (Ques.) 1744 (vol. iii).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1066, 1073, 1092; on Amt.
(Mr. Mulock) to M. for 30, 1325; on Amt. (Mr.
Casey) 1329 (vol. ii).

International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Essex) on
M. for 2°, 254 (vol. i).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Bector
Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2508-251), 2521 (vol. iii).

Land Sales or Settlement in the N.W. south of 24.mile
Belt (Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).

Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases, compellable wit-
ness (B. 6, 1°*) 29 ; 2° m., 176 ; 2° on a div. and ref.
to Sel. Com., 187; in Com., 496-498 (vol. i).

Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 2796, 2797 (vol. iv).
Library of Parliament B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

on prop. Res., 1666 (vol. ii).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
License Commissiôners, Board of, appointments by

Govt. under Act of 1883, receipts and expenditures,
&c. (M. for Ret.*) 46 (vol. i).

Liquor Licoense Act, administration of, conc. 3398 (iv).
Liquor License Act, 1883, litigation in Supreme Court

(M. for copies of O.C., Factum of Govt. and Provs.,
Notes of Shorthand Reporters,'Rep. of Court, &c., &c.)
45 (vol. i).

Liquor License Act, 1883 (prop. Res.) 928, 1211; conc.
in Res. asked, 1226; M. to conc. in Res., 1281 (ii).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 134 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) on M. for 2°, 2400 (vol. iii); in Com.,
2894; on Amt. (Mr. Mulock),to M. for 30, 2959 (iv).

Cameron, Mr. M. C.-Continued.
Loans contracted by Govt. (Ques.) 1744 (vol. iii).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Com. on Res., 2521 (vol. iii).
Man., Claim for a subsidy (Ques.) 188 (vol i).
Man. Half-breed minors, temporarily absent, and claims

of unenumerated (Ques.) 1743 (vol. iii).
Man. South-Western Colon. Ry. Co., Land Grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2508-2511 (vol. iii).
Maritime Court of Ont., Extension of Jurisdiction B.

11 (Mr. Allen) on M. for 20, 130 (vol. i).
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 3351, 3356 (vol. iv).
Ontario Law Reports, in Com. of Sup, 3351 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Free Press, re

Timber Regulations in B. C., 2240 (vol. iii).
Proof of Entries in Books of Acet. B. 113 (Mr. Chap-

leau) 2397 (vol. iii).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 2920, 2921 (vol. iv).
Rys. and Canals, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 913 (ii).
Rebellion. See" IDisturbance."
Representation in Parlt. of the N.W.T. (M. for copies

of Cor., &c.) 292 (vol. i).
Representation in Parlt. of the N.W.T (B. 45, 1°*)

147; 2Q m., 362, 490 (vol. i).
Representation in Parlt. of the N.W.T. (Res.) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 3404; neg. (Y. 35, N. 77) 3408
(vol. iv).

Returns, non-production of (remarks) 427 (vol. i).
Settlement of Claims of Man. Half-breed minora (Ques.)

1743 (vol. iii).
Sessional Clerks, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
SUPF LY:

Civil Govt. :-Deptl. Contingencies (High Commiuuioner) 925;
(Inland Revenue) 918, 921; (Indian Affaira, Dept. of) 901
(Railways and Canals, Dept. of) 913 (vol. ii).

Indians 'Man. and N.W.T.) 3319, 3339 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of C. (C oms., extra Sessional Clerks, &c.) 2'196;

Miscellaneous (Library, Salaries, &c.) 2796, 2797 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, cono., 3398 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3356; (Ont. Law Reps.)

3351 (vol. iv).
Publie Works-Income : Dredging, 2921 ; Harbors and Rivera,

(Ont.) 2920 (vol. iv).

Summary Proceedings before Magistrates B. 128 (¥fr.
Caron) on M. for 2°, 2828; in Com., 2829 (vol. iv).

Squatters in Township 3, Ranges 23 and 24 west (M.
for Ret.) 231 (vol. i).

Timber Licenses or Permits to cut (Amt.) to M. for
Ret., 30 (vol. i).

Ways and Means-on Bes. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance
in the N.W., 3154-3160, 3163-3175 (vol. iv).

Campbell, Mr. C. J., Victoria, N.S.
Argyle Highlanders, payment of Arrears due (Ques.)

888; (M. for Ret.*) 1444 (vol. ii).
Bird Island Lighthouse, N. S., Management of (M. for

Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Volunteers disbanded in Military District No. 9 (M. for

Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
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Franchise B. 108 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.
(remarks) 2385 (vol. iii).

Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) on M. for Com. on
Res., 3471 (vol. iv).

Carling, Hon. J., London.
Assistant Postmaster at Ottawa, in Com. of Sup., 3393;

conc., 3393 (vol. iv).
Brandon, Postmaster at, Salary and allowaices (Ans.)

2029 (vol. iii).
Calgary and Fort Macleod Stage Line (Ans.) 351 (vol. i).
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 902 (vol. ii) ; conc., 2764

(vol. iv).
Charlinch Post Office, appointment or removal of Poet-

master, &c., on M. for papers, 708 (vol. i).
C.P.R. Postal and Transport Service (Ans.) 1744 (ii).
Depositors in Post Office Savings Banks, on M. for Ret.,

822 (vol. i).
Glammis Post Office, enquiry respecting (Ans.) 1131 (ii).
G. T. R. Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, on M. for

Ret., 818 (vol. ii).
Le Fonds Post Office, establishment of (Ans.) 816 (ii).
Letter Postage, reduction of (Ans.) 33; on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 292 (vol. i).
Mail Bags, furnishing of (Auns.) 964 (vol. ii).
Mail Service between Antigonish and Sherbrooke

(Ans.) 568 (vol. i).
Mail Service on the Canada Southern Ry., on M. for

Ret., 120 (vol. i).
Mails between Shiloh and Fergus (Ans.) 1211 (vol. ii).
Maitland,Postmaster at, removal of (Ans.) 1743 (vol. iii).
Medicine Hat and Fort Macleod Stage Line (Ans.) 351

(vol. i).
Militia Barracks at London, in Com. of Sup., 3412 (iv).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract (B. 151) prop.

Res., 2420; M. for Com. on Res., 2555; in Com., 2557
(vol. iii); M. to receive Rep. of Com. on Res., 2751 ;
on M. to conc. in Res., 2756 ; 1°* of B., 2757 (vol. iv).

Postal Privileges, Extension to Local Govts. (Ans.)
290 (vol. i).

Postmaster Genl., Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 902 (vol.
ii); cono., 2764 (vol. iv).

Postmaster General's Rep. (presented) 76 (vol. i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3308-3310, 3393; conc.,

3398 (vol. iv).
Post Office Savings Banks Deposits (Ans.) 2359, 2559

(vol. iii).
Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.,

(Mr. Chapleau) 271 (vol. i).
U. S. and Victoria, B. C., Mail Subsidy, in Com. of Sup.,

2936 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Postmaster Geni., Dept. of) 902 (vol. ii), conc.,
2'64 (vol. iv).

Colletion ef Revenues (Post Offce) 3308-3300; (Allowance to
Asst. Postmaster at Ottawa) 3393; conc., 3398 (vol.iv).

'Xqi Subuidies and Seamship Hubventions (U.S. and Vie., B.0.)

MilUia (Barracks at London) 3412 (voL iv).

Caron, Hon. .. P. R. A., Quebec Comnty.
A. B. and O. Batteries, in Com. of Sap., 2914 (vol. iv).
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (M. to

cono. in Rep. of Com. on es.) 2957; 1'* of B,,
2958; in Com., 2961, 2963, 2967; on Amt. (.Mr.
.Mills) 3001, 3427 (vol. iv).

Administration of the N. W. T. prop. Res., 2531 (iii);
in Com. on Res., 2926, 2929, 2932 (vol. iv).

Ammunition, in Com. of Sup., 2903-2906 (vol. iv).
Argyle Highlanders, payment of Arrears due (Ans.)

888 (vol. ii).
Artillery Association, Dom., in Com. of Sup., 2913 (iv).
Barracks at London, in Com. of Sup., 3412 (vol. iv).
Barrack Huts, B. C., in Cam. of Sap., 3412 (vol. iv).
Batoche, Battle of, telegram from Genl. Middleton giv-

ing details (read) 1822; second despatch, 1835 (iii).
Batoche, capture of, rumored indignities committed by

Volunteers, 2999, (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
Bergin, Surgeon Genl., Services of (Ans.) 1914 (vol. iii).
Better Preservation of the Peace Act Amt. (B. 131)

20 m. and in Com., 2824-2826 (vol. iv).
Big Bear, release of Prisoners by (tel. read) 2750 (iv)é
Blais, Achille, funeral expenses of (Ans.) 2169 (vol. ii).
Boots for the Toronto Militia (Ans.) 1744 (vol. iii).
Brigade Majors' Salaries, &c., in om. of Sup., 2903 (iv).
Census in Man. and N. W. T. (Ans.) 149 (vol. i).
Census of the N. W. T., &c. (Res.) 74 (vol. i).
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 898; cone., 914 (vol. fi.)

2913 (vol. iv).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1127 (vol. ii).
Clarke's Crossing, arrival of Troops at (tolegrams road)

1205 (vol. ii).
Clothing and Great Coats, in Com. of Sup., 2906 (vol. iv).
Copyright, Law of, on prop. Res. (Mr. Edgar) 712 (vol.i).
Corspndts., Dismissal of, from Camp (Ans.) 1608 (ii).
C. P. R., Port Moody and Savona's Ferry, extension of

time (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., eut in the Ice B.

22 (Mr. Robertson, Eamilton) on Amt. (Mr. Hall) 151
(vol. i.)

Death of Col. Williams (remarks) and tlegram read.
from Genl. Middleton, 3073 (vol. iv).

Despatches, Official,respecting engagement. in the N.W.
(Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii), 2999 (vol. iv).

Disturbance in the N. W., arrival of troops at Clarke's
Crossing (telegrams read) 1205 (vol. ii).

-- Battle of Batoche, telegram fron Genl. Middle-
ton giving details (read) 1822; 2nd despatch,1835(iii).

Batoche, capture of, rumored indignities com-
mitted by Volunteers, 2999 (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Carriage of War Supplies by Am. Rys., 839 (ii).
Col. Ouimet's absence from duty 1167, 1205 (ii).

-- Col. Otter's march to Battleford 1386 (vol. ii).
Col. Scott's Battalion (Ans.) 1064 (voL ii).
Cost of Expedition (Ans.) 1678 (vol. ii).
Despatch from Genl. Middleton announcing cap.

ture of Poundmaker and other Indians, 2139 (vol.iii).
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Disturbance in the N. W., Dismissal of Correspondents
from Camp (Ans.) 1608 (ii).
--- Disposition of Insurgents by Genl. Middleton
(Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).

-- Duck Lake, Engagement at, despatch of Troops
(Ans.) 790 (vol. ii).

-- Expense B. 129 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for 20,2855;
in Com., 2856-2858 (vol. iv).

- Free transport of bodies of Volunteers killed
(Ans.) 2029 (vol. iii).

Funeral expenses of Blais (Ans.) 2169 (vol. ii)
--- Further intelligence (Ans.) 811, 813 (vol. ii).

Indians at Touchwcod (tel. read) 1566 (ii).
Instructions issued to Genl. Middleton respect-

ing Insurgents (Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii),
Houghton, Col., Mission of (Ans.) 3425(vol. iv).
Montreal Garrison Artillery (Ans.) 1566 (ii).

-- Official despatches respecting Engagements
(Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii); 2999 (vol. iv).

-- Personal explanations, 966 968 (vol. ii.)
Pillage of bouses of Half-breeds by Volunteers

(Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).
---- Release of Prisonors by Big Bear (telegram read)

2750 (iv).
--- Rescue of Mrs. Delaney, Gowanlock, and other

prisoners, telegram from Genl. Middleton (read) 2357
(vol. iii).

- Riel, capture of, telegram from Genl. Middleton
(read) 1895 (vol. iii).

-- Skirmish with Poundmaker (Ans.) 1646 (vol. ii).
Troops, movements of, from N. S. (Ans.) 838.

872; tel. from Col. Amyot, 1328 (vol. ii).
- Victoria Rifles, Montreal (Ans.) 1983 (vol. iii)
-- Vote of Thanks to Genl. Middleton and Volun-

teers, 3459 (Res.) 3463 (vol. iv).
Dominion Rifle Association, in Com. of Sup., 2913 (iv),
Drill Pay, &c., in Com of Sup., 2910 (vol. iv).
Duck Lake, Engagement at, despatch of Troops (Ans.)

190 (vol. ii).
Eastern Extension Ry., N.S., Earnings and Working

Expenses (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Elgin Station, L'Islet, Erection of (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Employment of Prisoners outuide of Gaols B. 87 (M.

to transfer to Govt. Orders) 1063; 2° m., 1658 (ii).
Equipment of the 90th Battalion (Ans.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Expedition to the N. W., Cost of (Ans.) 1678 (vol. ii).
Expense (N W. T.) B. 129 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for 2°

2855; in Com., 2856-2858 (vol. iv).
Flannel Shirts for Militia, Contract (Ans.) 1306 (ii).
General Middleton's Instructions (Ans.) 1306 (vol. ii).
Grant, G., Militia Dept., Superan. of (Ans.) 2531 (iii).
Houghton, Col., Mission of, to N. W. (Ans.) 3425 (iv).
Improved Rifled Ordnance, in Com. of Sup., 2915 (iv).
Indiana at Touchwood (tel. read) 1566 (vol. ii).
Instructions issued to Genl. Middleton respecting insur-

gents (Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).
Insurgents, Disposition of, -by Genl. Middleton (Ans.)

2169 (vol. iii).

Caron, Hon. J. P. R. A.-Continued.
Justices of the Peace, Summary proceedings before B.

(Ans.) 1211 (vol. ii).
Kits served ont to the Militia (Ans.) 1568 (vol. ii).
Laurie, Maj. Genl., Mission of, to the N. W. (Ans.)

2997 (vol. iv).
Lavi's patent Pole and Militia Tents (Ans.) 2029 (iii).
Man. Legislature, Session of 1884, Man. Central Ry.

Co. (Ans.) 862 (vol. ii).
Martin, John, continuation of Pension to Widow of, on

M. for copies of Pet., 201 (vol. i).
Modals for Volunteers who served in the N. W. (Ans.)

2274 (vol. iii).
Middleton, Genl, despatches from, 1822-1835 (vol. ii);

1895, 2139, 2357, 2750 (vol. iii).
Military Branch, &c., Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 2889

2903 (vol. iv).
Military Col. Graduates in the Militia (Ans.) 1040 (ii.)
Military Magazine at St. John, N.B., Disposal of, on M.

for Ret. 606 (vol. i).
Military Organisations in Man. and N. W. T. (Ans.)

863 (vol. ii).
Military Properties, care of, in Com. of Sap., 2916 (iv).
Military Storehouse, Quebec, Lease (Ans.) 1039 (ii.)
Militia Act, 18S3, Amt. (B. 152, 1°) 2853; 2° m., 3015;

in Com., 3046 (vol. iv).
Militia and Defence, Annual Rep. (presented) 40 (vol. i).
Militia, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 898, 914 (vol. ii)¡

2913 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 2235, 2434.
Montreal Garrison Artillery (Ans.) 1566 (vol. ii).
Mounted Infantry, Winnipeg, in Com. of Sup., 3411

(vol. iv).
North-West Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on prop. Res., 2412-2414, 2418
(vol. iii).

Otter's, Col., march to Battleford (remarks)1386(vol. ii).
Ouimet's, Col., absence from duty (remarks) 1167, 1205

(vol. ii).
Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 25 (Mr. White, Renfrew) on

M. for 20, 266 (vol. i).
Pensions, in Com. of Sup., 992 (vol. ii).
Personal Explanation, 966; (remarks) 968 (vol. ii).
Pillage of houses of Half-breeds by Volunteers (Ans.)

2169 (vol. iii).
Poundmaker and other Indians, capture of, despatch

from Genl. Middleton (read) 2139 (vol. iii).
Powder Magazines at Fort Howe, St. John, N.B. (Ans.)

247 (vol. i).
Protestant Volunteers in the 65th Battalion (remarks)

on newspaper paragraph, 2998; telegram from Col.
Ouimet (read) 3094 (vol. iv).

Rebellion. See " Disturbance."
Rescue of Mrs. Delaney, Gowanlock and other prison-

ers, telegram from Genl. Middleton (read) 2357 (iii).
Riel, capture of, tel. from Genl. Middleton (rend) 1895

(vol. iii).
Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 2913; conc.,

2932 (vol. iv).
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Scott's Col. Battalion (Ans.) 1064 (vol. ii).
Settlers in the Mar. Provs. (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Skirmish with Poundmaker (Ans.) 1646 (vol. ii).
Summary proceedings before Magistrates B. 128 (M. to

transfer to Govt. Orders) 2420 (iii); 2° m., 2827 (iv).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Militia, Dept. of) 898; (contingencies) 914 (vol. ii);
2913 (vol. iv).

Militia (A. B. and C. Batteries, &c.) 2914; (Ammunition)
2903-2906; (Barracks at London) 3412; (Barrack Huts,
B.C.) 3412; (Brigade Majora' Salaries, &c.) 2903; (Olotk-
ing and Great Coats) 2906, 2908-2910; (Dom. Artillery
Association) 2913; (Dom. Rifle Association) 2913; (Drill
Pay, &c.) 2910; (Improved Rifled Ordnance) 2915; (Military
Properties, care of) 2916; (Mounted Infantry at Winni-
peg) 3411 ; (Royal Military College) 2913, conc., 2922 ;
(Salaries, Military Branch and District Staff) 2889, 2903
(vol. iv).

Mscellaneous: Disturbance in the N.W. (Vote of $700,000) 1304
(vol. ii) ; (Vote of $1,000,000) 2235, 2434 (vol. iii).

Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 992 (vol. ii).

Supreme Court of N. B., causes entered, &c., on M. for
number, 294 (vol. i).

Transfer of Batteries (Ans.) 235 (vol. i).
Troops, movements of (Ans.) 838, 872; tolegram from

col. Amyot, 1328 (vol. ii).
Veterans of War of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 992 (vol. ii).
Veterans of 1812, extension of Pensions to Widows of,

(Ans.) 36 (vol. i).
Victoria Rifles, Montreal (Ans.) 1983 (vol. iii).
Volunteers killed, Free Transport of bodies (Ans.) 2029

(vol. iii).
Volunteers in the N. W. and Intoxicating Liquors

(Ans) 1131 (vol. ii).
Volunteer Corps in the N.W., organization of, in 1879

(Ans.) 1474 (vol. ii).
Vote of $1,000,000 for N.W. Troubles, in Com. of Sup,

2434, 2235 (vol, iv).
Vote of Thanks to Genl. Middleton and Volunteers,

3459, (Re@.) 3463 (vol. iv).
Williams, Col., Death of (remarks, and tel. read) 3073

(iv).
War Supplies, carriage of, by American Rys., 839

(vol. ii).
Waterproof Blankets for Volunteers, purchase of (Ans.)

2171 (vol. iii).
Ways and Means-Disturbance in the N. W. (Res.

granting $1,700,000) in Com., 2532 (vol. iii).

Cartwright, Sir R. J., Huron, South Riding.
A. B. and C. Batteries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2914 (iv).
Aceommodation for Members (remarks) 49 (vol. i).
Address, on The, 24 (vol. i).
Administration of Justice, in Com. of Sup., 3411, 3433,

3448 (vol. iv).
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.
Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M. for 3°, 3428 (vol, iv).
Advances to Provinces B. 7 (Sir Leonard Tilley) on M.

to introd., 32 (vol. i).
Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 906, 921 (vol. ii).
Air Brakes, application of, on I.C.R., in Com. of Sup.,

3299 (vol. iv).

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
Allan Lino, payments to, for assisted passages (Ques.)

567 (vol. i).
Allowance to Assistant Postmaster at Ottawa, in Com.

of Sup., 3392; conc., 3397 (vol. iv).
American Gold, substitution of, for Sovereigns (Ques.)

505 (vol. i).
Ammunition, in Com. of Sap., 2904, 2906 (vol. iv).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1023 (vol. ii).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics, in Com. of Sap., 1023,

1027, 1034 (vol. ii) 3452; conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
Axle Greaso, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (vol. ii).
Baillairgé, G. F., payment to, in Com. of Sup. 3350

(vol. iv).
Bank Advances to Govt. (M. for Rots. of amounts) 37;

(Ques.) 113 (vol. i).
Bank of B. C. B. 105 (Sir Leonard TIlley) on l°, 631 (i).
Bolton, Staff Commander and Dept. of Marine and

Fisheries, on M. for Rep. of Aud. Genl., &c., 138 (i).
Budget, The (Ques.) 76, 149; (reply) 333 (vol. i).
Can. and Antwerp Steamship subvention, conc., 2958

(vol. iv.)
Can. and Germany Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
Can. Tomp. Act, 1878, Aimt. B. 65 (Mr. .McCarthy) on

10, 235 (vol. ).
C. P. [R. Advances to Co. by Govt. (Ques.) 1305 (vol. ii).
---- Co.'s Acts Amt. B. 153 (Mr. Pope) on RS.

(remarks on adjmt. of deb.) 2643; in Com, 2724, 2729,
2730, 2738; on Amt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to M.
to receive Rep. of Com., 2859 (vol. iv).
-- Engincers' Salaries, &c., in Com. of SBp., 3417.

Exponditure to complote Govt. construction
(Ques.) 1130 (vol. ii).

Loan, *30,000,000 payments on aocount of
(Ques.) 1130 (vol. ii).

Publication of prop. Res. in .Mail newspaper
(remarks) 1712 (vol. ii).
-- Rets. ordored by Houso since date of contract,
on M. for Stmnt., 483 (vol. i).

-- Section B, Judge Clarke's Report on award to
contractors, on M. for copy, 133 (vol. i).

-- Subsidy to Co., in Com. of Sup., 3296 (vol. iv).
Canals, in Com. of Sup., 3301, 3303, 3483 (vol. iv).
Capital Account, Expenditure on (M. for Stint.) 45 (i).
Catholic population of Prov. of Quebec (Ques.) 363 (i).
Census, Quinquennial, of Man. and N.W.T., &c., B. 21

(Mr. Pope) on 1', 46; in Com. on Res., 76; in Com.
on B., 171; on M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 212;
neg. (Y. 62, N. 120) 215 (vol. i).

Census, The, Fourth and Fifth vols., issue of (Que$.)
48, 455 (vol. i).

Census of 1881, Absenteos from Canada during (Ques.)
235 (vol. i).

Charges of Management, in Com. of Sap., 2763 (vol. iv).
Chinese Commission, in Com. of Sap., 3287; conc.,

3396 (vol. iv).
Chinese Interpreter, in Com. on R.., 3023 (vol. iv),
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Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 906, 908, 910, 912, 914.
916,921, 969 (vol. ii); 2764, 3408, 3411, 3148; conc.,
2764, 3433 (vol. iv).

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.
on Res., 276, 280 (vol. i); on M. to cono. in Res.,
892; in Com., 1097, 1100, 1104, 1114 ; on M. for 30
(Ant.) to recom., 1286 (vol. ii); on M. to conc. in
Sen. Amts., 2396 (vol. iii).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup4, 973 (vol. ii).
Clark, G. M., sums paid to, apart from salary as Judge

(Ques.) 235; (M. for Ret.) 697 (vol. i).
Clothing and Great Coats (Militia) in Com. of Sup., 2906

(vol. iv).
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sap., 3232-3237,

3241, 3242, 3397 (vol. iv).
Collins, J. E., sumo paid to, for services, on M. for Ret.,

699 (vol. i).
Colonial and Indian Exhibitions B. 126 (Mr. Pope) on

M. to conc. in Res., 1064 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2430, 2433, 2436 (vol. iii).
Consolid. Receipts and Expend. (M. for Ret.*) 30 (vol. i)
Consolid. Inland Revenue Act, 1883, Amt. B. 146 (Mr.

Costigan) in Com., 2970 (vol. iv).
Cornwall Canal, Repairs, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3301 (iv).
Culling and Measuring Timbor Acts Amt. B. 154, in

Com., 3013 (vol. iv).
Calling Timber, in Com. of Sup., 3241 (vol. iv).
Customs and Excise Roceipts for June, 3073 (vol. iv).
Custome Collections in Algoma, on M. for Ret., 40 (i).
Custome, Dept. of (contingencies) in Com. of Sup., 925

(vol. il); 3233-3237 (vol. iv).
Cutlery, in Com. on Ways and Means, 844 (vol, ii).
Debates, Official Rop. of, delay in distributing daily

edition to newspapers (remarks) 595 (vol. i); omission
from (remarks) on adjmt. of Hse., 3249; on M. to
cone. in 4th Rep. of Com., 3459; in Com. of Sup.,
3383 (vol. iv).

Deposits in Banks, Govt. (M. for Stmnt.) 29 (vol. i).
Dep. Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3351, 3353 (iv).
Dep. Speaker and Chairman of Committees B. 26, on

Amt. (Mr. Royal) 72 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N.W, Assistance to families of

Militiamen (remarks) 894 (vol. ii).
--- Dismissal of correspondents from camp (Ques.)

1608 (vol. ii).
Expense B. 129 (Xr. Bowell) in Com., 2857 (iv).
Further information asked, 886 (vol. i).

-- On adjmt. of deb. (remarks) 3160, 3212 (iv).
-- On Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for Com. on Ways
and Means, 765 (vol. i).

--- Half-breed grievances (Mr. Blake) 2042-2014
(vol. iii).

--- Vote of Thanke to Genl. Middleton and Volun.
ters, 3463 (vol. iv).

Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 3344 (vol. iv).
Dom. Lands, Bev. for 7 monthe, 1884-85 (Ques.) 290.

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
Sales of, for 1884-85 (Ques.) 2997 (vol. iv).
Sales for 1884-85 (Ques.) 3072 (vol. iv).

--- Sales and receipts, on account of (Ques.) 2854
(vol. iv).

Dorchester Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 989 (vol. ii).
Duck, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Eastern Extension Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3300 (vol. iv).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, in Com. of Sap., 2916 (vol. iv).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to (prop. Res.) 295,

363; (reply) 390; neg. (Y. 59, N. 118) 394 (vol. i).
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 3241 (vol. iv).
Excise Revenue for May, 1884, and May, 1885 (Ques.)

2531 (vol iii).
Excise Revenue for 6 months, 1884-85 (Ques.) 290 (i).
Expenditure on Capital Account (M. for Stmnt.) 45 (i).
Expense, N.W.T., B. 129 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 2857

(vol. iv).
Exports and Imports, distinguishing products of Can.

ada (M. for Ret.*) 30 (vol. i).
Exports of Canadian produce (Ques.) 606 (vol. i).
Extra Clerks, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2795 (vol. iv).
Fabre, Mr., salary and contingencies, in Com. of Sup.,

3244 (vol. iv).
Factories, operatives in (M. for Rets., &c.) 37 (vol. i).
Factory Rep., printing and distribution of (remarks) 211

(vol. i).
Fish breeding, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2953 (vol. iv).
Fisheries, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 910 (vol. ii).
Fishery Commission, increased rernuneration to Coun-

sel, in Com. of Sup., 3389 (vol. iv).
Fishery Protection Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Finance and Treasury Board, in Com. of Sup., 915 (ii).
Fivo por et.. Consolid. Loan, retirement of (M. for copies

of O.C., &c.) 484 (vol. i).
Five per cent Loan, Sinking Fund (Ques.) 2465 (iii).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 222 (vol. i).
Flour, increase of Duty on (Ques.) 744 (vol. i).
Foot Grease, in Com. on Ways and Means 806 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1134; (Amt.) 1137, neg. (Y. 59, N. 104) 1166; on
M. for Coin. (remarks) 1385; in Com., " woman suf-
frage," 1459; "tenant," 1479; " person " (Indian)
1573 (vol. ii); " qualifications in cities and towns,"
1817, 1915-1918, 1988, 1992, 1995; "in countiea,"
2068, 2071, 2073, 2079, 2082, (Amt.) 2085; " regis.
tration of voters," 2220-2223, 2232, 2279, 2281,
2285, 2288, 2297, 2299, 2300; "revision of votera'
lists," 2326, 2338, 2340, 2349; "general provisions,"
2344, 2355; "officers and duties" (Indians) 2382;
(remarks) 2146 (vol. iii) 3063 (vol. iv); (Ms. that
Com. rise) 2207, 2137 (vol. iii); on M. that Com.
rise, 1509, 1514 (vol. ii); on ruling of Chairman
(remarks) 1798; appeal from Chair to House, 1923;
(Ques. of Order) 1969 (vol. iii); reading extracts,
1462; on Ques. of Order, appeal from Chair te
Houe, 1511, 1619 (vol. ii).
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Franchise B. Pets., genuineness of Signatures (remarks)
2028 (vol. ii); 2274, 2281 (vol. iii).

Gas and Gas Meters Inspection Acts Amt. B. 119 (NMr.
Costigan) on M. for 2>, 2419 (vol. iii).

Gas Coke, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783 (vol. ii).
Geneva Gin and Brandy, in Com. on Ways and Means,

3224 (vol. iv).
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 3347 (vol. iv).
Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849-852,

854, 855 (vol. ii).
Gold Reserve, Govt. (M. for copies of Cor.) 351 (vol. i).
Govt. Deposits in Banks (M. for Stmnt.) 29 (vol. i).
Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 453 (vol. i);

Saturdays, 1824 (vol. iii) ; Conduct of, on M. for
Com. of Sup., 3444 (vol. iv).

Govt. Loan B. 145 (Mr. Bowell) on prop. Res., 2461-
2463; on M. to conc. in Res., 2524 (vol. iii).

Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sap., 2946 (vol. iv).
Harbors and Rivers (N.B.) cone., 2920; (Ont.) in Com.

of Sup., 2919, 2921; cone., 3433 (vol. iv).
Health Statistics, conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
iistoire Gencalogique des Familles Françaises, in Cam.

of Sup., 3456 (vol. iv).
Hoop Iron, in Com. on Ways and Means, 897 (vol. ii).
Hospitals, Marine, in Cam. of Sup., 2957 (vol. iv).
Hudson Bay Expedition, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Huron and Superior, Lakes, Surveys of, in Com. of Sup.,

3241 (vol. iv).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2809-2816, 2836, 2839-

2843 (vol. iv).
-- Printing and Advertising (M. to ref. charges to

Public Accounts Com.) 202 (vol. i).
Imports for Consumption (X. for Stmnt.) 30 (vol. i).
Indemnity to Members, increased, in Com. of Sup.,

3451 (vol. iv).
Indian .Affairs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 916 (vol. ii);

3410 (vol. iv).
Indian and Colonial Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1034

(vol. ii); suppl., 3152 (vol. iv).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 3242, 3343, 3392; conc., 3373

(vol. iv).
Infectious and Contagions diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1065, 1069, 1091; on Amt.
(Mr. Casey) to M. for 3°, 1331 (vol. ii).

Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costigan) on M.
for Com. on iRes., 2526 (vol. iii).

Inspection and Supervison of Banks, on -Res. (Mr.
Casgrain) 85 (vol. i).

Inspection of Staples, in Com. of Sap., 3242 (vol. iv).
Inspectors or Clerks of Works, persons employed as

(Ml. for Stmut.) 139 (vol. i).
Insurance Act, 1879, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard Tilley)

on M. for 20, 127 (vol. i).
I.C.R. Receipts and Expenses (Ques.) 1744, 1914 (iii).

- Repairs, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3299 (vol. iv).
4

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
Interior, Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 969 (vol. ii), 3408;

cono., 2764, 3433 (vol. iv).
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Essex) on

M. for 20, 256 (vol. i).
Justice, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 985.
Keewatin, Govt. of, in Com. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 985 (vol. ii).
Land Board at Winnipeg, in Com. of Sup., 3344 (vol. iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in tho N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2505-2508 (vol. iii) ; on
Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for 3°, 2892 (vol. iv).

Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 991, 992 (vol. ii) ; 2795,
2798, 3448, 3451 (vol. iv).

Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2798 (vol. iv).
Life-boats, Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2946 (vol. iv).
Lighthouses and Fog-alarms, in Com. of Sup., 2950,

2952, 3252 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, putting in force of, in Com. of

Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) on M. for 2°, 2400 (vol. iii).
Loan, recent (Ms. for copies of Prospectus, Advertise.

ments, &c.) 37 (vol. i).
Loans contracted by Govt. (Ques.) 1744, 1914 (vol. iii).
Losses and Expenses through Troubles in the N.W.,

in Com. of Sup., 3451 (vol. iv).
McManus, gratuity to widow of, in Com. of Sup., 3350;

cono. 3374 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2945, 3457; conc.,

2938 (vol. iv).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.

on Res., 2824; on M. for Com. on Res., 2776 in Com.,
2789-2791, 2795, (vol. iv).

Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 990 (vol. ii).
Man. South-Western Colon. Ry. Co., in Com. on Res.,

2505-2508 (vol. iii).
Marine, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 906-908 (vol. ii).
Meteorological Observatories, in Com. of Sup., 2956

(vol. iv).
Military properties, care of, in Comn. of Sup., 2916 (iv).
Militia Barracks at London, in Com. of Sup., 3412 (iv),
Militia, in Com. of Sup., 2904, 2906, 2913-2916, 3411,

3412 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 3244, 3245, 3351, 3353,

3387-3389, 3153, 3454; conc., 3396, 3434 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous Printing, paper, &c., in Com. of Sup.

3392 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous works ([.C.R.) in Com. of Sup., 3296;

suppl., 3383 (vol. iv).
Model Farm, Establishment, in Com. of Sup., 3453 (iv).
Money borrowed by Govt. in Canada (Ques.) 743 (i).
Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1027 (vol. ii).
Mounted Infantry at Winnipeg,in Com.of Sup.,3411(iv).
Murray Canal, Repairs, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3303 (iv).
Nav. of River St. Lawrence B. 159 (.Mr. .McLelan) on

M. for 29 (Ant.) 6 m. h., 3470 (vol. iv).
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N.B. and P.E I. to Great Britain, Steamship subvention,

in Com. of Sup., 3457 (vol. iv).
New Militia Pensions, conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
North Saskatchewan River improvements, on M. for

copies of Reps., &o., 696 (vol. i).

N. W. Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir
John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°, 2770 (vol. iv).

N. W. Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 3243; suppl.,
3392, 3121, (vol. iv).

N. W. T., Govt. of the, in Com. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service,in Com. of Sup., 2946,2950 (iv).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract, on M. for Com.

on Res. (Mr. Carling) 2556; in Com., 2557 (vol. iii).
Operatives in Factories (ài. for Rets., Stmnts.) 37 (i).
Optional Subjects, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
Oxford and New Glasgow Short Lino Ry., in Com. of

Sup., 3413 (vol. iv).
Parliamentary Companion, in Com. of Sup., 3387 (vol. iv).
Pembina Branch, C.P.R , in Com. of Sup., 3417 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sup., 985, 989, 990 (vol. ii),

3350; conc., 3374 (vol. iv).
Pensions, conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
Plate Glass, in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (vol. ii).
Port Arthur Harbor, construction of, in Com. of Sup.,

2916 (vol. iv).
Postmaster Genl., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 2764 (iv).
Post Office and Finance Depts., computing interest, in

Com. of Sup., 927 (vol. ii).
Printing and Advertising, Ret. respecting (remarks)

28 (vol. i).
Printing Cor., on M. to conc. in 2nd Rop., 149 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, on article in Toronto News : French

aggression, &c. (rernarks) 1680 (vol. ii).
Privy Council, in Com. of Sup., 914 (vol. ii).
Prorogation (Ques.) 3473 (vol. iv).
Provincial Legislation, compilation of Cor., &c., in Com

of Sup., 34'21; conc., 3434 (vol. iv).
Public Accounts and Auditor Genl.'s Rep. (M. for ref. to

Standing Com. on Public Accounts) 76 (vol. i).
Public Buildings, Ottawa and N.W.T., in Com. of Sup.,

2916 (vol. iv).
Public Debt of Canada, amount of (Ques.) 927 (vol. ii).
Public Expenditure (Res.) in Amt. to Com. of Sup.,

2868-2877; neg. (Y. 42, N. 79) 2889 (vol. iv).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 2916, 2919-2921; conc.,

3433 (vol. iv).
Railways and Canais, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 914

(vol. ii).
Railways, in Com. of Sup., 3296, 3299, 3300, 3383,

3413, 3417, 3418 (vol. iv).
Receipts and Expenditures, Consolidated Fund (Ques.)

1677 (vol. ii).
Recognition of Volunteers' Services in the N.W. B. 160

(8ir John A. Macdonald) in Oom. on Res., 3379; on
Art. (Mr. Watson) 3384 (vol. iv).

Red Liquor, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).

Cartwright, Sir R. T.-Centinued.
Returns, enquiries for, 363, 714 (vol. i); 832,1064, 1608

(vol. ii) ; 1913, 2393 (iii) ; incomplete Ret., 1209 (ii).
Returns, preparation of, in Com. of Sup., 3245, 3388

(vol. iv).
Richelieu and Ontario Navigation Co.'s B. 61, (Mr.

Desjardins) on prop. Amt. (remarks) 1210; in Com.,
1351 (vol. ii).

Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 2913 (vol. iv).
- - Number and names of graduates, &c. (M. for

Rot.*) 313 (vol. i).
St. Thomas, Public Buildings at, amount expended, on

M. for Ret., 81 (vol. i).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup.,

985, 989 (vol. ii).
Savings Bank (Post Office or otherwise) Depositors in

(M. for Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).
Scientific Institutions, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (vol. iv).
Senate extra Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 3448 (vol. iv).
Settlers in the Dom. during calendar year 1884 (Ques.)

113 (vol. i).
Settlers in Man. and N.W.T. (Ques.) 113 (vol. i).
Sleeping cars, 1. C.R., in Com. of Sup., 3418 (vol. iv).
Snall Savings, encouragement of, on M. for Rot., 91

(vol. i).
Spirits and Tobacco, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3225

(vol. iv).
Spirits taken out of bond (remarks) 3371 (vol. iv).
Steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 803,805,808 (vol. ii).
Stipendiary Magistrates, N.W.T., in Com. of Sup.,

3418 (vol. iv).
Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) on M. for Com.

on Res., 3470 (vol. iv).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3215,3219 (vol. iv).
Superintendence of Insurance, in Com. of Sup., 2957;

conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. Chapleau) 273 (vol. i); on M. to conc. in Res.,
889 (vol. ii).

Superior Court Judges, Quebec, B. 161 (Sir John) on
prop. Res., 3376 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Administration of Justice, 985 (vol. ii), 3433; (Stipendiary Magis-

trates, N. W. T.) 3448 (vol. iv),
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Archives, care of) 1023

(vol. ii); (Health Statistics) cono., 2766 (vol. iv); (Indian
and Colonial.Exhibitions) 1034 (vol. i) ; suppl. 3452, (vol. iv);
(Mortuary Statistics) 1027 (vol. ii).

Canals-Capital: Repaira, &c. (Cornwall) 3301; (Murray) 3303;
(Welland) 3302; (Williamsburg) 3301. Income: (Welland)
3418; (Rideau, Land damages) conc., 3133 (vol. iv).

Charges o/ Management, 2763 (vol. iv).
Civil Government (Administration of Justice) 3411 (vol. iv);

(Agriculture, Dept. of) 906, (contingencies) 921; (Civil Ser-
vice Examinera) 973; (Oustoms, contingencies) 925; (finance
and Treasury Board, contingencies) 915; (Fisheries, Dept. of)
910 (vol. ii); (Indian Affaira, Dept. of) 3410 (vol. iv), (con-

tingencies) 916; (Interior, Dept. of) 969 (vol. ii), 3408, conc.,
2764, 3433 (vol. iv); (Marine, Dept. of) 906-908 (vol. ii);
(Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 2764 (vol. iv); (Post Office
and Finance Depta., contingencies, computing interest) 927;
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SuPPLY-Continued.

(Privy Council, contingencies) 914; (Public Works, Dept. of)
912 (vol. ii), suppl., 3448 (vol. iv); (Railways and Canals,
Dept. of) 914 (vol. ii); (Optional Subjects) 3111 (vol. iv).

Collection ofRevenues (Customs) 3232-3237; (Oilling Timber)
3241; (Excise) 3241; (Inspection of Staples) 3242; (Post Office,
allowance to Asst. Postmaster at Ottawa) 3392, conc., 3397;
(Weights and Measures and Gas) 3241 (vol. iv).

Dom. Lands-Capital: Surveys (Examination of Survey Rets.)
3344.' Income (Land Board at Winnipeg) 3344 (vol. iv).

Fisheries (Fish-breeding, &c.) 2953; (Fishery Protection Steam-
ers) 2956 (vol. iv).

Geological Survey, 3317 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2809, 2816, 2836, 2839-2843 (vol. iv).
Indians (Grant to supplmnt. Fund) 3242; (Man. and N. W. T.)

3343, conc., 3373; (Assistance to Institutions) 3392 (vol. iv),
Legislation: H. of 0. (Debates, publishing) 991 (vol. ii) ; (Com-

mittees, Extra Clerks, &c.) 2795; (increased Indemnity to
Members) 3151. Miscellaneous (Library', Salaries, &c.) 2798
(vol. iv) ; (Printing, paper, &c.) 992 (vol. ii). Senate (Extra
Erpenses) 3448 (vol. iv).

Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lighthouses and Fog-alarms,
construction) 2952; (Salaries, &c.) 2950, 3250 (vol. iv).

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (Can. and Antwerp)
2943, conc., 2958 ; (Can.:and Germany) 2945; (N.B. and P.E.I.
to Great Britain, &::.) 3457 (vol. iv).

Marine Hospitals, 2957 (vol. iv).
Militia (A, B anti 0 Batteries, &c.) 2914; (Ammunition) 2904,

2906 ; (Barracks at London) 3112 ; (Clothing and Great Coats)
2906; (.ilitary Properties, care of) 2916; (Mounted Infantry
at Winnipeg) 3411; (Royal Mil. Coll.) 2913 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (Chinese Commission) 3387, conc., 3396 (vol. iv) ;
(Dept. Speaker's Salary) 3351, 3353 (vol. iv) ; (Establishment
of a Model Farm) 3453; (Fabre, Mr., salary and contingen-
cies) 3244; (Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to
Counsel) 3389; (Govt. of Keewatin) 3244; (Govt. of the
N.W.T.) 3244; (Histoire Genealogique des Familles Fran-
çaises) 3456; (Hudson Bay Expedition) 3215; (Liquor License
Act, putting in force) 3244; (Lossts and Expenses through
Troubles in N.W.T.) 3454; ("Parliamentary Companion")
3387; (Provincial Legislation, compilation of Cor , &c.)
3421, conc., 3434 ; (Returns, preparation of) 3245, 3388
(Surveys, Lakes Huron and Superior) 3244 (vol. iv); (Vote
of $1,000,000 for N.W. Troubles) 2235 (vol. iii).

N. W. Mounted Police, 3243 ; suppl., 3392, 3121 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 2346 ; (Life-boats, Sta-

tions, &c.) 2946 ; (Water and River Police) 2950 (vol. iv).
Pensions (new Militia) conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries (Dorchester) 989 ; (Kingston) 985 (vol.ii),

(gratuity to widow of 0. McManus) 3350, conc., 3374 (vol.
iv) ; (Manitoba) 990 ; (St. Vincent de Paul) 985-989 (vol. ii),
(payment to G. F. Baillairgé) 3350 (vol. iv).

Public Works-Cavital: B.0. (Esquimalt Graving Dock) 2916;
Ottawa (additional buildings) 2916; Port Arthur (construction
of Harbor) 2916 (vol. iv).

Public Works-Income : Buildings (N.W.T.) 2919. Harbors and
Rivers, 2919; (Ont.) 2921, conc., 3133; (N.B.) 2920.

Railways-Capital : 0. P. R., 3383 ; (Engineers' Salaries, &c.
3417 ; (Subsidy) 3296 ; (Pembina Branch) 3117. Eastern
Extension (repairs, &c.) 3300. I. C. R. (applying air brakes),
3299 ; (miscellaneous works) 3296; suppl. 3383; (repairs,
&c.) 3299 ; (sleeping cars) 3418. Short Line Ry. (Oxford and
New Glasgow) 3413 (vol. iv).

Scientfie Intitutions (Meteorological Observatories) 2956.
Superintendence of Insurance, 2957, conc., 2958 (vol. iv).

Survey .Ets., Examination of, in Com. of Sup.,3344 (iv)

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners' Loan B. 150 (Mr.

Bowell) in Com. on Res., 2555 (vol. iii).
Towels, in Coin. on Ways and Means, 858 (vol. ii).
Trade Relations with U. S. (Ques.) 3163 (vol. iv).
Transfer of Batteries (Ques.) 235 (vol. i).
Treasury Board, Constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on 1°, 631 (vol. i).
Ventilation of the Chamber (remarks) 2676 (vol. iv).
Vote of 81,000,000 for N.W. Troubles, in Com. of Sup.,

2235 (vol. iv).
Voyageurs to Egypt, number, naines, residence, &c., of

officers and men (M. for Ret.*) 210 (vol. i).
Water and River Police, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-Budget Speech (reply to) 333; The

Tariff (remarks) conclusion of Deb., 662; Distur
bance in the N. W., on Res. (Mr. Blake) in Amt. to
Com., 765-768 (vol. i); in Com. (cutlery) 844;
(axle grease) 857 ; (duck) 808; (foot grease 806;
(gas coke) 783 (vol. ii); (Geneva gin and brandy)
3224 (vol. iv); (glucose syrup) 849, 852, 854, 855;
(hoop iron) 807; (plate glass) 856; (red liquor) 808
(vol. ii); (spirits and tobacco) 3225 (vol. iv); (steel)
803, 805, 808 (vol. ii) ; (sugar) 3215, 3219 (vol. iv) ;
(towels) 858 (vol. ii); (whiskey) 3225-3229 (vol. iv);
(winceys) 840; (woollen fabrics) 795, 840; (woollen
rags) 783, 787 (vol. ii) ; (Exciso duties) 3295 (vol. iv).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
on prop. Res., 835; in Com., 1673 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sup., 3241
(vol. iv).

Welland Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3302, 3433 (vol. iv).
Whiskey, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3225-3229 (iv).
Williamsburg Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3301 (vol. iv).
Winceys, in Com. on Ways and Means, 840 (vol. ii).
Woollen fabrics, in C,m. on Ways and Means, 795, 840

(vol. ii).
Woollen rags, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783, 787 (ii).

Casey, Mr. G. E., West Elgin.
Administration of Ju3tice in the N.W. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M.>for 3°, 3429 (vol. iv).
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2469-2474 (volé iii).
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122 (Mr. Costigan) in Com.,

2480--2483 (vol. iii).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1024 (vol. ii).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1024,

1030, 1032 (vol. ii).
Banking Facilities to Agriculturists B. 36 (Mr. Orton)

on Res., 119 (vol. i).
Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M. (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) for Sp. Com. 48 (vol. i).
Bonuses to Rys. in Ont., Pets. for relief of, on M. for

copies, 358 (vol. j).
Canada Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson)

on Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1048; in Com., 1054-1055;
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Casey, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
on Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 1060 (vol. ii); on
Sen. Amts., 2648, 2652, 2667 (vol. iv).

Canadian Agent at Paris, appointment of, &c., on M.
for Papers, 929, 933 (vol. ii).

Carriers by Land B. 5 (Mr. Coughlin) on M. for 20,
284 (vol. i).

C. P. R. Resolutions respecting further loan (remarks)
on adjmt. of deb., 2643; in Com., 2725, 2727, 2729,
2733, 2736; on M. to conc. in Res. (Amt.) 2862;
neg. (Y. 55, N. 91) 2863 (vol. iv).

-- Port Arthur and Winnipeg, construction
between, sums paid (M. for Strnnts.) 123 (vol. i).

-- Section B. Arbitration, Evidence taken (Ques.)
112 (vol. i).

Section B, Award of damages to contractors,
validity of, case submitted to Caunsel, &c. (M. for
copy) 131 (vol. i).

Section B, case submitted by Govt and contrac-
tors to Arbitrators, Evidence taken, &c. (M. for
copies) 206 (vol. i).

Section B, claim of contractors on which award
of 8395,600 was based (1. for copy) 134 (vol. i).

-- Section B, Engineers' Reps. on re-measurement
and re-classification, &c. (M. for copies) 121 (vol. i).

-- Section B, Judge Clarke's Rep. on Award to
contractors (Ques.) 78; (M. for copy) 132, 134 (vol. i).

--- Section B, opinion of Counsol as to binding
character of Award (Ques.) 77 (vol. i).

Section B, payment of Award of $395,600 to
contractors (Ques.) 77 (vol. i).

Timber dues to Govt. by Co. (Ques.) 479 (vol. i).
Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amts, to

M. for Ret., 100, 110 (vol. i).
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 969, 972, 984 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mir. Chapleau) in Com.

on Res., 274, 278, 280 (vol. i); on M. to conc. in Res.,
899 ; on M. for 2(, 1097 ; in Con., 1097-1105, 1110-
1117, 1123, 1127-1130; on M. for 30, 1286 ;(Amt.)
1291; neg. (Y. 59, N. 107) 1293 ; on Amt. (Mr. Mit-
chell) 3 m. b., to M. for 30, 1283 (vol. ii).

Civil Service B. (Ques.) 28 (vol. i).
Civil Service Examiners, in Con. of Sup., 984 (vol. ii)
Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1032 (vol. ii).
Customs, in Con. of Sup., 3237 (vol. iv).
Debates, Official Rep. if, First Rep. (remarks) 34 (vol.

i) ; on M. to cono. in Third Rep., 3360 (vol. iv).
Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees B. 26 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr. Blake) for Special
Con. to report to House, 71 (vol. i).

Deputy Speaker, on M. to appoint Malachy Daly, Esq.,
72 (vol. i); Salary, in Con. of Sup., 3351, 3354, 3357
(vol. iv).

Disturbance in the N.W., on Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M.
(Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. on Ways and Means,
768 (vol. i).

- - Stoney Indian rising (remarks) 863 (vol, ii),

Casey, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act to M. for resmng. adj. deb. for 20, 943 (ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 20,

1263-1266 ; in Com., "woman s ffrage," 1401-1408,
1459; "usufructuary," 1452, 1458; "owner," 1470;
"tenant," 1477; "person " ([ndian) 1496, 1528-1530,
1578, (Chinese) 1582, 1590; "farm," 1592; "actual
value," 1596, 1604; "qualifications in cities and
towns," 1739-1743 (vol. ii), 1828; ([ndians) 1837
(Amt.) 1845; "manhood suffrage," 1956-1959, 1988;
"qualifications in counties," 2052,2061; (Amts.) 2064,
2070, 2079, 2080, 2394; on disqualifying barristers,
2086; "who shall not vote," 2086, 2093; "registration
of voters," 2254-2258, 2270, 2272, 2282, 2283, (Amt.)
2288, 2290, 2308-2310; "revision of voters' lists,"
2321, 2323, 2325, 2333, 2343; " general provisions,"
2344, 2347, 2350; "officers and duties" (Indians)
2383-2385 (voL.iii); scarcity of copies of B. (remarks)
1131 ; on Ms. that Com. rise, 1422, 1497 (vol. ii), 2208
(vol. iii); on Ques. of Order, 1436, unparliamentary
language, 1466; (Ques. of Order) 1619 (vol. ii), 1825
(vol. iii); taking up items consecutively (remarks)
1471 (vol. ii); on ruling of Chairman (remarks) 1798
(vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com. on Res., 1307, 1309-1316 ; (Ques. of Order)
1317 (vol. ii).

Gosselin, Eugène, record in the matter of, on M. for
copy, 703 (vol. i).

G. T. R. mail trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival and
departure of, on M. for Ret., 817 (vol. ii).

Hughes, D. J., Charges against, on M. for Rot., 99 (i).
Infectious and Conts'gious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 41 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1068, 1072, 1087 (vol. ii);
on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to M. for 3°, 1326; on M. for
3B (Amt.) 1328; neg. (Y. 54, N. 91) 1332 (vol. ii).

Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costigan) in
Com. on Res., 2528 (vol. iii).

Interior, Dept. of, in CoS. of Sup., 969, 972 (vol. ii).
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Essex) on

M. for 20, 254 (vol. i).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 2798, 2802, 2807 (vol. iv).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on

prop. Rep., 1664; in Cam., 1663 (vol. ii).
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 3351, 3354, 3357 (iv).
Morgan, H. J., payment for "Annual Register," in Com.

of Sup., 3351 (vol. iv).
Mortuary Statistice, in Com. of Sup., 1030 (vol. ii).
O'Malley, Lieut.-Col., Charges against (M. for copy of
Rep. of Mlaj. Genl., 45 (vol. i).

Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1892 (vol. iii).
Port Moody, B.C., Dock, Tendersi for repair of (Ques.)

816 (vol. ii).
Pringle, H. H., of Cobourg, employment of, by Govté

(Ques.) 743 (vol. i).
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Casey, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
Printing and printing paper, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

2198, 2802, 2807 (vol. iv).
Railways in the 0o. of Grey, refund of Bonuses to Go.

Council, &c., on M. for copy of memorial, 60 (vol.i).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. Municipalities, memori-

als respecting, on M. for copy, 576 (vol. i).
Returns, incomplete, re N. W. Troubles (remarks) 1209

(vol. ii).
Returns, non-production of (remarks) 289, 427, 455 (i).
Ridgetown as a port of entry, Pets., &c. (M. flor copies*)

532 (vol. i).
Riel, Louis, employment of, by Govt. (Ques.) 743 (i).
Short Lino Ry., Plans and Reps. (Ques.) 567 (vol. i).
St. Thomas, Public Buildings at, amount expended, on

M. for Ret., 880 (vol. ii).
Stoney Indian rising in the N.W. (remarks) 863.
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Civil Service Examiners) 984; (Interior,
Dept. of) 969, 972 (vol. ii).

Art, Agriculture and Statistica (Archives, care of) 1024; (Colo-
nial Exhibitions) 1032 ; (Mortuary Statistics) 1030 (vol. ii);
Oustome, 3227 (vol. iv).

Legislation : Miscellaneous (printing and printing paper, &c.)
2798, 2802, 2807 (vol. iv).

Micellaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3?51, 3354, 3357 ; (pay
ment to H. J. Morgan, for "Annual Register ") 3351 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tarif : on M. (Sir Leonard TDlley)
for Com. (remarks) 539, 599-605, 633-641; on Amt.
(Mr. Blake) Disturbance in the N.W.T., 768 (vol. i);
in Com. (woollen rags) 788; (woollen fabrics) 797 (ii).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acts Amt. B. 118
(Mr. Costigan) on prop. Res., 835; in C>m., 1675 (ii).

Woollen rags, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783, 797
(vol. ii).

Casgrain, Mr. P. B., L'Islet.
Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M, (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) for Sp. Com., 47 (vol. i).
Canadian Ageat at Paris, appointmont of, on M. for

Papers, 935 (vol. ii).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on Son.

Amts., 2654 (vol. iv).
Cape St. Ignace, Station at (Ques.) 246 (vol. i).
Court of Claims for Can. B. 93 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on 1°, 450 (vol. i).
C. P. R. Short Lino Ry. from Montreal to the Atlantic,

on M. for Reps. of Govt. Engineers,-&c., 38 (vol. i).
DeChene, Capt. A. M., enquiry respecting (M. for copies

of complaint*) 30 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N. W., on Amt. (Mr. Blake) for Com.

on Ways and Means, 770 (vol. i).
Col. Oaimet's absence from Duty (remarks)

1167, 1205 (vol. ii).
- Distinctive rewards for Bravery (Ques.) 2359

(vol. iii).
Rlgin Station, L'Islet, orection of (Ques.) 148 (vol. i).
Employment of Piisoners without the walls of Gaola B.

87 (Mr. Caron) in Com., 1658 (vol. ii).

Casgrain, Mr. P. B.-Continued.
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on proposed Res.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 369 (vol. i).
Fabre, Mr., agent in Paris, Rep. of (Ques.) 290 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com, 1384; "woman suffrage," 132-5; "usufructu-
ary," 1447; "person " (Indian) 1516, 1519, 1536;
(Chinese) 1588; "farm," 1591; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1690-1692 (vol. ii) ; (Amt.) 1791 ;
"who shall not vote," 2099 (volè iii); on M. that
Com. rise, 1423; on Ques. of Order, unparliamentary
language, 1466; Appeal from Chair to House, 1511
(vol. ii).

Gold, Reserve, Govt., withdrawals, on M. for copies of
Cor., 355 (vol. i).

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 451 (vol. i).
Inspection of Banks, legislation respecting (Ques.) 51;

(prop. Res.) 81 (vol. i).
Lieut. Gov. of Quebec, Oath of Office (Ques.) 479 (vol. i).
Lower Traverse Lighthouse, Supply of wood to, M. for

Ret.*) 30 (vol. i).
Man. Indian Agency, management of, on M. for copy

of Rep. made by Govt. Commission, 62 (vol. i).
Post Offico a L village of Montmagny (Ques ) 246 (vol. i).
Railway from Montreal to the sea.board, on Res. (Mr.

Laurier) 198 (vol. i).
Returns, enquiry for, 363 (vol. i).
Short Lino Ry. to the sea coast, survey by Mr. Wick-

steed, C. E. (M. for copy of Rep.) 52; Plans, Reps.
&c. (Ques.) 246, 429, 479 (vol. i).

Stationery used in II. of C, expense of (Ques.) 290 (i).
St. Patrick's Day, on M. (Mr. Curran) for adjmt., 59 4 (i).
Superior Court of Quebec, Chief Justice (Quos.) t29 ().
SUPPLY:

Art, Agriculture and Statistics (Archives, care of) 1024; (Colo-
nial Exhibitions) 1035; (Mortuary Statistics) 1028 (vol. ii).

Miscellaneous (Relief of Distress in N.W.T.) 3455 (vol. iv).
Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction, limitation B. 68

(Mr. Landry, Montmagny) on M. to introd., 246 (i).
Translation of Debates and Votes and Proceedinge,

(remarks) 594 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff : on Res. (Mr. Blake).

(Disturbance in the N. W.) in Amt. to Com., 770 (i).

Catudal, Mr. M., Napierville.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"woman suffrage," 1441 (vol. ii).
French Canadians in Customs Dept. (Ques.) 2171 (iii).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animais

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1067, 1069, 1089; on M.
for 3° (Amt.) 1327; neg. (Y. 58, N. 89) 1328 (vol. ii).

Waterproof Blankets for Volunteers, purchase of(Ques.)
2171 (vol. iii).

Chairman, Mr.
[For Rulings, &c.,'see "Order," "Privilege " and "Pro.

cedure" under SuBsors.]



INDEX,

Chapleau, Hon. J. A., Terrebonne.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2467, 2470 (vol. iii).
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122, 20 m., 2476; in Com.,

2479-2483 (vol. iii).
B. C. Penitentiary, suspension of Rules, on M. for copies

of Cor., 824 (vol. ii).
Canadian Agent at Paris, appointment of, on M. for

Papers, 933 (vol. ii).
C. P. R., on Resolutions respecting further Loan

(speech) 2565-2586; in Com., 2731, 2732 (vol. iv).
Chinese Commissioners' Rep. (Ans.) 212; on presenta.

tion of (remarks) 235 (vol. i).
-- Commission, rooms rented and payment of

Secretary (Ans.) 567 (vol. i).
-- Immigration, legislation respecting (Ans.)

505, 632 (vol. i).
Restriction (B. 124, 11) 1037 (vol. ii); wthdn.,

3023 (vol. iv).
Restriction (B. 156) prop. Res., 3002; in Com.,

on Res. and 1°* of B., 3023 ; 2° and in Com., 3050;
Order for 30 dschgd., 3075 (vol. iv).

Interpreter, prop. Res., 2421 (vol. iii) ; in Com.
on Res., 3024 (vol. iv).

Civil Govt., in Com. of Sap., 900, 914, 973-976, 983-985
(vol. ii).

Civil Service Acts Amt. (B. 31, 10) 101; prop. Res.
and in Com., 273-27 7, 279, 282 (vol. i) ; M. to conc.
in Res., 889; >° m., 1095; in Cam., 1097-1106,
1109-1122, 1126-1130 ; 3° m., 1281 ; on Order for 3°
(M. to recom) 1281; in Com., 1282 (vol. ii); on Sen.
Amts., 1823; M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 2396 (iii).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sap., 973-976,
983-985 (vol. ii).

Criminal Laws of Canada, 1869-1871, publication in
French (Ans.) 246 (vol. i).

Dept. of Sec. of State Acte Amt. (B. 102, 1°) 629 (vol. i).
Deptl. Contingencies (Sec. of State) in Com. of Sap.,

904 (vol. ii).
Duties on Hay, Cor. between Canada and U.S., on M.

for copies, 444 (vol. i).
Fabre, M., agent in Paris, Rep. of (Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr.

Laurier) to M. for 2, 1171-1177; in Com., "person "
(Chinese) 1590; on Ques. of Order, reading extracta,
1461 (vol. ii).

G. T. R., imperfect Rets. presented by Mr. ickson
(remarks) 862 (vol. ii).

Immigration, in Com. of Sup , 2834, 2839, 2842 (vol. iv).
Imperial Federation, Cor. between High Commissioner

and Govt. (Ans.) 51 (vol. j).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases Affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1090, 1092 (vol. ii).
Jones, W. H., Sec. of State's Dept., superannuation of

(Ans.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Land Grant and Land Grant Bonds to Rys. in Man. and

N. W., on M. for Rot., 95 (vol. i).

Chapleau, Hon. J. A.-Continued.
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) in Com., 497, 499, 502 (vol. i).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 2797, 2804 (vol. iv).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. .Macdonald) on

prop. Res., 1663; in Com., 1668 (vol. ii).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sap., 2797 (vol. iv).
Message from His Ex., Chinese Commissioners' Rep.

(presented) 234 (vol. i).
Offences Against the Person B. 123,2 m., 2767 (vol. iv).
Official Reporters of the Debates, employment of, during

recess (Ans.) 77 (vol. i).
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sup., 987 (vol. ii).
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1892-1894 (iii).
Proofs of Entries in Books of °Accounts (B. 113, 19*)

964 (vol. ii.); 2° ri., 2397, 2465 (vol. iii).
Printing and printing paper, &c., in Com. of Sap., 2804

(vol. iv).
Returns, Imperfect (remarks) 67, 534 (vol. i); 862 (ii).
Returns, non.production of (remarks) 211, 504 (vol. i);

1206 (vol. ii).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 987

(vol. ii).
Sec. of State, Dept. of, Act. Ant. (B. 102, 10) 629; 2°

m., 894 (vol. ii).
Sec. of State, Dept. of, in Coin. of Sap., 900 (vol. ii).
Sec. of State's Rep. (presented) 127 (vol. i).
Sunday Excursions prohibition B. 19 (Mr. Charlton) on

M. for 20, 264 (vol. i).
Superintendents of Letter Carriers (prop. Res.) 218; in

Com., 270 (vol. i); (M. to conc. in Res.) 889 (ii).

SUPLY :

Civil Govi. (Civil Service Examiners) 973-976, 983-985; (Sec. of
State, Dept. of) 900, (contingencies) 914 (vol. ii).

Immigration 2834, 2839, 3812 (vol. iv).
Legislation.: Miscellaneous (Library, Salaries, &c.) 2797;

(Printing and printing paper, &c.), 2804 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries (St. Vincent de Paul) 987 (vol. ii).

Treasury Board, Constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard
Tilley) in Com., 1671 (vol. ii).

Wi it for Lévis County, issue of (Ans.) 633 ; (remarks)
661 (vol. i).

Charlton, Mr. J., North Norfolk.
Agricultural, Timber, Pasture and Mineral Lands and

Town sites (M. for Ret.*) 209 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamison) on

Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) to M. for 3°, 1061 (i).
C. P. R., Amounts due Contractors, &c., non-payment

of, by CO. (M. for Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).
-- Debt, floating and unsecured (Ques.) 219 (vol.

i) ; 1677 (vol. ii.)
-- Laborers' Wages, payment of, on construction

(Ques.) 290 (vol. i).
Loan (Ques.) 29 (vol. i); payment of interest

on, 1131 (vol. ii).

xxx
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Charlton, Mr. J.-Continued.

C.P.R., Interest, payment of by Co. (Ques.) 1677 (ii).
Resolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, Buron) 2676-2688; in Com., 2731; on
M. to conc. in Res., 2860 ; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 53,N. 91)
2861 (vol. iv).

Sums paid or advanced to Co. as Interest or
Subsidy (Ques.) 1677 (vol. ii).

Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. to M.
for Stmnt., 103 (vol. i).

Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for 2°, 2439
(vol. iii).

Çivil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) on Amt.
(Mr. Mitchell) 3 m. h., to M. for 30, 1283 (vol. ii).

Coal Lands, Sales and Leases (M. for Stmnt.*) 209 (i).
Cruelty to Animals, prevention (B. 47, 1°*) 147 (i).
Culling and Meadiring Timber B. 154 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com. on Res., 2476 (vol. iii); on M. for 30, 3043 (iv),
Debates, Official Rep., on First Rep. (remarks) 34 (vol. i).
Debt of Can., Floating and Unfunded (Ques.) 2465 (iii).
Disturbance in the N. W., Engagement at Duck Lake,

despatch of Troops (remarks) 791; cost of Expedi-
tion (Ques.) 1678 (vol. ii).

Dredging, conc., 2923 (vol. iv).
Life-boats, Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2946 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1158-1160; in Com·
" woman suffrage," 1390, 1439; "person " (Indian)
1503, 1523; (Chinese) 1587; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1608, (Amt.) 1623 (vol. ii),
1770-1773; (Indians) 1850, 1864-1871; "manhood
suffrage," 1947-1952; " registration of voters,"
2279, 2282, 2286, 2287, (Amt.) 2288, 2289, 2306-
2308, (Amt.) 2317; " revision of votera' lists,"
2340, 2350; "general provisions," 2344, (Amt.) 2344;
" appeal," 2363; " officers and duties" (Indians)
2377; " offences," 2390 (vol. iii); on M. for3° (Amt.)
3053, neg. (Y. 51, N. 96) 3053 (vol. iv); on Ms.
that Com. rise, 1423, 1436, 1500, 1529 (vol. ii);
(personal explanation) 1872; (Ques. of Order) 1920
(vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets. (remarks) 1856 (vol. iii); on personal
explanation of Mr. Sproule, 2772 (vol. iv).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi.
gan) in Com. on Boa., 1307, 1308, 1312 .(vol. iii).

Govt. Loans (Ques.) 2465 (vol. iii).
Govt. Notes in circulation (Ques.) 2465 (vol. iii).
Grazing Land Leases, geographical position, &c. (M.

for Ret.*) 209 (vol. i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2813 (vol. iv).
Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (Mr.

Casgrain) 84 (vol. i).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1079 (vol. ii).

Charlton, Mr. J.-Continued
Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

ILangevin) on prop. Res., 2449-2452 (vol. iii); on Aimt.
(Mr. Blake) to M. for 30, 2893 (vol. iv).

Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 2796, 2798 (vol. iv).
Letter Postage, reduction of (M. for copies of Cor., &o.)

291 (vol. i).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796, 2798 (iv).
Licenses or Permits to cut Timber, &c., applications

for, and not granted (M. for Rets.*) 209 (vol. i).
Loans obtained by Govt. from Banks, &c. (Ques.)

1305 (vol. ii).
Loan of £4,000,000 recently effected (Ques.) 2998 (iv).
Loans to Govt., Temporary (Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Man. Indian Agency, management of (M. for copy of

Rep. made by Govt. Commission) 61; wthdn., 67 (i).
National Policy pamphlet (M. for copy*) 124 (vol. i)
North-West Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on M. to cono. in Res., 2426 (iii).
Observance of the Lord's Day (B. 19, 10*) 46; 2° m.,

256; neg. on a div., 266 (vol. i).
Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sup., 2946 (vol. iv).
Offences against the Person B. 123 (Sir John A. Macdon.

ald) on M. for 2°, 2767; in Com. (Amt.) 2767; on M.
for 3° (Am t.) nog. (Y. 58, N. 72) 2767 (vol. iv).

Order Paper, omission from, of a question (remarks)
2774; (explanation) 2854 (vol. iv).

Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1891 (vol iii).
Pensions, cono., 2765 (vol. iv).
Post Office Savings Banks Deposits (Ques.) 2359, 2465

2559 (vol. iii).
Privilege, Ques. of, on article in Toronto News (Ques. of

Order) 1680 (vol. ii).
Protestant Volunteers in the 65th Battalion, remarks

on newspaper paragraph, 2998 (vol. iv).
Publie Debt of Canada (Ques.) 29, 76 (vol. i); 927 (vol.

ii); 2465 (vol. iii).
Public Expenditure, on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

in Amt. for Com. of Sup., 2883-2889 (vol. iv).
Public Works, cone., 2923 (vol. iv).
Receipts and Expenditures, Consolidated Fund (Ques.)

1677 (vol. ii).
Reciprocal Trade Relations between U.S. and Canada

(M. for Ret.*) 1444 (vol. ii).
iReturns, enquiries for 1038, 1608 (vol. ii); 1955

(vol. iii) ; 2676, 3000 (vol. iv).
Seduction and like Offences (B. 27, 1°) 76; 2° m., 619 (i).
Sunday Excursions, prohibition (B. 19, 1°*) 46; 2° .,

256; neg. on a div., 266 (vol. i).
SUPPLY :

Immigration, 2813 (vol. iv).
Legislation, : Miscellaneoua (Library, Salaries, te.) 2798, 2798

(vol. iv).
Ocan and River Service (Lifeboats, Stations, &c.) 2946 (vol. lv).
Pensions (Veterans of 1812) conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
Publie Works-Income : Dredging, conc., 2923 (vol. iT).
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INDEX.
Charlton, Mr. J.-Continued.

Tomporary Loans to Govt. by Banks (Ques.) 350 (i).
Timber Licenses and Permits granted on Lands out-

side of disputod Territory (M. for Rets.*) 209 (vol. i).
in the N.W. (M. for Ret.), 30, 121 (vol. i).

-- issued since Jan., 1882, in N.W.T., &c. (Ques.)
863 (vol. ii).

- or Berths in B.C., total applications, date,
names and addresses, &o., (K. for ]Ret.*) 210 (vol. i).

Ventilation of the Chamber (remarks) 2676 (vol. iv).
Veterans of War of 1812, conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
Volunteers in the 65th Battalion, Protestant (remarks)

2998 (vol. iv).
Washington Treaty, termination of Fishery Clauses,

on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks) 2902 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 463-418 (vol. i) ; in Com. (woollen
fabrics) 796 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1672 (vol. ii).

Woollen Fabrios, in Com. on Ways and Means, 796
(vol. ii).

Cochrane, Mr. E., East Northumberland.
Debates, Official Rep., on Amt. (Mr. Tassé) to M. to

conc. in 3rd Rep. of Com., 3368 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY :

Canals-Capital (Murray) 3307 (vol. iv).
Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examiners) 973 (vol. ii).

Cockburn, Mr. A. P., North Ontario.
C. P. R. Rets. ordered by House since date of Contract,

on M. for SLmnt., 4S4 (vol. i).
-- Trestles and Bridges, number of, on M. for

Stmnt., 112 (vol. i).
Forests, protection of, J. H. Morgan's Rep. (M. for

copies) 202 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

2°, 1258; in Com., " woman suffrage," 1438 (vol. ii).
Indian A dvancement Act of 1884, application of (Ques.)

77 (vol. i.)
Morgan, J. H., services as Forestry Commissioner

(Ques.) 77 (vol. i).
Murray Canal Route, Cor. and Pets. (M. for Ret.*)

1442 (vol. ii).
Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,

Renfrew) 1217 (vol. ii).
Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. 133 (Mr.

McLelan) on prop. Res., 1279 (vol. ii).
Trent Valley Canal, occupation of building by Govt.

employés (Ms. for copies of Cor., &o.) 56, 202 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leonard

TIley) for Com., 715-719 (vol. i).

Colby, Mr. C. C., Stanstead.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 963 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2663 (vol. iv).
Infetious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1087 (vol. ii).

Colby, Mr. C. C.-Continued.
Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 25 (Mr. White, Renfrew) on

M. for 2°, 269 (vol. i).
Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 64 (Mr. McCarthy) on M.

for 2°, 623 (vol. i).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins) in

Com., 1350 (vol. ii).
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic ports, in Com. on

Res., 2982-2987; on Amt. (Mr Langelier) to M. to
con. in Res., 3277-3281 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)
in Com. on Res., 2982-2987; on Amt. (Mr. Langelier)
to M. to conc. in Res., 3277-3281 (vol. iv).

Cook, Mr. H. H., East &imcoe.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. UMacdonald) in Com.,

" person " (Chinese) 1590 (vol. ii); "registration of
voters," 2213-2216 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1308 (vol. ii).

Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1085-1090 (vol. ii).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 64 (Mr. McCarthy) on M.
for 2°, 627 (vol. i).

Privilege, Ques. of, re Col. Amyot and movement of
Troops (remarks) 1336 (vol. ii).

Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, mem-
orials respecting (M. for copy) 569; (reply) 592 (i).

Steamboat ,Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. 133 (Mr.
McLelan) on prop. Res., 1280 (vol. ii).

Costigan, Hon. J., Victoria, Y. B.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c. (B. 143) in Com.,

2751 (vol. iv).
Adulteration of Food, in Com. of Sap., 3242 (vol. iv).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 955 (vol. ii).
Canned Goods (B. 142, 1°*) 2345; in Com., 2767 (iv).
Canned Goods, Law respecting (Ans.) 57 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1122 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Inland Revenue Act, 1883, Amt. (B. 146), 2°

m., 2935; in Com., 2968-2971; M. to conc. in Son.
Amt., 3433 (vol. iv).

Culling and Measuring Timber A ots Amt. (B. 154) 20 m.
and in Com., 3043 (vol. iv).

Culling Timber, in Com. of Sup., 3241 (vol. iv).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3234 (vol. iv).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sap., 916-921 (vol. ii).
Dep. Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3355, 3357 (iv).
Disturbance in the N.W.,Dumont, Gabriel, Ferry license

granted to (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 3241 (vol. iv).
Excise Revenue for 6 months, 1884-1885 (An.) 290 (i).
Fish Inspector in the City of St. John (Ans.) 2997 (iv).
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INDEX.
Costigan, Hon. J.-Continued.

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald') on M. that
Com. rise, 1502 (vol. ii) ; in Con., " qualifications of
voters in cities and towns," 1990; "revision of
voters' lists," 2343 (vol. iii).

Gas and Gas Meters Inspection Act Amt. B. 119 (prop.
Res.) 837 (vol. ii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (prop. Res.)
1306; in Com., 1307-1312, 1315, 1319 (vol. ii).

Inland Revenue Çollector at Summerside, P.E.I. (Ans.)
350 (vol. i).

Inland Revenue, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 901, 916-
921 (vol. ii); Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. i).

Inspection of Staples, in Con. of Sup., 3241 (vol. iv).
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Essex) on

M. for 2°, 255 (vol. i).
Kinnee, D., increase of salary, in Cem. of Sup., 3457 (iv).
License Commissioners in Essex (Ans.) 606 (vol. i).
License Inspectors, pay of, under Act of 1833 (Ans.)

1568 (vol. ii).
Liquor License Act, cone., 3398; in Com. of Sup.

3421 (vol. iv).
Returns, non-production of (remarks) 428 (vol. i).
Scott Act, prosecutions under (Ans.) 41 (vol. i).
Spirits taken out of Bond (Stmnt.) 3395 (vol. iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 15 ý (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2977 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Canals-Income : Welland (land damages) conc., 3433 (vol. iv).
Civil Government (Inland Revenue, Dept. of) 901, contingencies,

916-921 (vol ii).
Collection of Revenues (Adulteration of Food) 3242 ; (Oulling

Timber) 3241 ; (Oustoms) 3234 ; (Ercise) 3241 ; (Inspection
of Staples) 3241 ; (Weights and Measures and Gas) 3241,
3457 (vol. iv).

Liquor License Act, conc., 3398; (administration of) 3421 (vol. iv).
Misellaneou8 (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3355, 3357 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-in Com. (whiskey) 3226, 3231 (iv).
Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sup., 3241

(vol. iv)s
Weights and Measures Inspection Acts Amt. (B. 118)

prop. Res., 832-837; 10* of B., 837; in Com., 1672
(vol. ii).

Welland Canal, land damages, conc., 3433 (vol. iv).

Coughlin, Mr. T., North Middlesex.
Carriers by Land (B. 5, 10*) 29; 2° m., 102 (vol. i).

Coursol, Mr. C. J., East Montreal.
Disturbance in the N. W., criticisms of Press as to

cause, and slur on French Members commanding
Battalions, 888 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for
20, 1248; in Com., " woman suffrage," 1389 (vol. ii).

Supreme Court Apellate Juriadiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) on M. for 20, 169 (vol. i).

Curran, Mr. J. J., Centre Montreal.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. MWil) to M. for 3O, 3431 (vol. iv).

Curran, Mr. J. J.-Continued.
Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M. (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) for Special Com., 48 (vol. i).
Can. Co-operative Sap. Association (B. 81, 10*) 349 (i).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on Sen.

AMts., 2664 (vol. iv).
Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 21

(Amt.) 6 m. h., 284; neg. (Y. 64, N. 74) 289 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. (hapleau) in Com.,

on Res., 275 (vol. i); in Com., 1125 (vol. ii).
Deputy Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3356 (iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., Victoria Rifles, Montreal

(Ques.) 1983 (vol. iii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" woman suffrage," 1408; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1623-1626 (vol. ii).

Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2811, 2831 (vol. iv).
Insolvent Debtors' Assets Distribution (B.4, 1°*) 29 (i).
Martin, John, continuation of Pension to Widow of (M.

for copies of Pets.*) 201 (vol. i).
Nav. of River St. Lawrence B. 159 (Mr. McLelan) on

Order for 2°, 3436 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, veracity questioned (remarks) 725

(vol. i).
Royal Canadian Insurance Co.'s Capital Stock Reduction

(B. 43, 10*) 125 (vol. i).
St. Patrick's Day (M. for adjmit.) 593 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Immigration, 2811, 2831 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Deputy Speaker's Salary) 3356 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Apellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
Montnagny) on M. for 20, 161 (vol. i).

Supreme Court, contestod cases before, and judgments
(M. for Rot.) 210 (vol. i).

Ways and Means-T he Tariff : on M.(Sir Leonard Tilley)
for Com., 521-527 (vol. i).

Daly, Mr., M. B.. Halifax (DEPUTY SPEAKER).
Sable Island, telegraphic communication with (Ques.)

57 (vol. i).
Subsidies to Rys. B. 158 (Sir lector Langevin) on Amt.

(Mr. Kirk) on M. to conc. in Amts., 3402 (vol. iv).
[For Rulings see " Order," " Privilege " and " Pro-

cedure," under SUBJECTS.]

Davies, Mr. L. H., Queen's, P.E.L
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2467, 2468, 2471, 2474, 2541 (vol. iii).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Con. on Amt. (Mr. Townshend) 1051; on Amt. (Mr.
White, Cardwell) 1061 ; on Amt. (Mr. Macdonald,
King's) 1062 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2656 (vol. iv).

C. P. R. Resolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, Euron) 2692, 2702; in Com., 2739,
2741, 2744, 2745; on M. to conc. in Res., 2863 (iv).

Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2534,
2536-2540 (vol. iii).

Cape Tormentine Ry., connection (ques.) 2997 (iv).

et.
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Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.
Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. McCarthy) on Amt. (Mr.

Curran) 6 m. h., to M. for 21, 288 (vol. i).
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 907-911, 913,914, 916, 918,

922-924 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (-Mr. Chapleau) in Com.

on !Res., 276, 281 (vol. i) ; on M. for 30 of B., 1296;
(Amt.) 1297; neg. (Y. 57, N. 103) (vol. ii) 130).

Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B.20 (Sir Leonard
Tilley) in Com., 2431, 2434-2437; on Amat. (.Mr. Ives)
2770 (vol. iv).

Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., cut in the Ice B. 22
(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton) in Com., on Amt. (Mr. Hall)
150 (vol. i).

Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 914, 916, 918,
922-924 (vol. ii).

Dom. Buildings i Charlottetown, construction of
(Ques.) 1039 (vol. ii).

Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 384 (vol. i).

Explosive Substances B. 95 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in
Com., 1167 (vol. ii).

Fisheries, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 911 (vol. ii).
Flag !Çreaty between U.S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 222 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Ant. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1153-1156; in Com.,
"woman suffrage," 1418, 1458; "tenant," 1476,
1478; "occupant," 1483; "person" (Indians) 1576
(Chinese) 1583; "farm," 1592; " farmers' sons,"
1594; "qualifications in cities and towns," 1638-
1643 (rl. ii), 1824-1828, 1939-1945; " manhood
suffrage," 1987, 1991, 1992,1996; "qualifications in
counties," 2054, 2058, 2066-2069, 2071, (Amt.) 2072-
2074, 2077; "who shall not vote," 2090, 2096
(Indians) 2157-2160, (Amt.) 2160; "registration
of voters," 2210, (Amt.) 2211, 2229, 2230, (Amt.)
2234, 2269, 2271-2273, 2280, (Amt.) 2281, 2286,
2287, 2289, 2291, (Anit.) 2292, 2301, 2313, 2316,
(Amt.) 2318I; "revision of votera' lists," 2326, 2329,
2331, 2347; "general provisions," 2353; "appeal,'
2361; " Iofficers and duties" (Indians) 2378, 2389 (vol.
iii); on Ms. that Com. rise, 1423, 1496, 1497, 1501,
1527, 1529 (vol. ii), 2137, 2208 (vol. iii) ; on Ques.
of Order, 1435-1436, 1437; reading extracts, 1462,
1465 (vol. ii), 1921 (vol. iii); irregularity of proce-
dure 1470 ; (explanation) 1658 (vol. ii); ruling of
Chairman (remarks) 1800 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) on prop. Res., 1307; in Com., 1308. 1315, 1319,
1320 (vol. ii); in Com. on B., 2518-2551 (vol. iii).

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 453 (vol. i).
Harbor Master at Halifax B. 148 (Mr. McLelan) on M.

for Com. on Res., 2522 (vol. iii).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2835,2845-2849, 2852 (iv).
Infections and Contagions Diseases Affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1067, 1090, 1093; on Amt.
(Mr. Casey) to M. for 30, 1331; on M. for 3° (Amt.
neg. (Y. 50, N. 84) 1334 (vol. i).

Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.
1. C. R., Freight and Passenger Earnings, &c. (I. for

Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Judges in N. B., appointment for year's circuit (Ques.)

568 (vol. i).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) in Com., 497 (vol. i).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 2796, 2804, 2805 (vol. iv).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on

prop. Res., 1664 (vol. ii).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) in Com. on Res., 2556 (vol. iii); on M. to
conc. in Res., 2756 (vol. iv).

Marine, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 907-911 (vol. ii).
Offences against the Person (aesault and battery) Act

Amt. B. 42 (Mr. Tupper) on M. for 2°, 218 (vol. i).
Piers and Wharves in P. B. I., expenditure on mainten-

ance and construction (M. for -Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).
P.E.I. Ry., Cape Traverse Branch, payment of laborers

on (M. for copies of Pets., &c.) 143 (vol. i).
-- Freight and Passengor Earnings, &c. (M. for
]Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).

Printing and printing paper, in Com. of Sup., 2804 (iv).
Public Worxs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 913 (vol. ii).
Reciprocity with the U.S. (Res. in Amt. to Com. of

Sup.) 995-1001; neg. (Y. 58, N. 98) 1023, (vol. ii).
Refund of Duties to merchants and fishermen in P.E.I.,

Commissioner's Rep. (M. for copy) 831 (vol. ii).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co's B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins) in

Com., 1318, 1351 (vol. ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government: Deptl. Contingencies (Agriculture) 922,
(Customs) 916, 924, (Inland Revenue) 918, 919, (Privy
Council) 914, (Sec. of State) 914; (Fisheries, Dept. of) 911 ;
(Marine, Dept. of) 907-911, (contingencies) 923; (Publie
Works, Dept. of) 913 (vol. ii).

Immigration, 2835, 2845-2849, 2852 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Library, Salaries, &c.) 2796;

(Printing and Printing Paper, &c.) 2804-2805 (vol. iv).

Statutes of Can., Revision of, Commissioners' Rep., on
M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to conc. in Mess. from
Sen., 781 (vol. ii).

Summary Proceedings before Magistrates B. 128 (Mr.
Caron) on M. for 2° and in Com., 2829 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Apellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr Landry,
Montmagny) on M. for 21, 162 (vol. i).

Three .Rivers Harbor Commissioners' Loan B. 150 (Mr.
Bowell) in Com. on Res., 2555 (vol. iii).

Trade Relations between Canada and the U. S. (Ques.)
1387 (vol. ii).

Treaty Negotiations by Sir Ambrose Shea (Ques.)
1387 (vol. ii).

Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses, on
M. for Com. of Sup., 2897 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 545-555 (vol. i).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acta. Amt. (B. 118)
(Mr. Costigan) on prop. Res., 837 (vol. ii).

xxxiv



INDEX.

Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.
Wharves and Docks in Navigable Waters B. 18 (Mr.

Tupper) on M. for 20, 216 (vol. i).
Wharves on P. E. I., Grant for construction (Ques.)

351 (vol. i).

Dawson, Mr. S. J., Algoma.
C. P. R., Resolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, Buron) 2718-2720 (vol. iv).
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 3409 (vol. iv).
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 3309 (vol. iv).
Customs Collections in Algoma (M. for Ret.) 39 (i).
Debates, Official Rep., on Amt. (Mr. Tassé) on M. to

conc. in Third Rep. of Com., 3368 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., on Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M.

(Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. on Ways and Means,
769 (vol. i).

Troops, Transport of (remarks) 887, 1380 (vol. ii).
Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 2953' (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20, 1160 ; in Com.
" woman suffrage," 1408 ; " owner," 1473 ; " per-
son " (Indian) 1486, 1491, 1492, 1521, 1569 (expla-
nation) 1503 (vol ii); " qualifications in cities and
towns," 1775; "I manhood suffrage," 1979; (Indians)
2006-2008, 2012; " in counties " 2078; " who shall
not vote" (Indians) 2122, 2149; " registration of
voters," 2248-2268, 2298; " officers and duties"
(Indians) 2369, 2387 (vol. iii); " preamble," 2758
(vol. iv); (Ques. of Order) 2143 (vol. iii).

Hudson Bay Expedition, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2816 (vol. iv).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 3243, 3392 (vol. iv).
Keewatin, Govt. of, in Com. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service,in Com. of Sup.,2952 (iv).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

3048 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sup.,2947 (vol. iv).
Ontario's Boundaries (remarks) on M. for Com. of Sup.,

3438 (vol. iv).
Ont., Westerly Boundary of, shorthand notes of argu-

ment before P. C., on M. for copies, 440 (vol. i).
Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr White,

Renfrew) 1218 (vol. ii).
Port Arthur Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 2917 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. ;of, paragraph in Globe newspaper

(remarks) 247 (vol. i); article in Port Arthur Eerald
(remarks) 3162 (vol. iv).

Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, mem-
orials respecting, on M. for copy, 587 (vol. i).

Representation in Parlt. of the N. W. T., on Res. (Mr.
Cameron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 3408 (vol. iv).

Sault Ste. Marie Bridge Co.'s (B. 52, 1°*) 170 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Dept. of Interior) 3409 (vol. iv).
Coalection of Revenues (Post Office) 3309 (vol. iv).
Fisheries (Fish-breeding, &c.) 2953 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2816 (vol. iv).
Iniese (Assisanoe to institutions) 3392 (vol. iv).

Dawson, Ir. S. J.-Continued.
Indian Affairs (Grant to supplement Fund) 3243 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lighthouses and Fog Alarma,

constr.) 2952 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Govt. of Keewatin) 3244 ; (Hudson Bay Expedi-

tion) 3245 (vol. iv).
Ocean and Rtver Service (Life-boats, Stations, &c.) 2917 (vol. lv).
Public Works-Capital: Port Arthur (construction of harbcr)

2917 (vol. iv).

TVays and Aleans-The Tariff: on Amt. (Mr. Blake)
to M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. 769 (vol.i); in
Con. (steel) 810 (vol. ii).

De St. Georges, Mr. J. E. A., Portneuf.
Custons Department, French Canadian employés

(Ques.) 1914 (vol. iii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" person " (indian) 1533 (vol. ii).
Indian Lands sold in the Viger Agency (M. for

Stmnt.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Lebol, Antoine, Indian Agent, acting without sureties

(Ques.) 1211 (vol. ii).
Pointe aux Trembles, construction of Wharf (M. for

copies of Cor.) 234 (vol. i).
Railway from Montreal to the sea-board, on Res. (Mr.

Laurier) 195 (vol. i).
Supervisor of Cullers, accounts due to (M. for Ret.*)

1443 (vol. ii).

Desaulniers, Mr. A. L., Maskinongé.
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langei)

in Com. on Res., 2995 (vol. iv).

Desjardins, Mr. A., Hochelaga.
Copyright, Law of, on prop. Res. (Mr. Edgar) 711 (i).
Debates, publishing of, in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. ii).
Disturbance in the N.W., treatment of natives by the

Volunteers, 2998 (vol. iv).
Election Expenses, in Comn. of Sup., 3452 (vol. iv),
Fabre, Mr., Salary, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" usufructuary," 1451, 1455 (vol. ii).
International Coal Co.'s (B. 51, 10*) 170 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Supreme Court Judgment

(Ques.) 29 (vol. i).
Mail Subsidies, &c., in Com. of Sap., 2942 (vol. iv).
Model Farm, Establishment of, in Com. of Sup., 3453.

(vol. iv).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, memor-

ials respecting, on M. for copy, 587 (vol. i).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. (B. 61,

1°*) *188 (vol. i); notice of prop. Amt., 1210; in
Com., 1348 (vol. ii).

SUPPLY:
Legslaion: H. of 0. (Debsates, publishing) 991 (vol. ii); (Eleo.

tion Expenses) 3452 (vol. iv); (Salaries) 991 (vol. ii).
MAiscellaneous (Establishment of a Model Farm) 3453 (vol. lv).

(Fabre, Mr., salary and contingencies) 3244 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamskip Subventions (France and Québec)

fortnightly line) 2938, 2942 (vol. iv).
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Dickinson, Mr. M. K., Russell.
Dom. Drainage Co. incorp. (B. 28, 1°*) 88 (vol. i); M.

for Com., 1386 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 729-733 (vol. i).

Dodd, Mr. M., Cape Breton.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Mr. Trow's

pair with Mr. Williams (remarks) 1470 (vol. ii).
Life-saving Apparatus in C.B. (Ques.) 289 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, on personal explanation of Mr.

Edgar, 1955 (vol. iii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir fector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2977 (vol. iv).

Dundas, Mr. 3. B., South Victoria, Ont.
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi.

gan) in Com. on Res., 1309 (vol. ii).
G. T. R. Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival and

departure of, on M. for Rot., 818 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-In Com., 776 (vol. i) ; (woollen fab-

rica) 796 (vol. ii).

Dupont, Mr. F., Bagot.
Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on M. to adjn. deb., 3432 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1234 (vol. ii).
Infectious and Contagious Diseasos affocting Animals B.

44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1070 (vol. ii).

Edgar, Mr. J. D., West Ontario.
Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2962, 2965 (vol. iv).
Cape Breton Ry., construction (Ques.) 2239 (vol. iii).
Colonization Co.'s, modification of agreements (Ques.)

2241 (vol. iii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2434 (vol. iii).
Copyright, Law of (prop. Res., 708-711 (vol. i).
C. P. R., Ability of Co. to faili engagements under prop.

Res. (Ques.) 2238 (vol. iii).
-- Co.'s Acta Amt. B. 153 (Mr. Pope) on M. for 2D,
3024-3026 (vol. iv).

-- Connection with Quebec (Ques.) 2239 (vol. iii).
--- Curves, Grades and Tangents (Ques.) 2239 (iii).
-- Eastern Section, quantities, classifications, and

prices, Engineers' Estimates (M. for copies) 299 (i).
Eastern Section, Western Division (f. for copies

of Estimates, &c.) 302 (vol. i).
-- Location in B.C., Change of (Ques.) 2239 (iii).
-- Progress Estimates, Eastern Section (Ques.)

235 (vol. i).
Rolling Stock on Eastern Section, Change in

Western Division (M. fr Ret.) 302 (vol. i).
Section B., Award of 834,179.17, credits in

Public Accounts (Ques.) 114 (vol. i).
-- Trestles and Bridges, number of (f. for Stma t.)

100, 105 (vol. i).

Edgar, Mr. J. D.-Continued.
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sap., 913 (vol. ii).
Dep. Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3353 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N.W., Col. Otter's march to Battle-

ford (remarks) 1386 (vol. i).
Civil Service Volunteers (remarks) 3043 (iv).
Poundmaker, Surrendor of prisoners by (Ques.)

2005 (vol. iii).
-- Res. (Mr. Blake) want of Confidence, on M.
to adjn. deb., 3212 (vol. iv).

Dom. Drainage Co.'s B. 28 (Mr. Ilaggart) on M. for
20, 1007 (vol. ii).

Dom. Lands in B. C., Timber dues (Ques.) 2240 (vol. iii).

Evangelical Lutheran Church of Can. B. 60 (Mr. Mc
Carthy) in Com., 693 (vol. i).

Evans Divorce (B. 106, 1° on a div.) 672; 20 agreed to
(Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (vol. i).

Export Duty on Oak, Pine and Spruce Logs (M. for
Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).

Federation of the Empire, proposals for (Ques.) 51 (i).
Fisheries Protection in the N. W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 702 (vol. i),
Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 2953 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (&r John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr.

(Laurier) to M. for 2°, 1197-1200; in Com., "woman
suffrage," 1399; "owner," 1473; "occupant," 1484;
"person " (Indian) 1553, (Chinese) 1582, 1584 (vol.
ii); "farm," 2393; "qualifications in counties,"
"Imanhood suffrage " 1968-1970, 1993, 2001, (Amt.)
2003, (Indian) 2022, 2053, 2066, 2080, 2394; "regis-
tration of votera," 2282, 2289, 2305, 2312, 2316-
2319; "revision of votera' lista," 2330, 2331, 2334,
2337 (vol. iii); on M. to refer back to Comi.,
3052; on Amt. (Mr. McIntyre) to M. for 3°,
30ò7 (vol. iv); on ruling of Chairman (remarks)
1799 ; (personal explanation) 1872 (vol. iii) ; (Ques.
of Order) 1510; appeal from Chair to House, 1510
(vol, ii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuipeness of Signatures
(remarks) 2025, 2274, 2319 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874> Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com. on Res., 1320 (vol. ii).

Imperial Federation, Cor. between igh Commissioner
and Govt. (Ques.) 51 (vol. i).

Insolvency, attention of Govt. called to Rep. of Com.,
1095 (vol. ii).

-- Legislation (Ques.) 1038 (vol. ii).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, Loan Co.'s, &c. (B. 127,

1°) 1094 (vol. ii).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, &c., Act Amt. (B. 66,

1°) 235 (vol. i).
I. C. R., Sale of Tickets on Chatham Branch (Ques.)

2238 (vol. iii).
Land Grants to Rys. B. 147 (Sir Bector Langevin) in

Com. on Res., 2518, 2521, 2533 (vol. iii).
Northern and Pacific Junction Ry. and the C. P. R.

(Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1893 (vol. iii).
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Edgar, Mr. J. D.-Continued.
Privilege, Ques. of, article in Toronto News (Qcies. of

Order) 1680 (vol. ii) ; paragraph in Ottawa Citizen
(personal explanation) 1955; Franchise B. Pets., gen-
uineness of Signatures, 2103 (vol. iii).

Qu'Appelle and Long Lake and Saskatchewan Ry. and
Stmbt. Co., Land grants to, in Com. on Res., 2521 (iii).

Rys. and Canals, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 3353 (iv).
Returns, enquiry for (remarks) 1039 (vol. ii).
St. Clair Ranche Co., rent paid, &c. (Ques.) 2240 (iii).
St. Croix Cotton Mills, payment of Duties (Ques.) 632 (i).
Short Line Ry. to the Mar. Prove. (Ques.) 2239 (vol. iii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Railways and Canals, Dept. of) 913 (vol. ii).
Fisheries (Fish-breeding, &c.) 2953 (vol. iv).
Xiscellaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3353 (vol. iv).

Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 133 (Mr. McLelan)
in Com., 2399 (vol. iii).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Uector Langevin)
in Com. on Res., 2995 (vol. iv).

Fairbank, Mr. J. H., East Lambton.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) in Com. on Res., 2330; in Com. on B., 2965;
on Amt. (Mr. Mills) 2967 (vol. iv).

Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on Amt. to
prop. Res., 253 (vol i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in
Com., 1057; on Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 1060
(vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2653, 2669 (vol. iv).

C.P.R., Res. respecting further Loan, in Com., 2734.
Rets. ordered by House since date of Contract,

on M. for Stmnt., 484 (vol. i).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2536,

2538 (vol. iii).
Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. (Mr. Jamieson)

to substitute Can. Temp. Act to M. for rsmng. adjd.
deb. for 2°, 948 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) " qualifica-
tions in cities -and towns," 1779, 1784 (vol. iii) ;
"actual value," 1605; " person (Indian) 1519, 1531;
" woman suffrage," 1415; on M. for 29, 1226 (vol. ii);
"qualifications, &c." " manhood suffrage " 1971-1973,
1993, 1997; " qualifications in counties," 2082; "who
shall not vote " (Indians) 2152; " revision of voters'
lists," 2338, 2342, 2348 (vol. iii); on consdn. of B.
(Amt.) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3068 (vol. iv).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1070, 1081; on Amt. (Mr.
Armstrong) to M, for 3°, 1333 (vol. ii).

Land Grants to Rys. B. 147 (Sir Hector Langevin) in
Com. on Res., 2520 (vol. iii).

Life-boats and Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2949 (iv).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Com. on Res., 2520 (vol. iii).
Man. Clains Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Cem. on Res., 2789 (vol. iv).
Post Office Savings Bank, Depositors in (M. for Rets.)

819, 823 (vol. ii).

Fairbank, Mr. J. H.-Continued.
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, memo.

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 591 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Ocean and River Service (Life-boats and Stations, &c.)2949 (iv).

Volunteers, Recognition of Services in the N. W. B. 160
(Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 3379 (iv).

Ways and Means-in Com.(woollen fabries) 793 (vol. fi).

Farrow, Mr. T., East Huron.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &o., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com, 2468 (vol. iii).
Census in Maný and N. W. T., &c. (Ques.) 149 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (.Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1121 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 985 (vol. ii).
Divorce Court, creation of a (Ques.) 77 (vol. i).
Dynamite, Legislation respecting (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
Fishery Commission, remuneration of Counsel, in Com.

of Sup., 3388 (vol. iv).
Fort Francis Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3385 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" tenant," 148 l (vol. ii).
General Inspection Act,1874, Amt. B.135 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com , 2552 (vol. iii).
Govt. Business, on M. to tako in Thursdays, 454 (vol. i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2844 (vol. iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2513, 2521 (vol. iii).
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir John A.* Mac-

donald) in Com., 2895 (iv).
Man. and North-Western Railway Co., Land grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2521 (vol. iii).
Man. and South-Wostern Col. Ry. Co., Land grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2513 (vol. iii).
Members Indemnity Act Amt. (B. 116, 10*) 813 (vol. ii).
Parliamentary Companion, in Com. of Sup., 3387 (vol. iv).
Post Office, in Çom. of Sup., 3310 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Canals (Fort Francis, amount due Hugh Sutherland) 3385 (iv).
Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examiners) 985 (vol. ii).
Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 3310 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2844 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to

Counsel) 3388 ; (Parliamentary Companion) 3387 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-in Com (woollen fabrics) 801 (vol. ii).

Ferguson, Mr. J., Welland.
Agricultural Fertilizers, Sale and Inspection of (B. 122)

prop. Res., 936 (vol. ii).
Great Western and Lake Ont. Shore June. Ry. Co.'s Acte

Amt (B. 38, 10*) 125 (vol. 1).
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Essex) on M.

for 2>, 255 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Free Press, re

Timber Regulations in B.C., 2240 (vol. iii).
SUPPLY:

Canals-Capital: Repairs, kc. (Murray) 3303 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2833 (vol. iv).

Waya and Means-in Com. (woollen rage) 786; (woollen
fabrice) 794 (vol. ii).
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Ferguson, Mr. C. F., North Leeds and Grenville.
Oan. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 957, 962, 1057, on Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell)
1060 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2654 (vol. iv).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
" actual value," 1601 (vol. ii); (remarks) 2203 (iii).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr.'Pope) in Com., 1065 (vol. ii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Bector
Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2489, 2491-2493 (vol. iii).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1672 (vol. ii).

Fisher, Mr. S. A., Brome.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2467-2470 (vol. iii).
Agricultural Fertilizers, Sale and Inspection of, B. 122

(Mr. Ferguson, Welland) on prop. Res., 938 (vol. ii);
on M. for 2°, 2477; in Com., 2478-2482 (vol. iii).

Arts, Agriculture and Statisties, in Com. of Sup., 1032,
1034, 1035 (vol. ii).

Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on prop. Res.
(Amt.) 242; agreed to (V. 105, N. 74) 253 (vol. i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, voting on the (N1. for Stmnt.)
121 (vol. i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on M.
to place B. 2nd Order on Pub. Bills and Orders, 714
(vol. i); in Com., 955, 936, 959, 960, 962, 963 (vol.
ii); on Sen. Amts., 2646, 2649, 2653, 2661 (vol. iv).

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (.Mr. Chapleau) on Amt.
(Mr. Davies) to M. for 3°, 1299 (vol. ii).

Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1032, 1034 (ii).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3393 (vol. iv).
Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act to M. for rsmng. adjd. deb. for 2°, 947(ii).
Fisheries Protection in the N.W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 703 (vol. i).
Fishery Commission, remuneration of Counsel, in Com.

of Sup., 3391 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1254-1258; " usufructuary," 1455; " tenant," 1479,
1482; " person" (Indian) 1504, 1538; " actual
value," 1595, 1599, 1602, 1604, (Amt.) 1595; " qualifi-
cations in cities and towns," 1647-1654 (vol. ii), 1804,
1994, 1996, 2080; " manhood suffrage," 1967; " who
shall not vote," 2098, (Indians) 2116-2119; " regis.
tration of voters," 2211, 2294 (vol. iii); consdn. of B.
(Amt.) 3070, neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3071 (vol. iv); on
Me. that Com. rise, 1425, 1434 (vol. ii).

House of Commons, Commissioners'Rep. re Staff (Ques.)
2750 (vol. iv).

Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2831, 2833, 2837, 2839,
2841, 2842, 2850 (vol. iv).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals B.
44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1067, 1071, 1081, 1090; on
M. for 30, 1321 (vol. ii) ; on Amt. (Mr. Sutherland,
Oxford) 1323; on Amt (»r. .Mulock) 1326 (vol. ii).

Fisher, Mr. S. A.-Continued.
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) on M. for 20, 2401 (vol. iii).
Liquor License Act, in Com. of Sup., 3422 (vol. iv).
Reciprocity with the U. S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1021 (vol. ii).
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (Mr.

Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3284 (vol. iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3284
(vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Aris, Agriculture and Statistics (Colonial Exhibitions) 1032, 1034;

(compiling Agricultural and other Statistics in Man. and
N. W. T.) 1035 (vol. ii).

Collection of Revenues (Customs) 3393 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2831, 2835, 2837, 2839, 2841, 2842, 2850 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act (administration of) 3122 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to

Counsel) 3391 (vol. iv).

Fleming, Mr. J., Peel.
Bonuses granted to Rys., Memorials, &c., respecting (M.

for copies*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1146-1119; in Com.,
" woman suffrage," 1410; " usufructuary," 1457;
" owner," 1473; "tenant" (Amt.) 1476, 1471,
1479; " person " (Indian) 1545; on M. that Com.
rise, 1531 (vol. ii); "qualifications in cities and
towns," 1994, (Amt) 1997; "in counties," 2062,
2080; "who shall not vote " (Indians) 2164; " regis.
tration of voters," 2197-2199, 2298; " revision of
voter&' lists," 2341 (vol. iii).

Indian Lands unsold in Township of Toronto (M. for
List*) 147 (vol. i).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animais
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to M. for
30, 1325 (vol. ii).

Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases Amt. B. 6 (Mr.
Caneron, Huron) on Amt. (Mr. Tupper) 6 m. h., to M.
for 2°, 186 (vol. i).

Port Credit Harbor, Repairs to (Ques.) 188 (vol. i).
Refand of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, memori.

als respecting, on M. for copy, 571 (vol. i).

Forbes, Mr. J. F., Queen's, N.S.
Allan Steamship Co. and claim of Govt. re .Newfield and

Moravian (Ques.) 148 (vol. i).
Automatic Buoys,ýLiverpool Harbor (Ques.) 479 (vol i);

1914 (iii).
Brooklyn, N.S., Breakwater, Wharfage Collections

(Ques.) 478 (vol. i).
Coffin's Island Lighthouse protection (Ques.) 1915 (iii).
Customs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 902 (vol. ii).
Customs Detectives or Police in N. S. (Ques.) 889 (ii).
Fish-ladders in La Have River, N.S. (Ques.) 2239 (iii).
Flour and Cornmeal, increase of duty (Ques.) 148 (i).
Free Fishing to American Fishermen (Ques.) 3321 (iv).
Grant, Alpin, position under Govt. (Ques.) 429 (vol. ).
Hardware and Ry. Supplies, purchase of, by Dept. of

Bys, and Canals (M. for Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).
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Forbes, Mr. J. P.-Continued.

Hardware and Supplies furnished Dept. Marine and
Fisheries at Halifax (M. for Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).

Liverpool Harbor, Automatic Buoys (Ques.) 479 (vol. i);
1914 (vol. iii).

Marine Stores, purchase in Halifax (Qaes.) 1914 (iii.)
Milliard, Mr., Fines imposed, collection (Q aes.) 1211 (ii).
Railway Supplies, purchase in Halifax (Ques.) 1915 (iii)'
Rogers' Fish-ladders, purchase or use (Ques.) 3073 (iv).
Rogers, W, H., Fishery Inspector for N. S., breach of

Sawdust Law (M. for Ret.*) 147 (vol. i).
Sawdust in La Have River, N. S. (Ques.) 22.1.9 (vol. iii).
Shingle Shavings in the Mersey River (Ques.) 1039 (ii).
Somerville Breakwater, repair of (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Customs, Dept. of) 902 (vol ii).
White Point Breakwater, repair of (Ques.) 52(i).

Fortin, Mr. P., Gaspé.
Fishery Bounties, number and amàount of Claims paid,

&c. (M. for Stmnt.) 56 (vol. i).

Foster, Mr. G. E., King's, N.B.
Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on Amt. to

prop. Res., 243-247 (vol. i).
C. P. R. Resolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, Euron) 2702-2108 (vol. iv).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Pets. rospecting (M. for Ret.*)

533 (vol. i).
Can. Tom. Act, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in Com., 957,

960-963, 1046 ; on Amt. (Mr. Townshend) 1051; on
Amt. (Mr. Rickey) to M. for 3°, 1053; in Com., J058
(vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2646, 2650, 2660, 2670 (iv).

Cavalry and Infantry Schools, in Com. of Sup., 2915
(vol. iv.)

Carleton Branch Ry., in Cam. of Sup., 3115 (vol. iv).
Civil Service Acts Amt., B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) on M. to

conc. in Res., 891; in Com. on B., 1112,1114 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 978 (vol. ii).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Cor. of Sup., 919 (vol. ii).
Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act, to M. for rsmng. adji. deb. for 20, 944 (ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20, 1156-1158; in Com.,
"&person " (Indian) 1558 (vol. ii) ; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1819, 1822-2001 ; "in coun-
ties," 2055, 2017; "who shall not vote," 2089,
2098 (vol. iii); Ques. of Order, 1619 (vol. ii), 1825
(vol. iii); (remarks) 1715 (vol. ii), 2164 (vol. iii).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Boards of Commissioners
under (Ques.) 77 (vol. i).

Liquor License Act, Amt. (B. 58, 1°) 170; 2° m., 6201
(vol. i).

Liquor License Act, B. 134 (Sir John A. Macdonald)
e in Com. 2896 (vol; iv).
SUPPLY:

Civil Goet. (Civil Service Examiners) 978 ; (Inland Revenue,
contingencies) 919 (vol. ii).

Liguor License Act, conc., 3398 (vol. iv).
MAitia (Cavalry and Infantry School Corps) 2915 (vol. iv).
Railways-Capital: Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of)3415 (iv).

Poster, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
Supreme Court Apellate Juriadiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,

Montmagny) on Amt. (Mr. Ouimet) to M. for 2°,
165 (vol. i).

Supreme Court of N. B., causes entered for Argument
(M. for number, &c.) 294 (vol. i).

Volunteors in the N. W. and Intoxicating Liquors
(Ques.) 1131 (vol. ii).

Prohibitory Liquor Law of the N. W. T., relaxation of
provisions (M. for Cor.) 101 (vol. i).

Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Ret., 706 (i).
Scott Act Pets. (M. to crase name) 2320 (vol. iii).
Subsidies, further, to IRys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to cono. in Res., 3274-
3276, (vol. iv).

Ways and -Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 535-545 (vol. i); in Com. (woollen
fabrics) 800 (vol. ii).

Gault, Mr. M. H., West Montreal.
C. P. R. Employés Relief Ass. incorp. (B. 75, 1*)

313 (vol. i).
Canned Goods, Law respecting (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Cor.,

1120-1124 (vol. ii).
Customs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 901 (vol. ii).
Disturbince in tho N. W., Arms, description of (Ques.)

814; Troops ready to atart (remarks) 839 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 108 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.

"person>" (Chinese) 1582; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1638 (vol. ii).

Governmont yards in Montreal (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1071 (vol. ii).
Postmaster Geni, Dopt. of, in Com. of Sap., 904 (vol. ii).
Privilege, Qaee. of, personal paragraph in G6lobe news.

paper (romarks) 49 (vol. 1).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Oustoms, Dept. of) 901 ; (Postmaster Genil., Dept.
of) 904 (vol. ii).

Micellaneous (Disturbance in the N.W., vote of $700,OOo) 1305
(vol. ii).

Vote of 8700,000 for N.W. Troubles, in Com. of Sup.,
1305 (vol. ii).

Ways and Means-in Com. (umbrella and parasol ribs,
&c.) 858 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acta Amt. B. 118
(Mr. Costigan) on prop. Res., 835 ; in Com. on B.,
1673 (vol. ii).

Gigault, Mr. G. A., Rouville.
Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes Act Amt. (B.

46, 1°) 147 (vol. i).
Bureau of Agriculture, Establiabment (Ques.) 76 (i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 112, 10) 743 (vpl. i).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieûn) on X. for 39

(Amt.) 1062 (vol. ii).
Criminal Laws of Canada, 1869-1871, puali&a1 tpn in

French (Ques.) 246 (vol. i).
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INDEX.
Gigault, Mr. G. A.-Continued.

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,
1245-1248 (vol. ii) ; " qualifications in cities and
towns," 1789 (vol. iii).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)
in Com., 3400 (vol. iv).

Gillmor, Mr. A. H., Charlotte.
Arts, Agricul. and Statistics, in Com. of Sup,, 1033 (ii).
Bridges, Booms, &c., in Nav. Waters B. 101 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on M. for 2°, 893 (vol. ii).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 1058 (vol. ii).
Carleton Branch Ry., in Com. of Sap., 3416 (vol. iv.)
Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1033 (vol ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1226-1269 ; " person " (Indians) 1534, (Chinese)
1585 ; " qualifications in cities and towns," 1707-
1709 (vol. ii), 1807, 1984, 1990, 1997; " in counties,"
2054, 2060, 2072, 2074; " who shali not vote"
(Indians) 2114-2116 ; " registration of voters,"
2258 (vol. iii), on Amt. (Mr. Weldon) 3059; on consdn.
of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 38 N. 87) 3069 (vol. iv); on
M. that Com. rise, 1437 (vol. ii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi
gan) in Corn. on Ros., 1317 (vol. ii).

. C. R. Free Passes during 1884 (M. for Ret.) 234 (i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2840, 2843 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup., 2951,

2952 (vol. iv).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract, B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. to conc. in Res., 2757 (vol. iv).
Rand's Micmac Dictionary, in Com. of Sup., 3421 (iv).
St. Stephen's, N.B., public buildings, construction of,

(Ques.) 1148 (vol. i).
Settlers in the Maritime Provs. (Ques.) 148 (vol. i).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Kector Langevin) in

Com. on Res., 2978; on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M.
to conc. in Res., 3281 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Colonial Exhibitions) 1033 (ii).
Immigration, 2840, 2843 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lighthouses and Fog Alarme,

construction) 2952 ; ( saintenance and Repaire, &c.) 2951 (iv).
>iacellaneous (Rand's Micmac Indian Dictionary) 3121 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Consld. Fund: Telegraphs, 3420 (vol. iv).
Railways-Capital: Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3416 (iv).

Telegraphs, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 648-656 (vol. i).
Weirs in the County of Charlotte, N.B., Licenses, &o.

(M. for Ret.*) 1444 (vol. ii).

Girouard, Mr. D., Jacques Cartier.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

Sen. Amts., 2668 (vol. iv).
Consld. Insurance Act, 1877, Ami. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2432-2436 (vol. iii).
Disturbance in the N. W., on Res. (Mr. Blake) want of

confidence, 3128-3154 (vol. iv)i

Girouard, Mr. D.-Continued.
Dom. License Act, working of, on M. for Cor., 309 (i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" usufructuary," 1446; " tenant," 1480 (vol. ii).
Histoires Genealogique des Familles Françaises, 3456

(vol. iv).
La Banque du Peuple (B. 53, 1°*) 170 (vol. i).
Legislation, in Com. of Sap., 3449 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, on paragraph in Ottawa Free Press

(remarks) 171 (vol. i); paragraph in Globe (personal
explanation) 3393 (vol. iv) ; paragraph in Montroal
limes (personal explanation) 3161 (vol. iv).

Representation in Parlt. of the N.W.T., on Res. (Mr.
Cameron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 3407 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir iector Langevin)
on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3267
(vol. iv).

SUPPLY : -

Legislation: H. of 0. (increased expenses under Internal Econ.
Commissioners' Rep.) 3449 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneou (Histories Genealogique des Familles Françaises)
3456 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Apellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
Montnagny) on M. for 2>, 157 (vol. i).

Ways and Means-on Res. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance
in N.W., 3128-3154 (vol. iv).

Glen, Mr. F. F., South Ontario.
Ways and Means-in Com. (duck) 809 ; (hoop iron)

807 ; (steel) 808 (vol. ii).

Gordon, Mr. D. W., Vancouver Island.
Alaska and B. C. Boundary line (M. for copies of Cor.,

&c.) 705 (vol. i).
Chinese Immigration Restriction B. 15. (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for Com. on Res., 3022 (vol. iv).
Indian Affairs in B. C., Cor. between Govt. of Can.

and B. C., on M. for copies, 870 (vol. ii).
Indian Troubles at Metlakatla, on M. for copies of Cor.,

304 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Pree Press, re

Timber Regulations in B.C., 2239 (vol. iii).
Railway Bolt on Vancouver Island (Ques.) 290 (vol. i).

Guay, Mr., Levis.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. -Macdonald) in Com.,

" qualifications in cities and towns," 163 (vol. ii).
St. Romuald d'Etchemin, Station at (Ques.) 1567 (ii).

Gunn, Mr. A., Kingston.
License Inspectors, pay of, under Act of 1883 (Ques.)

1568 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-in Com. (glucose syrup) 850-852

(vol. ii) ; (sugar) 3218 (vol. iv).

Hackett, Mr. E., Prince, P.E.I.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

(Ques. of Order) 1431; " qualifications in cities and
towns," 1654-1657 (vol. ii); " who shall not
vote," 2095 (vol. iii); on Amt. (Mr, Jenkins) to M.
for 39, 3054-3056 (vol. iy).
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INDEX.
Hackett, Mr. E.-Continued.

P. E. I. Ry., Cape Traverse Branch, payment of Labor-
ers (M. for copies of Pets., &c.) 142 (vol. i).

Reciprocity with the U.S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in
Armt. to Com. of Sup., 1001 (vol. ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff: on hl. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 687-692 (vol. i).

Winter Crodsing from P.E.I., on M. for copies of Cor.,
63 (vol. i).

Haggart, Mr. J. G., South Lanark.
Dom. Drainage Co.'s (B. 28, 10*) 88; 2° M., 1007 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Legislation: H. of C. (Debates, publishing) conc., 3372 (iv),

Hall, Mr. R. N., SherbrooÀe.
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2434, 2438 (vol. iii).
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., cut in the Ice B. 22

(Mr. Robertson, Ilamilton) in Qom. (Amts.) 150 (i).
Fort Macleod Ranch and Tel. Co.'s B. 80 (M. to conc. in

Son. Amts.) 2357 (vol. iii).
Geological Survey of the Dom., Management of (Ques.)

114 (vol. i).
Post Office Savings Bank, Depositors in, on M. for Rot.,

822 (vol. ii).
Richelieu and Ont, Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins)

in Cor., 1348 (vol. iii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2979-2982, 2987 ; on Amt. (Mr.
Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3274 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Dominion Exhibition) 1026 (ii).

Hay, Mr. R., Centre Toronto.
Patent Act., 1872, Amt. (B. 89, 10*) 362 (vol. i).

Hesson, Mr. S. R., North Perth.
Banking Facilities to Agriculturists B. 36. (Mr. Orton)

on Res. 117 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 1047 (vol. ii).
C. P. R. ies. respecting further Loan (remarks on

adjmt. of deb.) 2643; in Com., 2742, 2750 (vol. iv).
- Rets ordered by House since date of Contract

(M. for Stmnt.) 481, 483 (vol. i).
Trestles and Bridges, num1ber of, on M. for

Stmnt., 111 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1130 ; (remarks) 1209, (vol. ii).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 977, 982 (ii).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on M. to conc. in First Rep.

(remarks) 35 (vol. i).
Dep. Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3355,3358 (iv).
Fisheries' Act, extension of, to the N.W. (Ques.) 51 (i).
Fisheries protection in the N.W.(K. for copies of Cor.)

700 (vol. i).a

Hesson, Mr. S. R.-Continued.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"farmers' sons," 1595; "actual value," 1599, 1.605
(vol. ii), (explanation) 1752; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1987; "in counties," 2059, 2081,
2082, 2084, 2085 ; " who shall not vote," (Indians)
2133; "rogistration of voters," 2246, 2283, 2295,
2305, (explanation) 2185, (correction) 2214; on Ms.
that Comr rise, 1423, 1497 (vol. ii) ; 2208 (vol. iii);
(Ques. of Order) 1494 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. Pets., on a-enuineness of Signatures
(remarks) 2028 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Con., 2552 (vol. iii).

Gold Reserve, Govt., withdrawalp, on M. for copies of
Cor., 353 (vol. i).

Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2835, 2836, 2853 (vol. iv).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1072 (vol. ii).
Inland Revenue, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 918 (vol. ii).
Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (Xr.

Casgrain) 83 (vol. i).
Lands in Ry. Bel£. in B. C. and Homestead Act (Ques.)

289 (vol. i).
Letter Postage reduction (Ques.) 33; on M. for copies

of Cor., &o., 291 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, administration of, in Cor, of Sup.,

3422 (vol. iv).
N. W. Central Ry., Land grant to, on M. for Com. of

Sup., 8392 (vol, iv).
Post Office, in Com. of Sap., 3309 (vol. iv).
Printing and printing paper, in Com. of Sup., 2809 (iv).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins) in

Com., 1351 (vol. ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examiners) 977, 982; (Inland Revenue,
Dept. of, contingencies) 918 (vol. ii).

Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 3309 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2835, 2836, 2853 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (printing and printing paper, &c.)

2809 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act (Administration ot) 3422 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Deputy Speaker's Salary) 3355, 3358 (vol. iv).

Towels, in Com. on Ways and Means, 858 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 747-756 (vol. i) ; in Com. (towels)
858 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Acte Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
on propý Res., 835; in Com., 1673 (vol. ii).

Hickey, Mr. C. E., Dundas.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) M. to adja. deb. on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M.
for 3Q, 3431 (vol. iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in
Com. (Amts.) 955, 956, 959, 963, 1055; on M. for 30
(Amt.) 1051 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2645, 2650
2653 (vol. iv).
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INDEX.
H ickey, Mr. C. E.-Contnued.

Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, B. 20 (Sir Leonard
Ttlley)in Com., 2437 (vol. iii).

Debates, Official Rep. of, on Amt. (Mr Tassé) to M. to
conc. in Third Rep. of Com. (Amt.) 3369; neg. (Y. 53,
N. 91) 3370 (vol. iv).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John' A. Macdonald) in Com.,
" actual value," 1600 (vol. ii) ; " qualifications in
cities and towns," 1887-1890, 1989 ; "revision of
voters' lists," 2330 ; "registration of voters " (Ait.)
2279 (vol. iii); (Ques. of Order) 1461 (vol. ii).

Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1029 (vol. ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistica (Mortuary Statistics) 1029 (ii).
Immigration, 2852 (vol. iv).
Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 993 ; cone., 1812 (vol. ii)

2766 (vol. iv).

Volunteers of 1837-38 (Res. recognising services) 37
(vol. i).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1676 (vol. ii).

Hilliard, Mr. G., West Peterborough.
Fisheries protection in the N.W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 702 (vol. i).
Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,

.Renfrew) 1224 (vol. ii).

Holton. Mr. E., Chateauguay.
A. B. and C. Batteries, in Com. of Sup., 2914 (vol. iv).
Cherrier, Geo. E., Indian Agent at Caughnawaga, dis-

missal of (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
County Court Judges' Salaries (Ques.) 3073 (vol. iv).
Exchange Bank of Canada, Govt. Claim against

(Ques.) 89; on prop. Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
368 (vol. i).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.
(M. that Com. rise) 1430 (vol. ii); on M. for consdn.
of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3070 (vol. iv).

Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 3346 (vol. iv).
Heney, John, Govt. property occupied by (Ques.)

3426 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY :

Civil Government (Iaterior, Dept. of) 3408 (vol. iv).
Geological Burvey, 3346 (vol. iv).
Militia (A. B. and 0. Batteries, &c.) 2914 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Consolid. Fund: Quebec, 3385 (vol. iv).

Homer, Mr. J. A. R , New Westminster.
Alaska and B.C. boundary line, on M. for copies of

Cor., &c., 705 (vol. i).
C.P. R., Port Moody and Savona's Ferry, extension of

time (Ques.) 146 (vol. i).
Chin3ase Immigration Restriction B. 156 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for Com. on Res., 3022 (vol. iv).
-- Interpreter, in Com. on Res. (Mr. Chapleau)

3024 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" person " (Chinese) 1582 (vol. ii).

Innes, Mr. J., South Wellington.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" qualifications in cities and towns," 1736-1739 (i);
"registration of voters" (Amt.) 2279 (vol. iii); on
M. for consdn. of B. (Ait.) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87)
3065 (vol. iv).

Mails between Shiloh and Fergus (Ques.) 1211 (vol. ii).
Post Office, in Com. of Sap., 3309 (vol. iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2982 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 3309 (vol iv).

Irvine, Mr. D., Carleton, NB.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Ait. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) ir.

Com., 957, 960, 1055 (ii) ; on Sen. Amts., 2674 (iv).
Duties on Hay, Cor. between Canada and U. S. (M. for

copies) 443 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" person " (Indian) 1544 (vol. ii) ; " qualifications in
cities and towns," 1814-1817 ; " who shall not vote,"
2097 (vol. iii); on M. that Com. rise, 1425 (vol. ii).

Obstructions in Rivers, Cor. between Canada and U. S.
(M. for copies) 443; wthdn, 415 (vol. i).

SUPPLY:
Civil Govt. (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 904 (vol. ii).

Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen rags) 784, 786,
792 ; (woollen fabrics) 800 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (.Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1672 (vol. ii).

Woodstock, N.B., Public Buildings, Inspector of (Ques.)
606 (vol. i).

Ives, Mr. W. B., Richmond and Wolfe.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Ami. B. 92 (Jfr. Jamieson)

on 1°, 449 ; on Ques. to fix day for 2°, 713 (vol. i);
on M. for 2° (Amt.) 951; neg. (Y. 17, N. 109) 954; in
Com., 956; on Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1048; on Amt.
(Mr. ffickey) to M. for 3°, 1053; on Amt. (Mr. White,
Cardwell) 1060 (vol. ii).

C. P. R. Resolutions respecting further Loan (speech)
2622-2630 (vol. iv).

Carriers by Land B. 5 (Mr. Coughlin) on M. tor 20,
284 (vol. i).

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.
on Res., 280 (vol. i).

Civil Service Examaners, in Com. of Snp., 973 (vol. i).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir

Leonard Tilley) in Com., 2432-2435, (Amt.) 2438; on
Order for 30, 2532 (vol. iii) ; in Com., 2768; (Amit.)
2768 (vol. iv.)

Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., out in the Ice B. 22
(Mr. Robertson, ilamilton) in Com., 150 (vol. i).

Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3233, 3234 (vol. iv).
Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees B. 26

(Sir John A. Macdonald) on Res., 72 (vol. i).
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INDEX.
Ives, Mr. W. B.-Continued.

Disturbance in the N. W., Engagement at Duck Lake
despatch of Troops (Ques.) '790; (remarks) 815; (per
sonal explanation) par. in Toronto Globe, 1063 (ii).

Dom. Drainage Co.'s B. 28 (Mr. Haggart) on M. for 2,
1008; on M. for Com., 1386 (vol. ii).

Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) 372 (vol. i).

Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.
Temp. Act, to M. for rsmng adjd. deb. for 20, 940 (ii).

Fort Macleod Ranch and Telegraph Co.'s (B. 80, 1°*)
349 (vol. 1).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
"qualifications in cities and towns," 1986-1988;
(Ques. of Order) 1794, 2242 (vol. iii).

Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (Mr. Cas-
grain) 83 (vol. i).

Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in
Com., 2760 (vol. iv).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 131 (Sir John A.
.Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to M. for 30, 2960
(vol. iv).

North Saskatchewan River Improvements, on M. for
Reps., &c., 697 (vol. i).

SUPPLY:
Civil Govi. (Civil Service Examiners) 973 (vol. ii).
Collection oftRevenues (Customs) 3233, 3234 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2833 (vol. iv).

Ways and .Means-in Com. (woollen rags) 788 (vol ii).

Jackson, Mr. J., South Norfolk.

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on
Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) to M. for 30, 1061 (ii).

Divorce Cases, Evidence in (romarks) 428 (vol. i).
Dredges, Tugs and Scows, building (M. for Ret.) 53 (i).
Dummy Lighthouse Fog-horn (M. for copies of Cor.)

293 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1342; "person" (Indian) 1538; "qualifications
in cities and towns " 171?-1715 (vol. ii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1312 (vol. ii).

Life-saving Service at Port Rowan (M. for copies of
Cor.) 142 (vol. i).

Long Point Fishing Grounds (Ques.) 289 (vol. i).
Mail Bags, furnishing of (Ques.) 964 (vol. ii).
Port Rowan as a Harbor of Refuge, construction of (M.

for Ret.) 297 (vol. i).
Ports Stanley and Burwell harbors of refuge, on M. for

Ret. 62 (vol. i).
Waysand.Meanm-The Tariff: on M.(Sir Leonard Tilley)

for Com., 662-666 (vol. i).
Weights add Measures Inspection Act Amt. B. '118,

on prop. Res. (Mr Costigan) 837: in Com., 1672 (ii)

Jamieson, K . J., North Lanark.
Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on Amt. (Mr.

Fisher) to prop. Re&., 252 (vol. i).

Jamieson, Mr. J.-Continued.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 92, 10) 448;

(Ques. to fix day for 2°) 713; M. to make B. 2nd
Order of Public Bills and Orders, 714 (vol. i);
2' m., 949; 2° agreed to (Y. 108, N. 15) 954; in
Com., 955-964; consent of Govt. asked for 30, 1040 ;
3°rM., 1045; in Com.. 1017 ; on Amt. (.Mr Rickey)
1053 ; on Amt. (Mr. White, Cardweli) 1060; on Amt.
(Mr. Gigault) 1062 (vol. ii) ; Ques. to fix day for
consdn. of Sen.-Amts., 2529 (vol. iii) ; M. to disagree
with Sen. Amts., 2644; neg. (.Y. 75, N. 84) 2647;
(Amt.) 2648; neg. (Y. 54, N. 108) 2651; (Amt.)
neg. (Y. 75, N.90) 2552; (Amts.) 2653,2655,2657 (iv).

Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on M. to resume
adjd. deb. for 2Q (Amt.) to substitute Can. Temp.
Act, 940; agreed to (Y. 86, N. 62) 948 (vol. ii).

Prohibition of Spirituous Liquors, on prop. Res. (21r.
Beaty) M. te pass te Pub. Bills and Orders, 1045 (ii)

Jenkins, Mr. J. T., Queen's, P.E.L
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122 (Mr. Costigan) in Com.,

2482 (vol. iii).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 1056 (vol.ii); on Sen. Amts., 2655 (vol. iv).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1127 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1344 (vol. ii) ; in Com. "manhood suffrage,"
1981 (vol. iii); on M. for 3° (Amt.) 3053; agreed
te (Y. 114, N. 17) 3062 (vol. iv).

Infectious and :Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1080 (vol. ii).

Reciprocity with the U.S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in
Amt. te Com. of Sup., 1019 (vol. ii).

Lansdowne, Steamer, and communication with P.B.I.
(Ques.) 927 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1674 (vol. ii).

Winter Crossing from P.E.I., on V. for Cor., 65 (i).

Kaulbach, Mr. C. E., Lunenburg.
Fisheries protection in the N.W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 701 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Free Press, re

N. S. Volunteors, 1094 (vol. ii); (explanation)
vote on Sen. Amts.to Can. Temp. Act, 3073 (vol. iv).

Rogers' Patent Fish-ladder, Cor. and Reps., on M. for
copies, 871 (vol. ii).

Wharves and Docks in navigable Waters B. 18 (Mr.
Tupper) on M. for 2°, 216 (vol. i).

Kilvert, Mr. F. E., Hamilton.
Hamilton, Guelph and Buffalo Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 77,

1°*) 313 (vol. i).
Hamilton Provident and Loan Society (B. 114) in

Com., 1352 (vol. ii).
Hatzfeld Divorce (B. 107, 1° on a div.) 672, 694; 2°

agreed te (Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (vol. i).
Share and Loan Capital of the Hamilton Provident and

Loan Society (B. 114, 1°*) 783 (vol. ii).
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INDEX.

King, Mr. G. G., Queen's, N.B.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

2°,1261-1263 ; in Con. " person " (Indian) 1524 (vol.
ii); " qualifications in cities and towns," 1806; " who
shall not vote " (Indian) 2164; "registration of
votera," 2266, 2285, (Amt.) 2285 (vol. iii).

SUPPLY:
Immigration, 2833 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 561-566 (vol. 1).

Kinney, Mr. J. R., Yarmouth.
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Con. on Res., 1313 (vol. ii).
Windsor Branch Ry., O.C., Agreements, &c., respect-

ing (M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i).

Kirk, Mr. J. A., Guysborough.
Bounty to Fishermen, payment of, in Guysborough,

N.S. (Ques.) 2751 (vol. iv).
Buildings in N.S., in Com. of Sup., 2917 (vol. iv).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, certificates, Liquor sold under,

in N.S. (M for ]Ret.*) 147 (vol. i).
Coal, purchase of, for Public Buildings, quantity and

value (M. for Stmnt.*) 313 (vol. i).
Dredging, in Con. of Sup., 2921 (vol. iv).
Fish-breeding, in Con. of Sup., 2951 (vol. iv).
Fishery Bjunty, distribution, in Ccm. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Fishery Protection Steamers, in Con. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1259-1261 (vol. ii); "qualifications in cities and
towns," 1834; " in counties," 2067, 2072, 2078;
"who shall not vote " (Indians) 2166 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Rs., 1308, 1312 (vol. ii).

larbors and Rivers, N.S., in Com. of Sup., 3419 (iv).
Hlarbors in Guyaboro' Co., re-survey of (Ques) 51 (i).
Indians and Half-breeds, Education of, in Man. and the

N.W.T. (M. for ]Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Indian Schools in the N.W. and Man. (Ques.) 568 (i).
Laurie, Maj. Gen., mission of, to the N.W. (Ques.)

2997 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Corn. of Sup., 2950,

2952 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, in Con. of Sup., 3422 (vol. iv).
Military Col. Graduates in the Militia (Ques.) 1040 (ii).
New Harbor and Indian Harbor, N. S., Breakwaters,

Engineers' Reps. (M. for copies, &c*) 147 (vol. i).
N. S. Claima for a Subsidy (Ques.) 189 (vol. i).
Port Mulgrave and East Bay, Steamship subvention

in Com. of Sap., 2942 (vol. iv).
Port Mulgrave and Guysborough, Canso and Arichat,

communication between (Ques.) 114 (vol. i).
Port Mulgrave, N.S., as a sub.port (M. for Papers, &c.)

445; (reply) 448 (vol. i).
.Returns, enquiries for, 490, 504, 534 (vol. i).

Kirk, Mr. J. A.-Continued.
Reciprocity with the U.S., on Rs. (Mr. Davies) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1011 (vol. ii).
St. Francis Lake, road dyke, in Com. of Sup., 3418 (iv).
Rimouski, steamer, subsidy to (Ques ) 114 (vol. i).
Subsidy to N.S., increase of (Ques.) 567.
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Bector Langevin).

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to cono, in Res.
(Amt.) 3293; on M. to conc. in Amts. (Amt.) 3400
neg. (Y. 40, N. 83) 3403 (vol, iv).

SUPPLY:
Canal8-Income : Miscellaneous (road dyke, Lake St. Francis)

3418 (vol. iv).
Fisheries (distribution of Bounties) 2956 ; (Fish-breeding, &a.)

2954; (Fishery protection Steamers) 2956 (vol. iv).
Lighthoue and Coast Service, Salaries, &c., 2950, 2952 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act (Administration of) 3422 (vol. iv).
Public Works :-Consolid. Fund : Harbors and Rivera (N. B.)

3419. Income: Buildings (N.S.) 2917; Dredging, 2921. (iv).
Vacancy in a Judicial District, N.S. (Ques.) 2750 (iv).

Kirkpatrick, Hon. G. A., Frontenac.
[&e SPEAKER, Mr.]

Kranz, Mr. H., North Waterloo.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c. B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Con., 2474 (vol. iii).
Brewers and Distillers, compensation to (prop. Res.)

236 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, memorials, &c., respecting (M. for

copies*) 448 (vol. i).
Private Bills, reception of (M. to extend time) 88 (i).

Landerkin, Mr. G., South Grey.
Analysts, Public, Remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2542-2546 (vol. ii).
British Medical Acts, Ret. respecting (remarks) 939 (ii).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Con.,

1108 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Examiners, in Con. of Sup., 973 (vol. ii).
Customs, Dept. of, in Con. of Sup., 901 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Cor., 1353-1360; "tenant," 1482; " person"
(Indian) 1520, 1539; "actual value," 1602 (vol. ii);
" qualifications in cities and towns " (Indians) 1845-
1849, 1985, 1997, (Amt.) 2000, 2021; "qualifications
in counties," 2074; "registration of votera," 2267,
2301; " officers and duties " (Indiana) 2385; (per-
sonal explanation) 2025, 2027 (vol. iii); (Ques. of
Order) 1432; on M. to adjn. deb., 1433 (vol. ii); on
ruling of Chairman (remarks) 1798 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., genuineness of Signatures, on per.
sonal explanation of Mr. McNeill, 2172; (letter read)
2496( vol. iii).

Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 3348 (vol. iv).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animais B.

44 (Mr. Pope) on Amt. (Mr. Armstrong) to M. for
3°, 1333 (vol. ii).
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Landerkin, Mr. G.-Continued.
Inland Revenue, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 917, 919 (ii).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 3450 (vol. iv).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in

Com. on Ras., 1669 (vol. ii).
Liquor License Act, 1883, application for and licenses

grauted, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 46 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, in Cam. of Sap., 3421 (vol. iv).
Marine, Dept. of, in Com, of Sup., 906 (vol. ii).
Parliamentary Companion, in Com. of Sup., 3387 (i).
Postmaster Genl., Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 902 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Sproule) remarks, 89 (vol. i).
Rys. centreing in Ottawa, bounties granted to (M. for

Ret.) 86 (vol. i).

Rys. in the County of Grey, refund of bonuses to County
Council, &c. (M. for copy of memorial) 58 (vol. i).

Returns, enquiry for, 455 (vol. i), 1205 (vol. ii).
Superintendent of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. Chapleau) 272 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Customs, Dept. of) 901; (Civil Service Board of
Examinera) 973 ; (Inland Revenue, Dept. of, contingencies,
917, 919; (Marine, Dept. of) 906; (Postmaster Genl., Dept.
of) 902 (vol. ii).

Collection of/Revenues (Post Office) 3309 (vol. iv).
Geolog:cal Survey, 3348 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of C. (increased Indemnity to Members) 3450 (iv).
Liquor License Act (Administration of) 3421 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Parliamentary Companion) 3387.

Trutcb, J. W., employment of, by Govt. (Ques.) 744
(vol. i).

Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen fabries) 801 (ii).

Landry, Mr. P. A., Kent, N.B.
Can. Tomp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 962, 1059 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com. 2436 (vol. iii).
Debates, Official Rep., on Amt. (Mr. Rickey) to M. to

conc. in Third Rep. of Com., 3370 (vol. iv).
Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act to M. for rsmng. adjd. deb. for 20, 946 (ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Coin.,

"usufructuary," 1449 ; "person" (Indians) 1554 ;
(Chinese) 1584, 1588 (vol. ii) ; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1812; "in counties," 2057I; "who
shall not vote," 2100; (explanation) 2195; "regis-
tration of voters," 2230, 2232, 2260 (vol. iii); on Amt.
(Mr. Weldon) to M. for 3°, 3058 (vol. iv); on ruling of
Chairman (remarks) 1798 (vol. iii); (Ques. of
Order) 1465 (vol. ii).

Foot and Carriage Bridge on the St. John River (M.
for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).

Richibucto and Kingston Ports, Customs business (M.
for Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).

Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (Mra
Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3276 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys.B. 158 (SirlBectorLangevin) on
Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res. 3276 (iv).

Landry, Mr. P. A.-Continued.
SUPPLY:

Hail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions
Great Britain, &c.) 3457 (vol. iv).

Winter crossing from P. E. I., on M.
65 (vol. i).

(N. B. and P. E. I. to

for copies of Cor.,

Landry, Mr. P., Montmagny.
Boldue, Capt., Resignation of (M. for Ret.) 29 (vol. i).
C. P. R. Short Lino Ry. (M. for copies of 0. C., instruc-

tions given, Reports, &c., of Engineers) 33 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N. W, criticisms of Press as to

cause, and slur upon French members commanding
Battalions, 887 (vol. ii).

Drill Shed at Quebec, tenders for construction of (M.
for Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
. "qualifications in cities and towns," 1635, 1637 (ii).

Immigration Office (Ques.) employés names, &c. (M.
for Stmnt.) 30 (vol. iv).

Library and Mr. Bourinot's work (remarks) 40 (i).
Plante, J. B., Claim of (M. for copies*) 147 (vol. i).
Short Lino Ry., Montreal to Atlantic ports, in Com., on

Ros., 2978, 2983, 2995 ; on Amt. (31r. Langelier) to
M. to conc. in Res., 3273.

Short Lino Ry., Second Rep. of Mr. Light (Ques.) 1741
(vol. iii).

Short Line Ry. Survey from St. Charles (Ques.) 350 (i).
Subsidies to Rys. further B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2978, 2982, 2995; on Amt.(Mr. Lan-
gelier) to M. to conc, in Res., 3273 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY :
3Mail Subsidies and Steam.sh p Subventions (France and Quebec,

fortnightly line) 2939 (vol. iv.)

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction (B. 3, 10) 28;
Order for 2° read, 102; 20 m., 151; (reply) 167; 2°
neg. (Y. 34, N. 125) 169 (vol. i.)

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction, limitation (B.
68) M. to introd., 246; 1°, 270 (vol. i).

Supreme Court, Judgments rendered by, since establish-
ment (M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i.)

Langelier, Mr. F., Mégantic.
Administration of the N.W. in Com. on Res., (Mr. Caron)

2928, 2934 (vol. iv).
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for

20, 2477 (vol. iii).
Ammunition, in Com. of Sup., 2903 (vol. iv).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1025 (vol. ii).
Bolduc, Capt., Resignation of, on M. for Ret., 29 (vol. i).
Bras St. Nicholas, deepening of (M. for copies of Pet.*)

312 (vol. i).
Brosseau & Lisabelle, Customs Brokers, frauds, &c., by

(Ques.) 1387 (vol. ii).
Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1032 (vol. ii).
Oulling and Measuring Timber Acts Amt. B. 154 (Mr.

Costigan) in Come., 3043 (vol. iv).
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Langelier, Mr. F.-Continued.
Disturbance in the N. W., funeral expenses of Achille

Blais (Ques.) 2169; pillage of houses of half-breeds
by Volunteers (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii), 2990 (vol iv).

Fog-horns and letter-box fronts, tenders for (M. for
copies of advertisements, &c.¥) 313 (vol. i).

France and Quebec, Steamship subvention, in Com. of
Sup., 2937-2942 (vol. iv).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for
Com., 1364-1373; in Com., " woman suffrage," 1388;
" usufractuary " 1444, 1446, 1448, 1451, 1452, 1454,
1455, 1457; "tenant," 1475, (Amt.) 1476, 1480;
"qualifications in cities and towns," 1632-1638
(vol. ii), 1984, 1996, 1903-1908; " in coun-
ties," 20C4, 2067, 2070, 2394; "registration of
voters," 2185-2190, (Amt.) 2228; "revision of

voters' lists," 2331, 2333, 2342; "appeal," 2365;
" officers and duties," 2388; " offences," 2390 (vol.
iii) ; on Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to M. for 30 (Amt.) neg.
(Y. 44, N. 95) 3062; on M. for consdn. of B.
(Amt.) neg. (Y. 41, N. 92) 3063; (Amt.) neg.

kY. 38, N. 87) 3066 (vol. iv).
Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sap., 2946 (vol. iv).
Immigration, in Com. of Sap", 2816-2818, 2831, 2834,

2837, 2838, 2892 (vol. iv).
Infectious and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Cam., 10 î1 (vol. ii).
I. C. R., Cost of working, &c., from 1879 to 1884, on

Amt. (Mr. Pope) to M. for Stmnt., 202 (vol. i).
Lavis's patent polo and Militia tents (Ques.) 2029 (iii).
Mortuary Statistics, in Çom. of Sup., 1028 (vol. ii).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. for Com on Res., 2556 ; in Com., 2557
(vol. iii); on M. to receive Rep. of Com. on Res.,
2754 (vol. iv).

Quarantine, in Corn. of Sup., 2853 (vol. iv).
Railway from Montreal to the sea-board, on Res. (Mr.

Laurier) 193 (vol. i).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup.,

987 (vol. ii).
Seizures by Customs Dept. at Montraal (Ques.) 1387 (ii).
School of Cavalry at Quebec (M. for Papers, &c.) 88 (i).
Sirmard, Joseph, Rep. recommending paymont to Geo.

Lavoie (M. for copies*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir -ector Ldngevin)

in Com. on Res., 2982, 2986 ; on Amt. (Mr. Laurier)
to M. to cono. in Res., 3259 ; (Amt.) 3266 ; neg. (Y.
39, N. 107) 3289; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 35, N. 101)
3292 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Archives, care of) 1025;

(Colonial Exhibitions) 1032 ; (h&ortuary Statistics) 1028 (ii).
Immigration, 2816-2818, 2831, 2831, 2837, 2838, 2892 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (France and Quebec,

fortnightly line) 2937, 2942 (vol. iv).
>fisceltaneous (Vote of $700,000 for N. W. Troubles) 1304

(vol. ii) ; (Vote of $1,000,000) 2286 (vol. iii).
militsa (Ammunition) 290 (vol. iv).

Langelier, Mr. F.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 2946 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries (St. Vincent de Paul) 987 (vol. ii).
Quarantine, 2853 (vol, iv).

Quebec, advances on account of Provincial Sabsidy
(Ques.) 235 (vol. i).

Vote of $700,000 and $1,000,000 for N. W. Troubles, in
Com. of Sup., 1304 (vol. ii), 2236 (vol. iii).

Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector, Three Rivers.
Adulteration of Food, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan) remu-

neration to Analysts, prop. ]Res., 2497 (vol. iii).
Agent and contingencies, B.C., in Com. of Sup., 3308

(vol. iv.)
Alaska and B. C. boundary lino, on M. for copies of

Cor., &c., 705 (vol. i).
Amherst and P.E.I. Ry. incorp. B., on M. to introduce,

349 (vol. i).
Ascension Day, adjmt. for (M.) 1822 (vol. iii).
Baillairge, G. F., in Com. of Sup., 3350 (vol. iv).
Bank of B. C. (B. 105, 10) 631 ; 2° m., 894 (vol. ii).
Bankrupt Estates and Official Assignees, on M. for

Rot., 304 (vol. i).
Bankruptcy and Insolvency, Petitions respecting (M.

to ref. to Sel. Com.) 125 (vol. i).
Bayfield, N.S., Broakwater, Extension of (Ans.) 77 (i).
Bolduc, Capt., Rosignation of, on M. for Rot , 29 (vol. i)'
Bridges, Booms, &c., on navigable waters, Act Amt. (B.

101, 10) 606 (vol. i); 20 m., 893 (vol. ii).
Can. Agricultural Insurance Co., receipts and expendi-

tures of liquidators, &c., on M. for Stmnt., 303 (i).
Can. Southern Ry. Co. and Erio and Niagara Ry. Co.

B. 9 (Mr. Bergin) in Com., 245 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

M. for 10, 448 (i); in Com., 955, 960-964, 1046 (i).
Can. Agent at Paris, appointment of, on M. for Papers,

931 (vol. ii),

C. P. R. Extension to Canadian ports on the Atlantic,
Vernon Smith's Rep., on M. for copies, 294 (vol. i).

Land grant accepted by Co., number of acres
(Stmnt.) 862 (vol. ii).

-- North Shore Ry., subsidy to, on M. for copies of
Cor., 43 (vol. i).
-- Short Lino Ry., on M. for O. C., instructions

given, Reports, &c., of Engineers, 33, 39 (vol. i).

Cape St. Ignace, Station at (Ans.) 246 (vol. i).
Cape Tormentine Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 2917 (iv).
Cascumpec Harbor Improvements (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
Charlottetown Public Buildings, construction of (Ans.)

2359 (vol. iii).
Chenevert, J. A., employment of, in Public Works

Dept. (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
Church Point and Trout Cove Piers, Engineers' Rep.,

on M. for copy, 54 (vol. i).
Chinese Commission, in Com. of Sup., 3387, 3421; cono.,

3396 (vol. iv).
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Langevib, Hon Sir Hector-Continued.
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1102, 1104, 1118, 1128 (vol. ii).
Court of Claims for Canada (B. 93, ç) 449 (vol. i);

prop. Res., 777 (vol. ii); M. to dschg. Order, 2439 (iii).
Collins, J. E., sumo paid to, for services, on M. for ]Ret.,

700 (vol. i).
Commercial Relations between France and Canada, on

M. for copies of Cor., 831 (vol. ii).
Commercial Treaty with Jamaica (Ans.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Consolid. Ry. Act., 1879, Amt. B. 111 (Mr. Mulock) on

10, 743 (vol. i).
Cornwall Public Buildings (Ans.) 2997 (vol. iv).
Coste, Louis and Eugène, employment of (Ans.) 1131

(vol. ii).
County Court Judges, Man. (B. 162) prop. Res.,3395 (iv).
Customs and Excise Receipts for June (Ans.) 3073 (iv).
Debates, Official Rep., on M. to conc. in Thiird Rep. of

Com., on Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockville) 3361 ; in Com.
of Sup., 2765 (vol. iv).

Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees, on M. to
appoint Malachy Daly, Esq., 72 (vol. i).

Disturbance in the N. W., Jackson, Mr., communica-
tions from, re Half-breed Claims (Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).

Murder of Payne and Applegarth and rising of
Stoney Indians, 859 (vol. ii).

on adjmt. (remarks) 3160, 3212 (vol. iv).
Prisoners held for trial (remarks) on M. for

Com. of Sup., 3441 (vol. iv).
Stoney Indian rising (Stmnt.) 886 (vol. ii).

-- Telegraphie communication west of Winnipeg
(remarks) 839 (vol. ii).

Dredges, Tugs and Scows, building of, on M. for Ret.,
53; (remarks) 56 (vol. i).

Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 2921; conc., 2923 (vol. iv).
Dry Docks, encouragement of construction (B. 108,

11) 693 (vol. i); 2° m., 894 (vol. ii).
Dundas and Waterloo Road (B. 120) prop. Res. and M.

for Com., 451 (vol. i); Res. conc. in and 1°* of B., 892
(vol. ii); M. to dschg. Order, 2396 (vol. iii).

Dundas Publie Buildings, erection of (Ans.) 290 (i).
Baster, adjmt. for (M.) 888 (vol. ii).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, length of (Ans.) 743; sub-

stitution of granite for sandstone (Ans.) 743 (vol. i);
in Com. of Sup., 2916 (vol. iv).

Expiring Laws continuation (B. 165 10*,) 2°*, in Com.
and 30*, 3458 (vol. iv).

Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on M. for 2Q (M. to adjn.
deb.) 886 (vol. ii).

France and Quebec, Steamship subvention, in Com. of
Sup., 2937 (vol. iv).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. HMacdonald) on Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1137; on M. for
Com. (remarks) 1385 (vol. ii); "qualifications in
counties," 2085 ; on personal explanation of Mr.
Mille, 2140; "registration of voters," 2299; on Mo,
that Com. rise, 1528 (vol ii), 2137 (vol. iii).

Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector-Contitue.
Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures

(remnarks) 2028 (vol. iii).
Govt. Business (Ms. to sit on Saturdays) 3246, 3459

(vol. iv).
Govt. Officials in the N.W., names, &c., on M. for Ret.,

66 (vol. i).
Govt. Rights to Water Lots on Rivers (Ans.) 2238

(vol. iii).
Govt. Yards in Montreal (Ans.) 57 (vol. i).
Guerin, Mr., Rep. of Survey of Improvments on the

Ottawa Riv., 1040 (vol. ii).
Half-breed Claims, communication from Mr. Jackson,

(Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Harbor Commissioners at Three Rivers (B. 150) Govt.

Loan, prop. Res., 2497 (vol. iii).
Harbors in Guysborough Co., re-survey (Ans.) 51 (Î).
Hatzfeld Divorce B. 107 (Mr. Kilvert) on 10, 672 (i).
High Commissioner, in Com. of Sap., 3386 (vol. iv).
Histoire Genéalogique des Familles Françaises, in Com.

of Sup., 3455 (vol. iv).
House of Commons Commissionors' Rep. re Staff

(Ans.) 2750 (vol. iv).
Immigrant Buildings at Lévis, construction of (Ans.)

89 (vol. i).
Immigrant Sheds at Medicine Hat, construction of

(Ans.) 351 (vol. i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2819 (vol. iv).
Indian Troubles at Motlakatla, on M. for copies of Cor.,

304 (vol. i).
Inspector of Public Works, Rot. respecting (Ans.)

606 (vol. i).
Internal Economy Commission, increased expenses of,

in Com.of Sup , 3149 (vol. iv).
Land and Cable Telegraphs, in Com. of Sup., 3307 (iv).
Land grants to Railways in the N. W. (B. 147) prop.

Res., 2440; in Com. on Res., 2483, 2488, 2517, 2518,
2521; M. to conc. in Res., 2533 (vol. iii); 20 m.,
2770; in Com., 2855 (vol. iv).

Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on
prop. Res., 1660 (vol. ii); in Com., 2759-2761 (iv).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Poster) on
M. for 2° (M. to adjn. deb.) 620 (vol. i).

Longueuil and Lévis Ry., Survey of (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co., Land grants to, 2517,

2518 (vol. iii).
Man. Indian Agency, management of, on M. for copy

of Rep. made by Govt. Commission, 62 (vol. i).
Man. Judiciary (B. 162) prop. Res., 3395 (vol. iv).
Mattawa, Mountain Rapids and Long Sault, Improve-

mente (Ans.) 1040 (vol. ii).
Military Storehouses in Quebec, lease (Ques.) 1039 (ii).
Militia Act, 1883, Amt. B. 152 (Mr. Caron) on M. for

20, 3045 ; in Com., 3046 (vol. iv).
McCarthy, C., Public Works Dept., Superannuation of

(Ana.) 2530 (vol. iii).
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McIsaac's Pond as a harbor of refuge (Ans.) 36 (vol. i).
Mounted-Police Barracks at Fort Macleod, in Com. of

Sup., 3387 (vol. iv).
Napanee -Public Buildings (Ans.) 77 (vol. i)
Northern and Pacifie Junction Ry. and the C.P.R.

(Ans.) 57 (vol. i).
North Saskatchewan River Improvements, on M. for

copy of Reps., &c., 696 (vol. i).
North-Western Coal and Nav. iRy. Co., Land grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2483-2488 (vol. iii).
Official Arbitrators, Legislation respecting (Ans.) 88 (i).
Optional Subjects, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,

Renfrew) 1225 (vol. ii).
Ottawa River Survey and Exploration (Ans.) 131 (i).
.Parliamentary Oompanion, in Com. of Sup., 3387 (iv).
Penitentiaries Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. i).
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1892 (vol. iii).
Port Arthur Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 2916 (vol. iv).
Postmaster, Assistant, at Ottawa, Allowance to, on

conc., 3397 (vol. iv).
Portage la Prairie and Lake of the W oods Ry. and Nav.

Co.'s B. 63 (Mr. Watson) on M. to refer back Rep. of
Sel. Standing Com. on Rys., &c., 713 (vol. i).

Port Credit Ilarbor, R spairs to (Ans.) 188 (vol. i).
Port Rowan Harbor of Refuge, on M. for Ret., 299 (i).
Post Office at village of Montmagny (Ans.) 246 (vol. i).
Printing and Advertising, fRet. (remarks) 28 (vol. i).
Private Bills, Reception of Reps. (M. to extend time)

1094 (vol. ii).
Public Works, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. i).
Qu'Appelle and Long Lake and Saskatchewan Ry. and

Stmbt. Co., Land grants to, in Com. on Res., 2521 (iii).
Ry. from Montreal to the sea-board, on Res. (Mr.

Laurier) 189, 193; (M. to adjn. deb.) 200 (vol. i).
Rys. in the Co. of Grey, Refund of bonuses to Co.

Council, &c., on M. for copy of memorial, 59 (vol. i).
Real Property in the N.W.T. (B. 109, 10*) 742 (vol. i).
Red Point Harbor Breakwater (Ans.) 1039 (vol. ii).
Representation in Parlt. of the N.W.T., on Res. (Mr.

Cameron, Euron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 3405 (iv).
Representation in Parlt. of the N. W.T. B. 45 (Mr.

Cameron, Euron) on M. for 2° (M. to adjn. deb.) 495 (i).
Return, imperfect (remarks) 101 (vol. i), 1386 (vol. ii);

on enquiries for (remarks) 363, 455 (i), 3395 (iv).
Riel, Louis, employment of, by Govt. (Ans.) 743 (vol. i).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins) in

Con., 1352 (vol. ii).
Roads and Bridges, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
St. Peter and St. Paul, adjrnt. for (M.) 2889 (vol. iv).
St. Thomas, Public Buildings at, amount expended, on

M. for Ret., 80 (vol. i).
Sable Island telegraphie communication (Ans.) 57 (i).
Sec. of State, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 3350 (vol. iv).
Select Standing Com. on Rys., Canals and Telegraph

Lines (M. to add name of Mr. Bain) 125 (vol. i).

Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector-Continued.
Sittings of the House (M. for two sittings on each day)

3459 (vol. iv).
Short Line Ry. See " Subsidies."
Short Line Ry., Plans, Reps., &c. (Ans.) 246 (vol. i).
Somerville, N.S., Breakwater, repair of (Ans.) 57 (i).
Statistics relating to the Public Service (Ans.) 2854 (iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. (B. 158) M. for Com. on Res.,

2971-2974; in Com. on Res., 2975-2977, 2986, 2989,
2994-2996; on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. to conc. in
Res., 3250, 3257-3259; 1Q* of B., 3293; 2° m. and in
Com., 3380, 3399-3401; on Amt. (1r. Kirk) to M. to
conc. in Amts., 3401 (vol. iv).

Superior Court of Quebec (prop. Res.) 3293 (vol. iv).
SJPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Justice, Dept. of) 898 (vol. ii); (Optional Subjects)
3411 (vol. iv); Public Works, Dept. of) 911, suppl., 3448
(vol. iv), (contingencies) 921 (vol. ii); (Sec. of State, Dept.
of) 3350 (vol. iv).

Collection of Revenues: Post Office (allowance to Asst.*Post-
master at Ottawa) conc., 3397; Public Works (Agent and
contingencies, B.C.) 3308; Repairs, &c. (Harbors and Slides)
3307; (Land and Cable Telegraphs) 3307 ; (Telegraph and
Signal Service) 3307; (Telegraph Lines, B. C.) 3307 (vol. iv).

Immigration, 2819 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of C. (Debates, publishing) conc., 2765 (vol. iv);

(increased Expenses under Rep. of Internal Economy Com.
mission) 3419 (vol. iv).

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (France and Quebec,
fortnightly line) 2937 (vol. iv).

Niscellaneous (Chinese Commission) 3421, 3387, cone., 3396;
(Histoire:Genéalogique des Familles Françaises) 3455; (Mount-
ed Police Barracks at Fort Macleod) 3387; (Pariamentary
Companion) 3387 (vol. iv).

Penitentiaries: St. Vincent de Paul (payment to G. F. Baillairge)
3350 (vol. iv).

Pensions (Veterans of 1812) conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Capital: B. C. (Ebquimalt Graving Dock)

2916; Ottawa (additional buildings) 2916; Port Arthur (con.
structi on of harbor) 2916. Conaolid. Fund: Buildings (Ont.)
3385; Harbors and rivers (N. S.) 3409, (N. W.) 3420, (Ont.)
3386, (Quebec) 3385, 3419; Miscellaneous (Eigh Commissioner)
3386; Roads and Bridges, 3120; Telegraphs, 3386, 3420.
Income: Buildings (Man.) 2919, (N. B.) 2918, (N. S.) 2917,
(N. W. T.) 2919, 3452, (Ont.) 2918, (P. E. I.) 2918, (Quebec)
2918, (Repairs, &c.) 2919; Dredging, 2922, conc, 2923 ;
Harbors and Rivera (Man.) 2921, (Mar. Provs. generally) 2923,
(N. B.) 2920, (Ont.) 2920, 3433, (P. E. I.) 2919, (Quebec)
2920; Telegraphs, 2922 (vol. iv).

Telegraph and Signal Service in B.C. (Ans.) 743 (vol. i).
and Signal Service, in Com. of Sup., 3307 (iv).

Telegraphs, in Com. of Sup., 2922, 3386, 3420 (vol. iv).
Telegraph System in Cape Breton, Extension of (Ans.)

78 (vol. i).
Translation of Ransard and Votes and Proceedings (re-

marks) 594 (vol. i).
Three Rivers Harbor Commissoners' Loan B. 150 (.Mr.

Bowell) in Com. on Res., 2555 (vol. iii), 2935 (iv).
Trutch, J. W., employment of, by Govt. (Ans.)3144 (i).
Ventilation of the Chamber (remarks) 2676 (vol. iv)
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 2765 (vol. iv).
Water Lots in N.S., application for (An.) 429 (vol. i).
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White Point, N. S., Breakwater, repair of (Ans.) 52 (i).
Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 82

(Mr. Cameron, Victoria) on M. for 2°, 428 (vol. i).
Woodstock, N.B., Public Buildings, Inspector of (Ans).

606 (vol. i).
Wharves on P.E.I., grant for construction, &c. (Ans.)

351 (vol. i).
Wood supplies for Govt. Buildings, Ottawa (Ans.) 429

(vol. i), 1387 (vol..ii).

Laurier, Hon. W., East Quebec.
Can. Agent at Paris, appointment of, on M. for Papers,

982 (vol. ii).
c. P. B. Extension to Canadian ports on the Atlantie

(Ques.) 290; Vernon Smith's iRep., on M. for copies,
294; St. Matin's Junction to Quebec (M. for copies
of Cor.*) 533 (vol. i).

-- North Shore Line, Subsidy to (M. for copies of
Cor., &c.) 41 (vol. i).

- - Res. respecting further Loan, on M. to conc. in
Res. (Amt.) 2863 ; neg. (Y. 55, N. 89) 2864 (vol. iv).

- Short Line Ry., Montreal to the Atlantic, on M.
for Reps. of Govt. Engineers, &o., 39 (vol. i).

Chenevert, J. A., employment of, by Public Works
Dept. (Ques.) 429 (vol. i).

Commercial relations between France [and Canada, on
M. for copies of Cor., 831 (vol. ii).

Commercial Treaty with Jamaica (Ques.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., on Res. (Mr. Blake) want of

confidence, 3119-3128; on M. to adjn. dob., 3212 (iv).
- - Prisoners held for Trial (remarks) on M. for

Com. of Sup., 3440 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 21,

1167; (Arnt.) 1171; neg. (Y. 54, N. 86) 1204; in
Com., " usufructuary," 1445, 1446, 1448, 1451, 1454,
1455, 1456; ' tenant," 1480; " actual value," 1596,
1604; ."parish," 1593; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1626-1629 (ii), 1984 (iii) ; on Amt. (Mr.
McIntyre) to M. for 3° 3057 ; on Amt. (Mr. Fisher)
to M. for consdn. of B., 3070 (voL iv) ; (Ques. of
Order) 1510, 1619; on M. that Comà rise, 1424
(vol. ii).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1067 (vol; ii).

Land Grant and Land Grant Bonds to Rys. in Man. and
N.W., on M. for Ret., 96 (vol. i).

Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in
Com., 2761; on M. for 3° (Amt.) neg. (Y. 51, N. 65)
2763 (vol. iv).

Meredith, Chief Justice, resignation of (M. for copy)
43 (vol. i).

Nav. of River St. Lawrence B. 159 (Mr. McLelan) on
Order for 2°, 3t36 (vol. iv).

North Shore Ry., purchase of, by Govt. (Ques.) 189 (i).
Ry. from Montreal to the sea-board (Res.) 189 (vol. i).
Return, enquiry for, 895 (vol. ii).

7

Laurier, Hon. W.-Continued.
Riel, Treatment of, in Prison (remarks) 2357 (vol. iii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com., 2976, 2986, 2994; on M. to conc. in Res.,
3250; (Amt.) 3257; in Com on B., 3399 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Legielation : H. of 0. (Debates, publishing) cono., 3373 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) on Amt. (Mr. Ouimet) to M. for 20, 167 (i).

Ways and Means-on Res. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance in
the N.W., 3119-3128; on M. to adjn. deb., 3212 (iv).

Lesage, Mr. C. A., Dorchester.
C. P. R. Extension to Canadian ports on the Atlantic,

Vernon Smith's Rep. (M. for copies) 294 (vol. i).
-- Short Line Ry. from Montreal to the Atlantic

(M. for Reps. of Govt. Engineers,&c.) 38 (i).
Etchemin River Line, Survey of (Ques.) 350 (vol. i).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (&r ilector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2992-2994; (Amt.) 3289; neg.
(Y. 36, N. 101) 3292 (vol. iv).

Short Line Ry., Mr. Wicksteed's Rep. (Ques.) 1744 (iii).

Lister, Mr. J. F., West Lambton.
Bpnuses to Rys. in Ont., Pets. for relief of, on M. for

copies, 357 (vol. i).
Brandon, Postmaster at, Salary and Allowances (Ques.)

2029 (vol. iii).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) on M.

for 30, 1301; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 57, N. 103) 1303 (ii).
Cornwall Public Buildings (Ques.) 2997 (vol. iv).
Coste,LouisanDi Eugène, employment of (Ques.) 1131(ii).
Disturbance in the N.W., Trial of Riel (Ques.) 2358 (iii).
Dom. License Act, working of, on M. for Cor., 309 (i).
Dumont, Extradition of (Ques.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 390 (vol. i).
Fishing Licenses, Lake Brie, names of persons granted

(M. for Ret.) 964 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20, 1150-1153; on M.
for Com., 1344-1347, 1352; " qualifications in cities
and towns," 1732-1736 (vol. ii), 1860-1864; (Indians)
2009-2012; " qualifications in counties," 2066, 2070,
2075 ; "who shall not vote," 2088, (Indians) 2153-
2155 ; "registration of voters," 2264, 2283, 2286,
2316; "revision of voters' lists," 2324, 2338, 2343 ;
"general provisions," 2344; " appeal," 2364;
"officers and duties " (Indians) 2371 ; on consdn. of
B. (Amt.) 3066 (vol. iv).

Indian Superintendents, office of (Ques.) 88 (vol. i).
Infectious and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1082, 1084 (vol. ii).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases Amt. B. 6 (Mr.

Cameron, Euron) on Amt. (Mr. Tupper) 6 m. h., to
M. for 2», 184 (vol. i). *

License Commissioners in Bsex (Ques.) 606 (vol. i).
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Lister, Mr. J. F.-ontinued.
Maritime Court of Ont. Extension of Jurisdiction B.

il (Mr. Allen) on M. for 2°, 128 (vol. i).
Moody, John, employment of (Ques.) 148 (vol. i).
Northerly and Westerly Boundaries of Ont., proceed.

ings, moneys paid, &c. (M. for Ret.) 210 (vol. i.)
Personal Explanation, re statement made by Min. of

Marine (remarks) 693 (vol. i).
Rys. in the Co. of Grey, refund of bonuses to Co.

Council, &c., on M. for copy of memorial, 59 (vol. i).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. Municipalities, memo-

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 585 (vol. i).
Squatters in the Qu'Appelle Valley (M. for Ret.) 205 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. 133 (Mr.

McLelan) on prop. Res., 1279 (vol. ii).
SUPPLY:

Aisheries (Fish-breeding, &c.) 2953 (vol. iv).
Militia (Ammunition) 2905; (Clothing and Great Coats) 2908;

(Drill Pay, &c.) 2910 (vol. iv).

Watson, Ebenezer, of Sarnia, office of (Ques.) 188 (i).

Macdonald, Mr. A. C., King's, P.E.J.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 1047; (Amt.) 1062 (vol. ii).
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &o., eut in the Ice, B. 22

(Mr. Robertson, -Hamilton) on Amt. (Mr. -all) 150 (i).
Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on A mt. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act to M. for remng. adjd. deb. for 21, 944, (ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" qualifications in cities and towns " (Amt.) 1623 (vol.
ii); telegram read re election in P.E.I., 1903 (iii);
on Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to M. for 30, 3054 (iv).

Post Office Savings Bank, Depositors in, on M. for Ret.,
822 (vol. ii).

Red Point Harbor Breakwater (Ques.) 1039 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Public Works-lncome: P.E.I., 2918 (vol. iv).

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1674 (vol. ii).

Weight and Measurement of Root Crops (M. for copies
of Cor.*) 201 (vol. i)

Winter Crossing from P.E.I. (M. for copies of Cor.)
62 (vol. i).

Nacdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A., Carleton, Ont.
Accommodation for Members (remarks) 49 (vol. i).
Address, on The, 19; M. for Com. to draft, 27; draft

Rep., 27; His Excell. reply, 113 (vol. i).
Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. (B. 141, 10*)

2345 (vol. iii); in Com., 2962, 2967; on Amt. (Mr.
Mills) to M. for 30, 3002, 3427 (vol. iv).

Administration of Oaths of Office (B. 1, 1*) 1 (vol. i).
Administration of the N.W.T. (Mr. Caron) in Com. on

Res. (Amat.) 2934 (vol. iv).
Advances to Provinces B. 7 (Sir Leonard Tilley) on M.

to introd., 32 (vol. i).
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122 (M. to transfer to Govt.

Orders) 1320 (vol. ii).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued
American Engineers' visit to N.S., in Com. of Snp., 3457

(vol. iv).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2546 (vol. iii).
André, Father, Letter from, in 1883 (Ans.) 3425 (iv).
Annunciation Day, adjmt. for (M.) 714 (vol. i).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1024 (vol. ii).
Ash Wednesday, adjmt. for (M.) 125 (vol. i).
Banking Facilities for Agriculturists B. 36 (Mr. Orton)

on Res., 120 (vol. i).
Bankruptcy or Insolvency (M. for Sp. Com.) 47;

Pets. respecting (M. to refer to Sp. Com.) 125 (vol. i).
Bell and Kavanagh Land Clainis, on M. for copies of

O.C., &c., 481 (vol. i).
Benson, Mr., M.P., Death of (remarks) 2357 (vol. iii).
Better Preservation of the Peace Aet Amt. B. 131 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2825, 2827 (vol. iv).
Bonuses to Rys. by Ont. Legislature (remarks) on M.

for Com. of Sup., 3446 (vol. iv).
Boundary between Ont. and Man. (Ans.) 51 (i).
B.C. Penitentiary, suspension of Rules, on M. for copies

of Cor., 824; in Com. of Sup., 990 (vol. ii).
British Medical Acts Return (remarks) 939 (vol. ii).
Bureau of Agriculture, Establishment of (Ans.) 76 (i).
Business of the Session (remarks) 211 (vol. i); (M.) to

meet at 1 o'clock, 1744 (vol. iii).
Cabinet Representation for B.C. (Ans.) 235 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (Ans.) 363 (vol i).

Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on ques. to fix
day for 20, 713 ; procedure, 714 (vol. i); (Ans.)
to fix day for consdn. of Sen. Amts., 2530 (ol. iii);
on Sen. Amts., 2645, 2650, 2652-2656 (vol. iv).

-Druggists' Licenses (Ans.) 1306 (ii).
Expenses of prosecutions under (Ans.) 1306 (ii);

3320 (vol. iv).
Can. Contingent for the Soudan (Ans.) 568 (vol. i).
C.P. R. Agreement by Co. to Terms of Resolution

(Ans.) 1915 (vol. iii).
Change in existing arrangements (Ans.) 695

(vol. i), 1744 (vol. iii).
-- Co.'s Acts Amt. B. 153 (Mr. Pope) prop. Res.

2420 (vol. iii); in Com., 3032 (vol. iv).
- - Debt, floating and unsecured (Ans.) 219 (i).

Extension of, to Quebec (Ans.) 291 (vol. i).
Length of gaps (explanation) 838 (vol. ii).

-- Forty Mile Belt in B.C. (Memo. read) 1983 (iii).
Govt. Mortgage, changes (Ans.) 36 (vol. i).
Homesteads within Ry. Belt (Ans.) 567 (vol. i).
Land Area in the 48-mile belt accepted by Co.

(Stmnt.) 782 (vol. ii).
Land Grant accepted by Co., number of acres

(Ans.) 568, 741 (vol. i).
Land rejected by Co. in Ry. Belt (Stmnt.) 965;

(Ans.) 927 (vol. ii).
--- Legislation respecting (Ans.) 57 (vol. i.)

Payment of Interest by Co. (Ans.) 1677 (vol. ii).
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Nacdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-ontinued.
C. P. R. Proposals by Co. (remarks) 746 (vol. i).
-- Relief of, by Govt. (Ans.) 350 (vol. i).
- - Res. respecting further Loan (remarks) on

adjmt. of deb., 2643 ; in Com., 2724, 2725, 2727, 2729-
2731, 2733, 2734, 2737-2741, 2743-2747, 2862 ; on
M. to rec. Rop. of Com. (Amt.) 2859 (vol. iv.)

Timber dues to Govt. by Co. (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2535-2539

(vol. iii).
Capital Account Expenditure, on M. for Stmnt., 46 (i).
Cape Breton Island Claims under terms of Confedera-

tion, on prop. Rs. (Mr. Cameron, Inverness) 615 (i).
Carlton, Evacuation of, Rop. (Ans.) 1567 (vol. ii).
Carriers by Land B. 5 (Mr. Coughlin) on M. for 24, 102

(vol. i).
Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 2°,

254 (vol. i).
Census of the N.W.T., &c., B. 21 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 75 ; in Com. on B., 171 ; on Amt. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) to recom., 214 (vol. i).

Central Prison of Ont. Acts Amt. (B. 129, 10*) 1226
(vol. ii) ; 2° m., 2402 (vol. iii).

Chinese Commissioners' Rep. (Ans.) 29 ; on presenta-
tion (remarks) 236 (vol. i).

Chinese Immigration Restriction B., notice of Res,,
2497 (vol. iii).

Civil Service B. (Ans.) 28 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1097 ; on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) 3 m. h., to M. for 30,
1284 (vol. ii).

Clark, G.M.K., sumo paid, on M. for Rot., 697 (vol. i).
Clothing and Great Coats, in Com. of Sup., 2909 (iv).
Colonisation Co.'s modification of agreement (Ans.)

1678 (vol. ii), 2241 (vol. iii).
Commercial Bank of Windsor B. 117 (Sir Leonard Tilley)

(remarks) 1671 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2430 (vol. iii).
Ooxnsolidn. of the Statutes, Rep. of Commissioners (pro-

sented) 32 (vol. i).
Contingencies, Deptl., in Com. of Sup., 915 (vol. ii).
Corpus Christi, adjmt. for (MI.) 2301 (vol. iii).
Copyright, Law of, on prop. Res. (Mr. Edgar) 713 (i).
County Court Judges, Man. (B. 162) in Com. on Res.,

3435, 3436 (vol. iv).
County Court Judges' Salaries (Ans.) 3073 (vol. iv).
Crozier, Supt., Rep. of, re Indian sympathy with Half-
' breeds, 3425 (vol. iv).

Debates, Official Rep., in Com. of Sap., 991 (vol. ii); on
Amt. (-Mr. Wood, Brockville) to M. to conc. in Third
Rep. of Com., 3363 (vol. iv).

Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Coms. (B. 26) prop.
Res., 67; on Amt. (Mr. Blake) to appoint Sel. Com.
to rep. to louse, 70; on Amt. (Mr. Mills) 72; on
Ques. of Order, 73; 2' and in Com., 175; 3° on a
a div., 212 (vol. i).

Deputy Speaker (M.) appointing Malachy Daly, Esq.,
72 (vol. i); Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3351, 3353 (iv).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.
Dewdney, Gov., communications from (Ans.) 3425 (iv).
Disputed Boundaries of Ont., Imperial Legislation

(Ans.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W. (Ans.) 693, 714 (vol. i),

783; (remarks) 1832 (vol. ii).
André, Father, latter from (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

--- Assistance to families of Militiamen, 894 (ii).
Assistance to Settlers (Ans.) 2854 (vol. iv).

--- Civil Service Volunteers (Ans.) 3043 (iv).
Claims, &c., of Half-breeds (Ans.) 1474 (vol. ii).

--- Compensation for losses (Ans.) 3321 (vol. iv).
Crowfoot, communication from (read) 1038 (ii).

--- Crozier, Supt., Rep. of, re Indian sympathy with
Half-breeds (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Dewdney, Lieut.-Gov., communications with
Govt. (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

-- Duck Lake, Engagement at (Tels. read) 790
(vol. ii); Rop. of Fight (Ans.) 1743 (vol. iii).

--- Dumas, Michel, appointmont as farm in-
structor (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Expense B. 129 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 2856 (iv).
Fort Pitt Disaster, confirmation of news, 1281;

(Tel. read) 1301 (vol. ii).
Frog Lake, Massacre at (Stmnt.) 994 (vol. ii).

- - Govt. officials in the N.W., communications
with (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

-- Grandin, Bishop, communications from (Ans.)
3321, 3423 (vol. iv).

- - Half-breed grievances (Mr. Blake) 2040-2043
(vol. iii).

Half-breed Commission (letter read from Mr.
Street) 1607; work of (remarks) 1566, 2169 (ii).

--- Imp. Govt., commn. with (Ans.) 1744 (vol. iii).
-- Indemnity to Members in the field, on prop. M.
(Mr. White, Cardwell) 812 (vol. ii).

Indians at Fort Qu'Appelleloyalty of (Tel. rcad)
1320 (vol. ii).

- - Isbester, James, appointment as far instructor
(Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

- - Mounted Police Officers, Reps. from, of Engage-
ments (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

- - on Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for Com. on Ways
and Means, 761-765 (vol. i).

on farther information (remarks) 745, 813 (ii).
Poundmaker, Skirmish with, Tel. from Herch-

mer (read) 1649 (vol. ii).
Prisoners held for Trial, 3443 (vol. iv).
Prisoners surrendered by Poundmaker (Ans.)

2065 (vol. iii).
-- Raid on Houses at Battleford, 889 (vol. ii).

Relief of destitute families (remarks) 3321 (iv).
Religious Rites refused prisoners 2998 (vol. iv).
Res. (Mr. Blake) want of confidence (reply)

3110-3119 (vol. iv).
- - Rewards for Bravery (Ans.) 2359 (vol. iii).

Riel's proposal to accept money (Ans.) 3426 (iv)
--- Riel, Trial of (Ans.) 2358 (vol. iii).
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- - Stoney Indian rising (Stmnt.) 863 (vol. ii).
- - Volunteers, recognition of Services of (Ans.)

2029 (vol. iii); prop. Res., 3321 (vol. iv). '
Divorce Court, creation of a (Ans.) 77 (vol. i).
Dom. and Prov. Franchises, despatch from Mr. Fielding

(Ans.) 2170 (vol. iii).
Dom. Day, Sitting of the House on (Ans.) 2773 (vol. iv).
Dom. Drainage Co.'s B. 28 (JMr. Iaggart) on M. for 2°,

1007; on M. for Com., 1386 (vol. ii).
Dom. Lands, frauds in Dept. (Ans.) 1915, 2170 (vol. iii).

Dumont's lot on Saskatchewan (Ans.) 2029
(vol. iii).

in B. C., Timber dues (Ans.) 2240 (vol. iii).
- -. Revenue for 7 months 1884-85 (Ans.) 290 (i).

Sales, receipts on account (Ans.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Dom. Police, in Com. of Sup., 985 (vol. ii).
Dorchester Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 989 (vol. ii).
Dumas, Michel, appointment as farm instructor (Ans.)

3425 (vol. iv).
Duck Lake Engagement, iRep. of (Ans.) 1567 (ii).
Dumont, Extradition of (Ans.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Dynamite, Legislation respecting (Ans.) 57 (vol. i).
Easter, adjmt. for (Ans.) 713 (vol. i).
Edmonton and Saskatchewan Colon. Co.'s Township

Surveys (Ans.) 2171 (vol. iii).
Election Expenses, in Com. of Sup, 3452 (vol. iv).
Etchemin River Line, Survey of (Ans.) 350 (vol. i).
Exchange Bank, Claims against (Ans.) 89; Advances

to, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 393(vol. i).
Expenditure on Capital Account, on M. for Stmnt., 46 (i).
Explosive Substances (B. 95, 10*) 545 (vol. i); 29 m.,

893; in Com., 1167; 3° m., 1335 (vol. ii).
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Can. B. 60 (Mr.

McCarthy) in Com., 693 (vol. i).
Fabre, Mr., salary and contingencies, in Com. of Sup.,

3244 (vol. iv).
Factory B. (Ans.) 29 (vol. i).
Federation of the Empire, proposals for (Ans.) 51 (i).
Finance Minister, Health of (Ans.) 2497 (vol. iii).
Fish taken in the Miramichi, on M. for Ret., 295 (i).
Flag Treaty between U.S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 221 (vol. i).
Fishery Arrangements with U.S. (remarks) 2890 (iv).
Franchise (B. 103, 10) 629 (vol. i); Order for 2° read

(remarks) 1095; 20 m., 1133; in Com., 1385;
" woman suffrage, 1388, 1458; " owner," 1444, 1445,
1449, 1452, 1453, 1457; " tenant," 1475, 1481;
" occupant," 1483 ; " person " (Indians) 1484, 1486,
1487, 1489, 1563, 1574 (vol. ii), 2023 (vol. iii) ;
(Chinese) 1582, 1558 ; " farm," 1591 ; " parish,"
1593; "farmers' sons," 1594; "aetual value,"
1596, 1600 (vol. ii), "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1745, 1932, 1937, 1983-1988, 1992-2003,
2757-2759 (vol. iv) ; " qualifications in counties,"
2053, 2060, 2062, 2064, 2065, 2079, 2080, 2394;
on disqualifying revising barristers, 2086 (vol. iii);
" who shall not vote " (Indians) 2104, (Amts.)
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2139 ; "registration of voters," 2172, 2177- 2180,
2228, 2231, 2241, 2244, 2269, 2273, 2279-2294, 2300,
2310-2319 ; revision of voters' listq," 2321, 2326-
2335, 2339-2345, "general provisions," 2344,
2351, 2353-2356; "appeal," 2360-2365, 2395;
" officers and duties " (Indians) 2370, 2373,

2388, 2389 ; " offences," 2390 ; " farm," 2393
(vol. iii); " preamble," 2758; M. to refer back
to Com., 3051 ; in Com., 3052 ; on Amt. (Mr. Mc-
intyre) to M. for 30,3056; " remuneration of revising
officers, &c.," prop. Res., 2420 (vol. iii); on Amt. (Mr.
Weldon) 3059 (vol. iv); on procedure, 1470; on Mr.
Trow's pair with Mr. Williams (remarks) 1470; on
taking up items consecutively (remarks) 1471 (vol.
ii) ; on Ms. that Com. rise, 2137, 2207 (vol. iii); on
Ques. of Order, appeal from Chair to House, 1510,
1512, 1513 (voi. ii) ; on Ques. of Order, 1825, 1969,
2143 ; on personal explanation of Mr. Mills, 2140;
(remarks) 2146, 2160 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures
(remarks) 2026, 2028, 2496 ((vol. iii).

French Half-breeds at St. Laurent, Claims of (Ans.)
2358 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (&r. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1316, 1319 (vol. ii).

Geological Survey, Management of (Ans.) 114 (i).
Govt. Agents in the N.W.T., Fees from Settlers (Ans.)

2170 (vol. iii).
Govt. Business (Ms.) to take in Thursdays, 451 (vol i);

Wednesdays, 965; Mondays, 1336 (vol. ii); Satur-
days, 1824 (vol iii), 2676; (remarks) 3293 (vol. iv).

Govt. Loan B. 145 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 2464 ; on M.
to conc. in Res., 2525 (vol. iii).

Govt. Officials in the N. W., communications from
(Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Grandin, Bishop, commn. from (Ans.) 3423 (iv).
G. T. IR. Returns, on enquiry respecting (remarks) 662

(vol. i); 964 (vol. ii).
-- Stockholders, Ret. respecting (remarks) 28,

101, 113, 350, 566 (vol. i); Ans. of Mr. Hickson
(Ans.) 927, 1094, 1278 (vol. ii); (remarks). 2210
(iii) ; enforcement of Order of ilouse, 3426 (iv).

-- Rivière du Loup Branch, Sale of (Ans.) 1039 (ii).
Guns used in fight with Poundmaker (Ans.) 2170 (iii).
Half-breed Minors, Man., Claims ofunenumerated (Ans.)

1743 (vol. iii).
Half-breed Commission, information respecting (Ans.)

1567, 1607 (vol. ii) ; Claims recognized and rejected
(Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).

Half-breed Indian Reserves and Homesteads (Ans.)
1567 (vol. ii).

Plots on the Saskatchewan (Ans.) 1567 (vol. ii).
Scrip (Ans.) 1914 (vol. iii).

--- Settlement of Claims (Ans.) 1567 (vol. ii).
--- Settlement, undisturbed occupation (Ans.) 1567

(vol. ii).
Homesteada within Ry. Bolt (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
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Horses for Troops in N.W., purchase of (Ans.) 1306 (ii).
Hudson Bay Expedition, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (iv).
Hughes, D. J., Official conduct of (Ans.) 77; on M. for

Ret., 98 (vol. i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2841, 2846 (vol. iv).
Indemnity to Members, increased, in Com. of Sup., 3450.
Indian Advancement Act, application of (Ans.) 77 (i).
Indian Affairs, Dept. of, Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. i);

in Com. of Sup., 901 (vol. ii).
Indian Reserve, Victoria Arm, B.C. (Ans.) 1211 (ii).
Indian Schools in the N.W. and Man. (Ans.) 568 (i).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 867 (vol. ii) ; 3243, 3314-3320,

3341, 3392, 3393; conc., 2922, 3373 (vol. iv).
Indian Superintendents, office of (Ans.) 88 (vol. i).
Indian Titles in Ont. acquired by Govt. (Ans.) 632 (i).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animais

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1065 (vol. ii).
Insolvent Debtors, distribution of Assets prov. B. 4 (M.

to transfer to Govt. Orders) 1280 (vol. ii).
Insolvency, on ques. as to Legislation (remars) 1038

(vol. ii).
Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (Mr. Cas-

grain) 85 (vol. i).
I. C. R., in Com. of Sup., 3296, 3297 (vol. iv).
Interior, Dept. of, Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. i) ; in Coin.

of Sup., 915, 968-973 (vol. ii), 2764 (vol. iv).
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Essex) on

M. for 2°, 254 (vol. i).
Isbester, J., appointment as farm instructor (Ans.)

3425 (vol. iv).
Jamaica, Trade relations with (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
Judges in N.B., appointment for year's circuit (Ans.)

568 (vol. i).
Judicial Reform in the N.W.T., petitions, &2. (Ans.)

1306 (vol. ii).
Justice, Penitentiaries Branch, in Com. of Sup., 914 (ii).
Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 985 (vol. ii).
Land Board at Winnipeg, in Com. of Sup., 3345 (vol. iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. (B. 147) prop. Res.,

782 (vol. ii); 2443-2445, 2503 (vol. iii) ; on Amt.
(Mr. Blake) to M. for 30, 2891, 2894 (vol. iv).

Lands in Ry. Belt in B.C., and Homestead Act (Ans.)
289 (vol. i).

Law Reports, Ont., in Com. of Sup., 3351 (vol. iv).
Lebel, Antoine, Indian Agent, acting without sureties

(Ans.) 1211 (vol. ii).
Librarian of Parliament, office of (Ans.) 41 (vol. i).
Library of Part. Joint Com. (M. for Mess. to Son.) 36

(vol. i).
Library of Parlt. (B. 139) prop. Res., 1659, 1661 ; in

Com.,1668-1670; 2° m., 2402 (iii); in Com., 2760 (iv).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Lieut.-Gov. of N.B. (Ans.) 362 (vol. i).
Lieut.-Gov. of Quebec, Oath of Ofie (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
Lingan Mines, C. B., aiding civil power at, in Com. of

Sup., 3452 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Ac, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Foster) on

M. for 2°, 621 (vol. i).
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Liquor License Act, 1883, on prop. Res. (Mfr. Cameron,

Huron) 1211; on M. to conc. in Res.(remarks)1226(ii).
-- (B. 134, 10) 1281 (vol. ii); 2° m., 2400 (vol. iii);
in Com., 2768, 2894, 2897; on Amt. (Mr. Mtulock) to
M. for 30, 2959 (vol. iv).

Boards of Commissioners under (Ans.) 77 (i).
Constitutionality of (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
Putting in force, in Com. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).

--- Regulations directing License Fund under
(Ans.) 76 (vol. i).

-- Supreme Court Judgment (Ans.) 29 (vol. i).
Loan of £4,000,000 recently effected (Ans.) 2998 (iv).
Losses and Expenses through Troubles in the N.W.T.,

in Com. of Sup., 3454 (vol. iv).
McLeod, N., Superannuation of (Ans.) 2530 (vol. iii).
MeManus, C., gratuity to widow of, in Com. of Sup.,3350

(vol. iv).
Man., Claim for a Subsidy (Ans.) 188 (vol. i).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mfr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2780-2783 (explanation) 2785; in Com.,
2191, 2794, 2824, 3047-3050 (vol. iv).

Man. Half-breed Minors, Claims preferred and rejected
(Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii); temporarily absent (Ans.)
1743 (vol. iii).

Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sap., 989 (vol. ii).
Man. South-Western Colon. Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Com. on Res., 2503 (vol. iii).
Marine, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 908 (vol. ii).
Maritime Court of Ont., Extension of Jurisdiction B Il

(Mr. Allen) on M. for 2°, 129, 131; on Order for
Com., 215; in Com., 496 (vol. i).

Members' Indemnity, payments to those absent through
sickness (Ans.) 3473 (vol. iv).

Meredith, Çhief Justice, resignation of, on M. for copy,
43 (vol. i).

Messages from His Ex.: Ane, to Address, 113 (i).
-- Claims of Man., 202 (vol. i).

Internal Economy Commission, 40 (vol. i).
--- Pets., Res., &c., on Bankruptcy, 101 (vol. i).

Thanks of Queen for condolence on Death of
Duke of Albany, 32 (vol. i).

Washington Treaty, Fishery Clauses, Cor. and
Papers, 3232 (vol. iv).

Meeting of the House, irregularity (remarks) 2996 (iv).
Minister of Interior, absence of (Ans.) 964 (vol. ii).
Minister of Rys., office of (Ans.) 41, 52 (vol. i).
Model Farm, Establishment, in Com, of Sup., 3153 (iv).
Morgan, H. J., payments te, by Govt. for services, on

M. for Stmnt., 120 (vol. i); for " Annual Register,"
in Com. of Sup., 3351 (vol. iv).

Morgan, J. H., Services as Forestry Commissioner
(Ans.) 77 (vol. i).

Mounted Police Barracks, Tenders or (Ans.) 351 (vol.
i); in Ccm. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).

Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 3243, 3392 (vol. iv).
Recruits (Strnnt. of number, and horses pur.

chased) 1607; (remarks) 1566 (vol. ii).
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N. S. Rys., Consolid. and completion (Ans.) 2530 (iii).
North Shore Ry., purchase of, by Govt. (Ans.) 189 (vol.

i); use of by C. P. R. (Ans.) 1915 (vol. ii).
N. W. Mounted Police Augmentation (B. 144) prop.

Res., 994 (vol. ii); in Com. on Res., 2402 M. to conc.
in Res., 2421, 2426, 2428; Res. conc. in and 10* of
B., 2430 (vol. iii); 21 m, 2770; 3° m., 2820 (vol. iv).

-- (B. 140, 1?*) 1670 (vol. ii); 2° m, 2772; 3° m.,
2822 (vol. iv).

- Commissioners' Rep. (Ans.) 2359 (vol. ii); (pre.
sented) 2820 (voh iv).

--- Increase of force (Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).

--- Officers Reps. of Engagements (Ques.) 3425 (iv).
N. W., Papers respecting (Ans.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Oaths of Office (B. 1, 10*) 1 (vol. i).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. for Com. on Res., 2556 (vol. iii) ; M.
to receive Rep. of Com. on Res., 2753; on M. to
conc. in -Res., 2756 (vol. iv).

Offences against the Person (assault and battery) Act
Amt. B. 42 (Mr.Tupper) on M. for 20 (M. to adjn. deb.)
219 (vol. i).

Offences against the Person Act Amt. (B. 123, 1°*) 1037
(vol. ii); on 3° (remarks) 2768 (vol. iv).

Ontario's Boundaries, Legislation respecting (Ans) 51,
115, 567 (vol. i), 2998, 3321 (vol. iv).

-- on M. for copies of O.C.'s Imp., Can. or Provl.,
52 (vol. i).

Ontario's Claima to country north of height of land and
south of Hudson's Bay, &c. (Ans.) 51 (vol. i).

Ontario, Northern Boundary of, Res. of Govt. (Ans.)
1133 (vol. ii).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 64 (Mr. .McCarthy) on M.
for 20, 638 (vol. i).

Patents issued to Settlers, Prince Albert (Ans.) 964 (ii).
Payment of Deptl. Clerks, delay in (Ans.) 2170 (iii).
Pensions, New Militia conc. 2765 (vol. iv).
Permits granted in Territory awarded Ont. (Ans.) 115

(vol. i).
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks and rule read)

1891-1894 (vol. iii).
St. Laurent Settlement, Plans and Surveys, Receipt

of (Ans.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Preservation of the Peace in the vicinity of Public

Works Act Amt. (B. 131, 1°*) 1278 (vol. ii).
Prince Albert Colonization Co.'s Township Surveys

(Ans.) 2170 (vol. iii).
Printing and Printing Paper, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2803,

2805 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, Disturbance in the N.W., on article

in Hamilton Spectator, 813 (vol. ii).
- on article in Toronto News: French aggression,

&c. (remarks) 1679 (vol. ii).
-- on paragraph in Free Press (remarks) 171 (i).
Privy Council Office, in Com. of Sup., 899; contingen.

cies, 914 (vol. ii).
Prorogation (Ans.) 3473 (vol. iv).
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Provincial Leg., compilation of Cor., &o., conc., 3434(iv).
Provincial Rys. taken over by Govt. (Ans.) 188 (vol. i).
Qu'Appelle Valley Farming Co.'s agreement (Ans.)

816 (vol. ii).
Queen's Birthday, adjmt. for (M.) 2030 (vol. iii).
Ry. Belt on Vancouver Island (Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Ry. from Montreal to the sea-board, on Res.(Mr.Laurier)

199 (vol. i).
Rys. and Canals, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 914 (vol. ii).
Rys. centreing in Ottawa, on M. for Ret. (M. to adjn.

deb.) 88 (vol. i).
Relief of distress in N.W.T., in Com. of Sup., 3455 (iv).
Representation of the N.W.T. in Parlt. B. 45 (.Mr.

Cameron, Huron) on M. for 20, 362 (vol. i).
Representation of the N.WT. in Parlt., on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 293 (vol. i).
Returns, on enquiries for (remarks) 427 (vol. i), 966,

1038, 1132, 1167, 1209 (vol. ii), 2936 (vol. iv).
- - Preparations of, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Ret., 707 (i).
Revised Statutes of Canada B. 130 (M. to dschg. Order)

2402 (vol. iii).
Richelieu Navigation Co.'s B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins) on

prop. Amt. (remarks) 1210 (vol. ii).
Rideau Canal, increase of water supply, in Com. of Sup.,

3313 (vol. iv).
Riel's proposal to accept money (Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Riel, Treatment of, in prison (remarks) 2357 (vol. iii).
Roundhouse at Selkirk erected on private property

issue of Patent (Ans.) 2030, 2171 (vol. iii).
Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 2914 (vol. iv).
St. Clair Ranch Co., Rents paid, &c. (Ans.) 2240 (iii).
St. GCeorge's Day, on M. for adjmt., 1305 (vol. ii).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 986-

989 (vol. ii).
Salaries, H. of C., in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. il).
Salaries of Ministers (Ans.) 3073 (vol. iv).
Schmidt, Louis, and others, of Prince Albert District,

employment of, by Govt. (Ans.) 1915 (vol. iii).
Seduction, &c., punishment of, B. 27 (Mr. Charlton) on

M. for 20, 619 (vol. i).
Settlers' Claims, Prince Albert District (Ans.) 1567 (ii).
Settlement of Claims of Man. half-breed Minora (Ans.)

1743 (vol. iii).
Settlement of Settlers Claims at Prince Albert, &c.

(Ans.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Select Standing Coms. (M.) 2; M. for Sp. Com. to pre.

pare Lists, 27; Committees appointed and Lists pre.
pared (presented) 30 ; conc. in, 32 (vol. i).

Short Lino Ry., Engineers' Reps. (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
Govt. Grants to (Ans.) 1678 (vol. ii).
Plans and Reps. (Ans.) 479, 567 (vol. i).

-- Rep. of Mr. Wicksteed (Ans.) 1744 (vol. iii).
2nd Rop. of Mr. Light (Ans.) 1744 (vol. iii).

---- from Montreal to Atlantic, in Com. on Res.,
2977; (Amt.) 2982 (vol. iv).

Short Lino Survey from St. Charles (Ans.) 360 (vol. i).
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Simpson, G. A., Govt. Land Agent (Ans.) 57 (vol. i).
Speech from the Throne, consideration of (M.) 2.
Squatters in the Qu'Appelle Valley, on M. for Ret., 205

(vol. i).
Standing Committees, non.srmmoning of, for organiza-

tion (remarks) 67 (vol. i).
on Colonization and Immigration (M.) to add.

Messrs. Baker,Vic., and Jackson to Com., 299 (vol. i).
Stationery used in H. of C., Expense of (Ans.) 290

(vol. i).
Statutes of Canada Consolidation (B. 130, 1°) 1226

(vol. ii).
-- Revision of, Commissioners' Rep. (M.) to cone.

in Mess. from Sen., 777 (vol. ii).
Distribution of (Ans.) 568 (vol. i).

Stipendiary Magistrates in N.W.T., in Com. of Sap.,
3448 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. (B. 158) prop. Res., 2531
(vol. iii) ; in Com. on Res., 2977 ; (Amt.) 2982; in
Com. on B., 3380 (vol. iv).

Sunday Excursions, prohibition B. 19 (Mr. Charlton)
on M. for 20, 266 (vol. i).

Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.
(Mr. Chapleau) 271 (vol. i).

Superior Court of Q ie., Chief Justice of (Ans) 429 (i).
Superior Court Judges, Que. (B. 16 1), prop. Res., 3375;

in Com. and l>* of B., 3395 (vol. iv).
Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Xr. Landry,

Montmagny) on M. for 20, 163 (vol. i).
Surveys and Explorations in the N.W. (Ans.) 232 (iii).
Surveys and Plans of Battleford and Edmonton (Ans.)

2357 (vol. iii).
Sutherland, Dr., payment to, in Com. of Sup., 3351 (iv).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice, 985 (vol. ii), 3448 (vol. iv).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistica (Archives, care of) 1024 (vol. i).
Canals-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Trent Riv. Nav.) 3312. Income:

Rideau Canal (increase of water supply) 3313 (vol. iv).
Civil Govt. (Indian Affairs, Dept. of) 901, contingencies, 915;

(Interior, Dept. of) 968, 973, contingencies, 915 (vol. ii),
conc., 2764 (vol. iv); (Justice, Penitentiaries Branch) 914;
(Marine, Dept. of) 908 ; (Privy Council Office) 899, contin-
gencies, 914 ; (Railways and Canals, Dept. of) 914 (vol. ii).

Dominion Landa-Income (Land Board at Winnipeg) 3345 (iv).
Dominion Police, 985 (vol. ii), suppl., 3350 (vol. iv).
Indians (Assistance to Institutions) 3392 ; (B. O.) 3314; (Grant

to supplmt. Fund) 3242; (Industrial Schools at Qu'Appelle
and High River) cone., 2922 ; (Man. and N W.T.) 3314, 3317-
3320, 3341, conc., 3373; (N.S.) 3243; (N.W.T., to complete
service) 3393 (vol. iv).

Legislation: H. of C. (Debates, publishing) 991 (vol. ii) ; (Election
Expenses) 3452 (vol. iv); (Increased Indemnity to Members)
3450 (vol. iv); (Salaries) 991 (vol. ii). Miscellaneous (Library,
Salaries, &c.) 2796; (Printing and printing paper, &c.) 2803,
2805 (vol. iv).

Militia (Aiding civil power atLingan Mines, C.B.) 3452; (loth-
ing and Great Coats) 2909; (Royal Mil. Coll.) 2914 (vol. iv).

Iise4llaneous ( American Engineers' Visit to N S.) 3457 ; (Dep.
Speaker's Salary) 3351, 3353 ; (Establishment of a Model
Farm) 3453; (Fabre, Mr., salary and contingencies) 3244 ;
(Hudson Bay Expedition) 3245; (Losses and Expenses through
Troubles in N. W. T. (3454 ; (Liqnor License Act, putting
la - force of) 3244 ; (Monnted Police Barracke) 3244 ;

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-ContinueL
SUPPLY-Continued.

(Ontario Law Reports) 3351; (Payment to H. J. Morgan for

" Annual Register ") 3351; (Provincial Legislation, compila-
tion of Cor., &c ) conc., 3434; (Relief of Distress in N.W.T.)
3455; (Returns, preparation of) 3245; (Transport of fami-
lies from Oka to Township of Gibson, Indian Reserve) 3457
(vol. iv) ; (Vote of $1,000,000) conc., 2237 (vol. iii).

Immigration, 2841, 2846 (vol. iv).
N. IV. Alounted Police, 3243 ; suppl., 3392 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries: B.C., 990; Dorchester, 989; Kingston, 985 (vol.

il), (gratuity to widow of McManus) 3350; (vol. iv); Mani-
toba, 989 (vol. ii), (payment to Dr. Sutherland) 3351 (vol.
iv); St. Vincent de Paul, 986-989 (vol. ii).

Pensions (New Militia) conc., 2765 (vol. iv); (Veterana of War
of 1812) 992 (vol. ii).

Rys.-Capital: I. C. R. (miscellaneous works) 3296, 3297 (iv)•

Timber Licenses issued since 1882 in N.W.T., &o. (Ans.)

863 (vol. ii).
Timber Limits in Territories awarded Ont., 115 (vol. i).
Trade Relations between Canada and U.S. (Ans.) 1387.

(vol. ii); with Jamaica (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
Transport of families from Oka to Township of Gibson,

Indian Reserve, in Com. of Sup., 3457 (vol. iv).
Treasury Board, Constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on 10, 630 (vol. i); in Com., 1670 (vol. ii).
Treaty Negotiations by Sir A. Sbea (Ans.) 1387 (vol. ii).
Tront Riv. Nav., in Com. of Sup., 3312 (vol. iv).
Vacancy in a Judicial District, N.S. (Ans.) 2750 (vol. iv).

Veterans of War of 1812, in Com. of Sap., 992 (vol. ii).
Volunteers on Active Service, increase of pay of (Ans.)

2170 (vol. iii).
Volunteers in the N.W., recognition of Services (Ans.)

1566 (vol. ii) ; M. for Com. on Res., 3376; in Com.,
3377-3380; on Amt. (Mr. Watson) to M. to conc,
in Res., 3380; 1°* of B., 3380 (vol. iv).

Volunteers of 1837-38, on Res. recognizing Services,
38 (vol. i).

Vote for relief of Settlers in the N.W. (Ans.) 1744 (iii).
Vote to Genl. Middleton (notice) 3457 (vol. iv).
Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses

(remarks) 2559 (vol. iii), 2773, 2899, 2901, 3015; on
M. for Com. of Sup. (reply) to Mr. Weldon, 3320-
3333 (vol. iv).

Watson, Ebenezer, of Sarnia, office of (Ans.) 188 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff : on Res. (Mr. Blake)

re Disturbance in the N. W., in Amt. to Com.
761 (vol. i), 3110-3119 (vol. iv) ; (personal expla-
nation) re workingmen of Montreal, 521; (remarks)
as to time for concluding deb., 662 (vol. i); in Com.
(whiskey) 3226; Excise Duties, 3295 (iv).

Wharves and Docks in Navigable Waters B. 18 (Mr.
Tupper) on M. for 20, 216 (vol. i).

Writ for Lévis County, issue of (Ans.) 633; (remarks)
661 (vol. i).

Maokenzie, Hon. A., East York.
Administration of the N. W., in Com. on Res. (Mr.

Caron) 2927, 2930, 2932 (vol. iv).

1



INDEXL
Xackenzie, Hon. A.-Continued.

Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M. (Sir John A. Mac.
donald) for Sp. Com., 48 (vol. i).

Bank of Upper Canada, Stmnts. respecting (Ques.)
112 (vol. i).

Bridges, Booms, &c., in Nav. Waters B. 101 (Sir Bector
Langevin) on M. for 20, 893 (vol. ii).

Business of the House, on M. to meet at 1 o'clock,
1745 (vol. iii).

C. P. R. Trestles and Bridges, number of, on M. for
Stmnt., 111 (vol. i).
- Section B., Engineers' Reports on re-measure-

ment and re-classification, on M. for copies, 123 (i).
Section B, Judge Clark's Rep. on Award to

Contractors, on M. for copy, 133 (vol. i).
Consus of the N.W. B. 21 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 172 (i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.

on Res., 280 (vol. i).
Clark, G. M. K., sums paid to, on M. for Rot., 698 (i).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2434 (vol. iii).
Calling and Measuring Timber Acts Amt. B. 154 (Mr.

Costigan) in Com., 3045 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N.W., Stoney Indian rising (re-

marks) 863 (vol. ii).
Dom. Lands sold or leased for timber, logs, staves,

cordwood, &c. (M. for Stmnt.*) 40 (vol. i).
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Can. B. 60 (Mr. Mc

Carthy) in Com., 693 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Ques. of

Order, appeal from Chair to House, 1510 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. Pets., presentation of (remarks) 2024 (iii).
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on Res., 1310 (vol. ii).
Infectious and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1070 (vol. ii).
Inspectors of Public Works Rot. (Ques.) 606 (vol. i).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2776; (Ques. of Order) 2786 (vol. iv).
Man. Indian Agency, management of, on M. for copy

of Rep. made by Govt. Commission, 62 (vol. i).
Meeting of the House, irregularity of time, 2997 (iv).
North Saskatchewan River Improvements, on M. for

copies of Reps., &c., 697 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, on paragraph in Globe newspaper,

reflecting on Mr. Galt (remarks) 49 (vol. 1).
Protestant Volunteers in the 65th Battalion (remarks)

on newspaper paragraph, 2998 (vol. iv).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. Municipalities, memo.

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 571 (vol. i).
St. Thomas Public Buildings, amount expended, on M.

for Rot., 81 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Canals-Capital: Repair, &c. (Williamsburg) 3301; (Welland)
3202 (vol. iv).

Civil Gout. (Militia, Dept. of) 898 (vol. ii).
Railways-Capital: Repaire, &c. (1. C. R.) 3300 (vol. iv).

Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.
(Mr. Chapleau) 273 (vol. i).

Mackenzie, Hon. A.-Continued.
Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners' Loan B. 150 (Mr.

Bowell) on 1°, 2751 (vol. iv).
Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses

(remarks) 2559 (vol. iii).
Ways and Means-on explanation of Mr. McLelan

(remarks) 535 (vol. i).
Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s inoorp. B. 82

(Mr. Cameron, Victoria) on M. for 20, 428 (vol. i).

Mackintosh, Mr. G. H., Ottawa City.
Disturbance in the N.W., on Res. (Mr. Blake) want of

confidence, 3175-3190 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir.John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1241-1245; on M. for Com. (explanation) 1376 (ii).
High Commissioner, Instructions issued to, respecting

Immigrants (Ques.) 290 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, personal allusions in deb. (remarks)

3247 (vol. iv).
Public Expenditure, on Res. (Sir Richard Oartwright)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup. (remarks) 2887 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Legislation (Printing and printing paper, &c.) 2808 (vol. iv.)
Ways and .Means-on Res. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance

in the N. W., 3175-3190 (vol. iv).

Macmaster, Mr. D., Glengarry.
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. es. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 387 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"revision of voters' lists," 2324, 2343; "general pro.
visions," 2352; "officers and duties " (Indians)
23S0-2382, 2386 (vol. iii); personal explanation,
correction in Official Debates, 2619 (vol. iv).

Privilege, Ques. of, article in Port Arthur Uerald
(remarks) 3162 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Miscellaneous (Doutre, J., clam re Halifax Commission)3392 (iv).

Supreme Qourt Appellate Jurisdiction B.3 (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) on M. for 2°, 160 (vol. i).

Macmilan, Mr. D., East Middlesex.
Bankrupt Estates and Official Assignees (M. for Ret.)

303 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N. W., on Vote of Thanks to Genl.

Middleton and Volunteers, 3468 (vol. iv).
Fish taken in the Miramichi (M. for Rot.) 295 (vol. i).
London Life Insurance Co.'s Act Amt. (B. 76, 1°*)

313 (vol. i); in Com., 1723 (vol. ii).

McCallum, Mr. L., Monck.
C. P. R. Resolutions, &c., in Com., 2742, 2744 (vol. iv).
Clothing and Great Coats, in Com. of Sup., 2908 (iv).
Bonuses to Rys. by Ont. Legislature (remarks) on M.

for Com. of Sup., 3446 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"qualifications in cities and towns," 1871, 1994-1996;
"registration of voters," 2258, 2272, 2283, 2284;
"officers and dutios "(Indians) 2373,2383, (remarks)
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XcCallum, Mr. C.-Continue.
1965 (vol. iii); on Ms. that Com. rise, 1424, 1496
(vol. ii) ; (Ques. of Order,) 1167 (vol. ii), 1733, 1867 ;
(personal explanations) 1873,1970 (vol. iii); member
not speaking to ques. before Com. (remarks) 1919
(vol. iii).

Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3303 (vol. iv).
North Saskatchewan River Improvements (M. for copy

of Reps., &c.) 615, 695 (vol. iy.
Oxford and New Glasgow Short Line Ry., in Com. of

Sup., 3415 (vol. iv).
Refund of Ry Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memo-

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 570, 616 (vol. i).
SUPPLY :

Canals-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Murray) 3303 ; (Welland) 3302.
Income (Welland) 3418 (vol. iv).

Militia (Clothing and Great Coats) 2908 (vol. iv).
Railways-Capital: Short Line between Oxford and New Glas-

gow, 3415 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen fabrics) 801 (ii).
Welland Canal, in Com. of Sup., 2302, 3418 (vol. iv).
Western Ont. Pac. Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 94, 1Q*) 534 (i).

McCarthy, Mr. D., North Simcoe.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 65, 1°) 235 (vol. i).

B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in Con. (Amt.) 1058; on
Amt. (.Mr. White, Cardwell) 1061 (vol. ii).

C. P. R. Resolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.
(Mr. Cameron, Buron) 2688-2692; in Com., 2728,
2740, 2744-2746 (vol. iv).

Carriers by Land B. 5 (Mr. Coughlin) 2° m., 282; on
Amt. (Mr. Curran) 6 m. h., 287; 2° on a div., 289 ; (B
13) 2° m., 254 (vol. i).

Court of Railway Commissioners (B. 12, 10) 40 (vol. i).
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Canada incorp. (B. 60,

1°*) 180 (vol. i).

Fort Macleod Ranch Tel. Co.'s B. 80 (Mr. Hall) on M.
to conc. in Sen. Amts., 2357 (vol. iii),

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 454 (vol. i).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) in Com., 496-499, 502, 504 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Foster) on

M. for 20, 622 (vol. i).
Patent Act Ant. B. 25 (Mr. White, Renfrew) on M.

for 20, 268; (B. 64, 1°) 234; 2° m., 622 ; M. wthdn.
and Order dacbgd., 629 (vol. i).

Sale of Ry. Passenger Tickets (B. 86, 10) 362 (vol. i).

McCraney, Mr. W., falton4
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 957, 958, 1059 (vol. ii); on Amt. (Mr. White,
Cardwell) 1061; on Sen. Amits., 2647, 2651 (vol. iv).

Druggists Licenses (Ques.) 1306 (vol. ii).
-- - Prosecutions under (Ques.) 1306 (ii) 3320 (iv).

Liquor Certificates granted under, in Halton
(M. for Ret.e) 67 (vol. i).

C. P. R. Rets, ordered by House since date of Contract
on M. for Stmnt., 484 (vol. i).
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McCraney, Mr. W.-Continued.
"Dominion Annual Register," payments on aoount Of

(M. for Stmnt.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" woman suffrage," 1410; " person" (Indian) 1541 ;
(vol. ii) ; " qualifications in cities and towns," 1773-
1775 (vol. iii); on M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3065 (vol. iv).

Indian Lands in Trafalgar, unsold (M. for List*) 533
(vol. i).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 134 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) on Amt. (2Mr. Mulock) to M. for 3°, 2960

(vol. iv).
Morgan, H. J., payments to, by Govt., for services (M.

for Stmnt.) 120 (vol. i).
Return, imperfect (remarks) 101 (vol. i); enquiry for,

1064 (vol. ii).
Ways and .Means-on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com.

(explanation) 514 (vol. i); in Com. (mouldings and

picture frames) 846 (vol. ii).
Wood Supplies, Govt. Buildings, Ottawa (Ques.) 429 (i).

McDougall, Mr. H. P., Cape Breton.
Fish caught in Bras d'Or Lakes, bounty paid on (M. for

Stmnt.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Subsidies to Rys. in N.S. and Cape Breton (M. for

Stmnt.) 140 (vol. i).
SUPPLy:

Fisheries, 3387 (vol. iv).

McDougald, Mr. J., Pictou.
Albion Mines Savings Bank (B. 15, 1°*) 46 (vol. i).
Rock Lake, Souris and Brandon Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B.

110, 1°) 742 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Miscellaneous (American Mining Engineers' visit to N.B.) 8456
(vol. iv).

Railways-Capital: I.0.R., 3299; Short Lino Railway (Ox-
ford and New Glasgow) 3413 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-in Com. (steel) 805 (vol. ii).

McGreevy, Mr. T., West Quebec.
Finance Minister, Realth of (Ques.) 2497 (vol. iii).

McIntyre, Mr. P. A.., King's, P.E.L
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Comà,

" ualificatilhs in cities and towns," 1790 (vol. iii) ;
on Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to M. for 30 (Amt.) 3056;
neg. (Y. 50, N. 95) 3058 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY :
Public Worka-Income: P.E.1. 2918 (vol. iv).

McIsaac, Mr. A., Antigonish.
Bayfield, N.S., Breakwater, extension of (Ques.) 77 (i).

Mail Service between Antigonish and Sherbruoke
(Ques.) 568 (vol. i).

Tracadie Breakwater, N.S., expenditure on (M. for
Stmnt.*) 147 (vol. i).
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XcLelan, Hon. A. W., Colchester.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143, 20 m., 2466;

in Com., 2467-2475, 2541 (vol. iii).
Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 921 (vol. ii).
Allan Steamship Co. and claim of Government re

Newfield and Moravian (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2541, 2544, 2546, 2548 (vol. iii).
Automatie Buoys, Liverpool Harbor, N.S. (Ans.) 479

(vol. i), 1914 (vol. iii).
Bolton, Staff Commander, and Dapt. of Marine and

Fisheries, on M. for Rep. of Auditor Genl., &c., 135,
137 (vol. i).

Bounty to Fishing Vessels, on M. for Stmnt., 98 (vol. i).
Brooklyn, N.S., Breakwater, Wharfage collections

(Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
Buoys in Victoria and Nanaimo Harbors (Ans.) 479 (i).
C. P. R. Trestles and Bridges, number of, on M. for

Stmnt. (Amt.) 100, 107 (vol. i).
Can. Fisheries Exhibit, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (vol. iv).
Can. registration of Shipping, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (iv).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) 20 m., 2439 ; in

Com., 2534-2540 (vol. iii).
Cape Race Light, in Com. of Sup., 2952 (vol. iv).
Oaron, Clovis, salary and expenses as Fishery Overseer

(Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Chapleau, Sheriff, communications from, re outbreak

in the N. W., 3426 (vol. iv).
Coffin's Island Lighthouse, protection (Ans.) 1915 (iii).
Communication with P.E.I. (Str. Lansdowne) in Com.

of Sup., 927 (vol. ii).
Culling and Measuring Timber B. 154 (Mr. Costigan)

prop. Res., 2419; in Com. on Res., 2475 (vol. iii).
Cutlery, in Com. on Ways and Means, 845 (vol. ii).
Deep·water fisheries off coast of B. C. (Ans.) 3073 (iv).
Discovery Island, B. C., Lighthouse on (Ans.) 479 (i).
Disturbance in the N.W., Chapleau, Sheriff, communica-

tions from, re outbreak, 3426 (vol. iv).
Land Surveys of St. Laurent (Ans.) 3424 (iv).
Leduc, Father, and Mr. Maloney, communica-

tions with Govt. (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
- - Memorials, &c., respecting grievances, answers

to (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
-- North-West Council, Res. re Half-breed Claims,

(Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
- - Petitions and Res., &c., Half-breeds and Settlers

Claims (Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Prince Albert and St. Laurent Settlements,

Reps. of Messrs. Russell and Aldous (Ans.) 3426 (iv).
- Prince Albert Colonization Co.'s Land, Settlers

and Squatters Improvements (Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Qu'Appelle Half-breeds, Rep. of Mr. Walsh

(Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).
River Lots, Claims, settlement of, Mr. Pearce's

letter respecting (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
St. Laurent River Lots, re-survey (Ans.) 3424

(vol. iv).

MoLelan, Hon. A. W.-Continued.
Disturbance in the N. W., St. Louis de Langevin, Peti-

tion from Settlers (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
- - Schmidt, answer to letter of (Ans.) 3424 (iv).

-- Surveys of River Lots at St. Albert, &c. (Ans.)
3324 (vol. iv).

-- Surveys on Rivers, mode of (Ans.) 3424 (vol.iv.)
Taché, Archbishop, communica tion from, re

Half-breeds (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
Vegreville, Father, Cor. with Mr. Deville (Ans.)

3424 (vol. iv).
Dom. Lands Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 3346 (vol. iv).

-- Surveys and Examinations of Survey Rets., in
Com. of Sup., 3344 (vol. iv).

- - Sales of, for 1884-85 (Ans.) 2997, 3073 (vol. iv).
Doutre, J., re Halifax Commission, in Com. of Sup.,

3392 (vol. iv).
Fabre, Mr., Salary and contingencies, in Com. of Sup.,

3245 (vol. iv).
Fisheries Act, extension of, to the N.W. (Ans.) 51 (i).
Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 3387 (vol. iv). -

Fisheries, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 910 (vol. ii).
Fisheries Inspector, B.C.,,name and date of appointment

(Ans.) 694 (vol. i).
Fisheries, protection of, after July (Ans.) 2360 (iii).
Fisheries protection in the N. W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 702 (vol. i).
Fishery Bounty distribution, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Fishery Bounties, number and amount of Claims paid,

&c., on M. for Stmnt., 56 (vol. i).
Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to Coun-

sel, in Com. of Sup., 3390 (vol. iv).
Fishery Protection Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2955 (iv).
Fish-breeding, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2953-2955 (vol. iv).
Fish Ladders in La Have River, Ans. 2239 (vol. iii).
Fish taken in the Miramichi, on M. for Ret., 295 (vol. i).
France and Quebec, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sap., 2938 (vol. iv).
Free Fishing allowed American Fishermen (Ans.) 3321

(vol. iv).
Gas and Gas Meters Inspection Act Amt. B. 119 (Mr.

Costigan) 2° m., 2419; in Com., 2439 (vol. iii).
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) 2° m., 2548; in Com., 2549-2554 (vol. iii).
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 3346 (vol. iv).
Gauvreau, Jules, salary and expenses as Fishery Over-

seer (Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Govt. of the N. W. T., in Com. of Sup., 3243 (vol. iv).
Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
Harbor Master at Halifax Acts Amt. (B. 148) prop.

Res., 2421 ; M. for Com. on Res., 2522; in Com.,
2522; M. to conc. in Res. and 1°* of B., 2534 (vol. iii).

Half-breed and Settlers' Claims, Pets. and Res. (Ans.)
3426 (vol. iv).

Heney, J, Govt. property occupied by (Ans.) 3426 (iv).
Hudson Bay Expedition, in Com. of Sap., 3245 (vol iv).
Hudson Bay Expedition, Supplies furnished to (Ans.)

783 (vol. ii).
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NcLelan, Hon. A. W.-Continued.

Huron and Superior, Lakes, Surveys of, in Com. of Sup.
3244 (vol. iv).

Indiana, Man. and N. W. T., conc., 3374 (vol. iv).
Inland Revenue Acts Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costigan) prop.

Res. 2421; M. for Com. on Res., 2526; in Com. on
Res., 2528 (vol. iii).

Inland Revenue, Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 917 (i).
Infectious and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals,

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1080 (vol. ii).
Inside Service, Extra Clerks, in Com. of Sap., 3346 (iv).
Interior Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 3408; cone., 3433 (iv).
Lake Simcoe Fisheries, Legislation respecting (Ans.)

3073 (vol. iv).
Land and Surveys of St. Laurent (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Land Board at Winnipeg, in Com. of Sap., 3345 (iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Ilector

Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2522 (vol. iii).
Land Sales or Settlement in N.W. south of 24-mile Bolt

(Ans.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Lansdowne, Steamer, and communication with P.E.I.

(&ns.) 927 (vol. ii).
Lansdowne, Steamer, engine and boiler (Ans.) 189 (i).
Leduc, Father, and Mr. Maloney, communications with

GovL. (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Life boats and Stations, in Com. of Sup., 2947 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup., 2951,

3250 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Fog Alarme, construction of, in Com.

of Sup., 2952 (vol. iv).
Life-saving Apparatus in C.B. (Ans.) 239 (vol. i).
Life-saving Service at Port Rowan (Ans.) 149 ; on M.

for copies of Cor., 142 (vol. i).
Lindsay, D., Deputy Collector of Inland Revenue, Super-

annuation of (Ans.) 2531 (vol. iii).
Liverpool Harbor, N.S., Automatic Buoys (Ans ) 479

(vol. i), 1914 (vol. iii).
Longley, G. C., Collector of Inland Rev., Superannua-

tion of (Ans.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Long Point Fishing Grounds (Ans.) 289 (vol. i).
Maintenance and Repaire, in Com. of Sup., 2951 (iv).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

2790; on Res., 2925 (vol. iv).
Marine and Fisheries Deptld Rep. (presented) 113

(vol. i); in Com. of Sup., 906-911, 922 (vol. ii).
Marine Hospitals, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (vol. iv).
Marine Stores, purchase of, in Halifax (Ans.),1915 (iii).
Masters and Mates, Examination of, in Com. of Sup.,

2946 (vol. iv).
Memorials, &c., respecting Half-breed grievances,

answers to (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Meteorological Observatories, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Millard, Mr., collection of Fines imposed upon (Ans.)

1211 (vol. ii).
Moody, John, employment of (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Narrows, Erection of a Lighthouse at (Ans.) 112 (vol. i).

McLelan, Hon. A. W.-Continued.
Navigation in Canadian Waters A ct Amt. (B. 132) prop.

Res. and in Com., 1278; 1°* of B., 1279 (vol. ii); M•
to dschg. Order for 2°, 2399 (vol. iii).

Navigation of River St. Lawrence (B. 159, 1°*) 3293;
on Order for 20, 343î; 20 m., 3470 (vol. iv).

N. W. Central Ry., Land grant to, on M. for Com. of
Sup., 3382 (vol. iv).

N.W. Council, Res. re Half-breed Claims(Ans.) 3425 (iv).
N.W. Council, Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 3392 (vol. iv).
Obstructions in nav. waters, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (iv).
Oxford and New Glasgow Short Line Ry., in Com. of

Sup., 3414 (vol. iv).
Parrsborough Breakwater, construction of, on M. for

copy of tenders, 66 (vol. i).
Port Mulgrave and Guysborough, Canso and Arichat,

communication between (Ans.) 114 (vol. i).
Prince Albert and St. Laurent Settlements, Reps. of

Messrs. Russell and Aldous (Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Prince Albert Colon. Co.'s Land, Settlers or Squatters'

Claims, Improvements (Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Priviloge, Ques. of, on paragraph in Ottawa Free Press

(remarks) 3162 (vol. iv).
Public Expenditure, on Rs. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 2877-2883 (vol. iv).
Qu'Appelle and Long Lako and Saskatchewan Ry. and

Stmbt. Co., Land grants to, in Coi. on Res., 2522 (iii).
Qu'Appelle Half breeds, Rep. of Mr. Walsh (Ans.) 3426

(vol. iv).
Queen of the Isles, Str., employmont of (Ans.) 1131 (ii).
Returns, production of (Ans.) 188 (vol. i),
Return, on enquiries for (remarks) 838, 1133 (vol. ii).
.Rimouski, Steamer, Subsidy to (Ane.) 114 (vol. i).
Rivers and Streams, Rental of (Ans.) 2359 (vol. iii).
River lots, N.W., settlement of Claims, Mr. Pearoe's let-

letter respecting (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Roach, Mr., and Pilotage Commission (Ans.) 3427 (iv).
Rogers' patent Fish Ladder, Cor. and Reps., on M. for

copies, 872 (ii); purchase and use of (Ans.) 3073 (iv).
Russell, A., Dept. of Interior, Superannuation of (Ans.)

2530-; Russell, L., 253 1 (vol. iii).
St. Laurent River Lots, re-survey (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
St. Louis de Langevin, petitions from Settlers (Ans.)

3424 (vol. iv).
Salmon Fishing in Bathurst Harbor, regulations, &c.

(Ans.) 2359 (vol. iii).
Satuma Island, B. C., Lighthouse on (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
Sawdust in La Have River, N. S. (Ans.) 2239 (vol. iii).
School of Navigation at Quebec (Ans.) 743 (vol. i).
Schmidt, Louis, answer to letter of (Ans.) 3424 (vol iv).
Shingle Shavings in the Mersey River (Ans.) 1039 (ii).
Steamboat Inspaction Act, 188e, Amt. (B. 133) prop.

Res., 1279; in Com. and 1°*, 1280 (vol.ii); 2° m. and
in Com., 2399 (vol. iii).

Steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 805 (vol. ii).
Supplies for Steamer Neptune, on M. for copies of Acets.,

&c., 229 (vol. i).
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KoLelan, Hon. A. W.-Continued.
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt.: Deptl. Contingencies (Agriculture) 921, (Inland
Revenue) 917; (Fisheries, Dept. of) 910 (vol ii); (Interior,
Dept. of) 3408, conc., 3433 (vol. iv); (Marine, Dept. of) 906-
911, contingencies, 922 (vol. ii).

Dominion Lands-Capital (Surveys and Exam. of Survey Rets.)
3344. Income (Inside Service, extra Clerks, &c.) 3346; (Land
Board at Winnipeg) 3345; (Outside Service, Agencies) 3346
(vol. iv).

Fisheries (Canadian Fisheries Exhibit) 2956; (Distribution of
Bounty) 2956; (Fish-breeding, &c.) 2953-2955. Consolidated
Fund, 3387 ; (Fishery protection Steamers) 2955 (vol. iv).

Geological Survey, 3346 (vol iv).
Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) cono., 3374 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service, 3250; (Agencies, Rents, &c.) 2951;

(Cape Race Light) 2952; (Lighthouses and Fog-alarms)
2952 ; (Maintenance and Repairs, &c.) 2951; (Salaries, &c.)
2950 (vol. iv).

Miacellaneous (Doutre, J., re Halifax Commission) 3392; (Fabre,
Mr., Salary and contingencies) 3245; (Fishery Commission,
increased remuneration to Counsel) 3393; (Govt. of N.W.T.)
3243; (Hudson Bay Expedition) 3245; (N. W. Council, Sal-
aries, &e.) 3392; (Surveys, Lakes Huron and Superior) 3244
(vol. iv).

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (France and Quebec,
fortnightly line) 2938 (vol. iv).

Marine Hospitals, 2956 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Can. Registration of Shipping) 2950;

(Examination of Masters and Mates) 2916; (Qovt. Steamers)
2915; (Life-boats, Stations, &c.) 2946, 2947, 2950; (Obstruc-
tions in nav. waters) 2950; (Water and River Police) 2950;
Wrecks and Casualties) 2950 (vol. iv).

Ry.-Capital: I. C. R. (miscellaneous works) 3297; (Repairs,
&c.) 3300; (Short Line Ry.,Oxford and New Glasgow) 3414 (iv).

Scienti/c Institutions (Meteorological Observatories) 2956 (iv).

Surveys of Lots at St. A lbert, &c. (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Surveys on Rivers in N.W., mode of (Ans.) 3424 (iv).
Taché, Archbishop, communication from, re Half-breeds

(Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
Vegreville, Father, Cor. with Mr. Deville (Ans.) 3424

(vol. iv).
Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses, on

M. for Com. of Sap., 3336 (vol. iv).
Water and River Police, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 505-512; (explanation) 534 (vol. i);
in Com. (cutlery) 845; (steel) 805 (vol. ii).

Wrecks and Casualties, in Com. of Sap., 2950 (vol. iv).

NoXullen, Mr. J., North Wellington.
Banking Facilities to Agriculturists B. 36 (.Mr. Orton)

on Res., 117, 120 (vol. i).
Bergin, Surgeon Genl., Services of (Ques.) 1914 (iii).
Bolton, Staff Commander, and Dept. of Marine and

Fisheries (M. for Rep. of Aud. Genl., &c.) 135, 136 (i).
Bolton, Staff Commander, and dispute with Mr. Tilton

(M. for Ret*) 312 (vol. i).
Bonded machinery in use (Ques.) 3320 (vol. iv).
C. P. R., Government employés along line (K. for names,

&c.*) 56 (vol i).
.- Resolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2708-2712 (vol. iv).

McMullen, Mr. J.-Continued.
C. P. R., Rets. ordered by House since date of Contract,

on M. for Stmnt., 482 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on Sen.

Amts., 2650 (vol. iv).
Chinese Commission (M. for copy of Commission, names

of Commissioners, date, salary, &c.) 56 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Coma

on Res., 277 (vol. i); on Amt. (Mr. Davies) to M.
for 3°, 1297 (vol. ii).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sap., 977 (vol. ii).
Collins, J. E., sums paid to, for services (M. for Rot.)

699 (vol. i).
Debates, publishing of, in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. ii).
Disturbance in the N.W., Riel, Trial of (Ques.) 2358

(iii); on M.to adjn. deb. on Mr. Blake's Res., 3212 (iv).
Dumont, Extradition of (Ques.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res. (Sir

Richard CartwW ght) 390 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr.

Laurier, to M. for 2°, 1200-1204; in Com., " woman
suffrage," 1395; " tenant," 1476, 1477, 1479; " quali-
fications in cities and towns," 1685-1690 (vol. ii), 1853,
1856, 1860; " manhood suffrage," 1961-1964, 1992,
1995, 2000; " qualifications in counties " (Amt.)

2052, 2059, 2063, 2067, 2070, 2075, 2080, 2082; " who
shall not vote," 2100, (Indians) 2135-2137 ; " regis-
tration of voters," 2190-2193; "revision of voters'
lists," 2396; " officers and duties " (Indians) 2386 ;
" farm," 2393 (vol. iii); on Ms. that Com. rise, 1438,
1509, 1514 (vol. ii).

G. T. R., Returns required under Act of 1879, &o., miles
of Main Line, &c., on M. for Stmnt., 230 (vol. i).

--- Rivière du Loup Branch, Sale (Ques.) 1039 (ii).

Grant, G., Militia Dept., Superannuation of (Ques.)
2531 (vol. iii).

Govt. Officials in the N. W., names, &c. (M. for Ret.)
66 (vol, i).

High Commissioner, amounts paid on account of (M.
for Ret.) 210 (vol. i).

Immigration, in Com.ofSup.,2832,2834,2842,2849 (iv).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1078, 1090 (vol. ii).
Indemnity to Members, increase of, in Com. of Sup.,

3450 (vol. iv).
I. C. R., Coal, Carriage of, from Spring Hill Mines (M. for

Ret. of quantity) 533 (vol. i).
Free Passes and reduced fare Tickets (M. for

Ret.*) 505 (vol. i).
-- Miscellaneous works, in Com. of Sup., 3299 (iv).
Jones, W. H., Sec. of State's Dept., Superannuation of

(Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2797 (vol. iv).
Lindsay, D., Deputy Collector of Inland Revenue,

Superannuation of (Ques.) 2531 (vol. iii).
Longley, G. C., Collector of Inland Rev., Superannu-

ation of (Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).
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McMullen, Mr. J.-Continued.
McCarthy, 0., Public Works Dept., Superannuation of

(Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).
McLeod, N. (Indian Affairs) Superannuation of (Ques.)

2530 (vol. iii).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Çontract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. to conc. in Res., 2757 (vol. iv).
Printing and Advertising, Rat. respecting (Ques.)28 (i).
Printing and Publishing Co.'s, sums paid to and services

rendered (M. for Rets.*) 147 (vol. i).
Privilego, Quee. of, paragraph in Montroal Ierald

(remarks) 1131 (vol ii).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3309 (vol. iv).
Post Office Savings Bank, depositors in, on M. for Rot.,

822 (vol. ii).
Ry. Oomnrs. and Dom. Arbitrators (Ques.) 114 (vol. i).

Rys. in the Co. of Grey, refund of Bonuses to Co. Coun-
cil, &c., on M. for memorial, 60 (vol. i).

Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont, municipalities, memori-
als respecting, on M. for copy, 578 (vol. i).

Queen of the Isles, Str., employment of (Ques.) 1131 (ii).
Returns, on enquiries for (remarks) 211, 490 (vol. i),

1038, 1063,1913 (vol. iii).
Returns, imperfect, Govt. advertising (remarks) 67 (i).
Rivers and Streams, Rental of, sums reccived by Dept.

of Fisheries (M. for Ret.*) 448 (i); (Ques.) 2359 (iii).
Ross, N. N., of Quebee, name and salary of successor to

(Ques.) 862 (vol. ii).
Russell, A., Dept. of Interior, Superannuation of (Ques.)

2530; Russell, L., 2531 (vol. iii).
Speaker, Dep., Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3353 (vol. iv).
Superan. Fund, number on list, &c. (M. for Rot.) 56 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examiners) 977 (vol. ii).
Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 3309 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2832, 2834, 2842, 2849 (vol. iv).
Legislation : H. of 0. (Increased Indemnity to Members) 3450;

(Publishing Debates) 991 (vol. ii); (Miscellaneous Salaries,
Library, &c.) 2797 (vol. iv).

>iacellaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3353 (vol. iv).
Railoaya-Capital: I.C.R. (miscellaneous works) 3299 (vol. iv).

Terry, Charles Hunter, gratuity to (Ques.) 632 (vol. i).
Tilton, Mr., and Staff Commander Bolton, dispute be-

tween (M. for Ret.*) 312 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 722-729 (vol. i); in Com. (winceys)
842 (vol. ii).

Wilkinson, J. A., sumo paid to, and for wbat services
(Ques.) 51 (vol. i).

Wood and Wilkinson, sumo paid to, and services ren-
dered (M. for Ret.*) 147 (vol. i).

McNeill, Mr. A., North Bruce.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in
Com., 955, 962 (vol. ii).

Carriers by Land B. 5 (Mr. Coughlin) on M. for 2>, 285 (i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1121, 1125,1126 (voL ii).

MoNeil, Mr. A.-Continued.
Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt te substitute Can.

Temp. Act for resuming adid. deb. for 2°, 948 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"Iwoman suffrage," 1412 ; "qualifications in coun-
ties," 2073; (remarks) 1946, 2204; (Ques. of Order)
1468 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. Pets., genuineness of Signatures (personal
explanation) 2171; (affidavits) 2495 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com., 2554 (vol. iii).

Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals B.
44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1069; on Amt. (Mr. Casey)
to M. for 30, 1330 (vol. ii).

Modals for Volunteers who served Jin the N.W. (Ques.)
2271 (vol. iii).

Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. (Mr. Car-
ling) on M. for Com. on Res., 2556; in Com., 2558 (iii).

Privilege, on Ques. of, Franchise B. Pets., genuinoness
of Signatures (romarks) 2103 (vol. iii).

SUPPLY:
Civil Govt. (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 903 (vol. ii).
Collection of Revenues (Oustoms) 3395 (vol. i).

Woys and Means-in Com. (woollen fabrics) 798 (ii).

Massue, Mr. L. H., Richelieu.
Antwerp International Exhibition, on M. for copy of

Cor. between Govt. and High Commissioner, 306 (i).
Debates, Oficial Rep. of, delay in distributing French

translation (remarks) 746 (vol. i).
Dom. properties in County of Richelieu (M. for Stmnt.*)

147 (vol. i).

Mills, Hon. D., Bothwell.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2961, 2963, 2964; (Amt.) 2967; neg.
(Y. 37, N. 79) 2968; on M. for 3°, 3000; (Amt.) neg.
(Y. 35, N. 89) 3433 (vol. iv).

Administration of the N. W., in Com. on Res. (Mr.
Caron) 2926, 2931 (vol. iv).

Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c. B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)
on M. for 20, 2466; in Com., 2471-2474 (vol. iii).

Agent and Contingencies, B.C., in Com. of Sup.,3308 (iv).
Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 904 (vol. ii).
Alaska and B. C. Boundary Lino, on M. for copies of

Cor., &c., 706 (vol. i).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2543-2547 (vol. iii).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics, conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M. (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) for Sp. Com., 47 (vol. i).
Botter Preservation of the Peace Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2825 (vol. iv).
B. C. Eastern Boundary, Cor. with Govt. of B. C. and

Imp. Govt., &c. (M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i).
Business of the House, on M. to meet at 1 o'clock, 1744

(vol. iii).
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INDEX.
1lR, H on. D.-Continued.

Canada and Antwerp, Steamship subvention, in Com.
of Sup., 2944 (vol. iv).

Canada and Germany, Steamship subvention, in Com.
of Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on
Amt. (Mr. Ives) to M. for 20, 953; in Corn., 1047
(vol. ii) ; on Sen. Amts., 2652, 2656, 2664 (vol. iv).

C. P. R., Res. respecting further Loan (remarks) on
adjmt. of deb., 2643; in Com., 2736, 2741-2743,
2745 ; on M. to conc. in Res. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 55, N.
89) 2864 (vol. iv).

-- In Com. of Sap., 3383 (vol. iv).
Section B, Judge Clark's Rep. on Award to

Contractors, on M. for copy, 133 (vol. i).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2534-

2536 (vol, iii), 2767 (vol. iv).
Carriers by Land B. 5 (Mr. Coughlin) on Amt. (Mr.

Curran) to M. for 20, 288 (vol. i).
Census Commissioners and Enumerators in the N. W.,

&c.; in Com. on Res. (Mr. Pope) 75 (vol. i).
Census of Man. and the N.W. B. 21 (Mr. Pope) in Com.,

171; (Amt,) to recom. neg. on a div., 215 (vol. i).
Chinese Interpreter, in Com. on Res. (Mr. Chapleau)

3024 (vol. iv).
Civil Service Acts Amnt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1091; on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) 3 m. h.> to M. for 3°,
1283 (i) ; on. M. to conc. in Son. Amts., 1823 (vol. iii).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 975, 981 (ii).
Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Committees, Sessional Clerks, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2795

(vol. iv).
Consolid. Insuranco Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on M. for 2°, 127 (vol. i) ; in Com. on Amt.
(Mr. Ives) 2770 (vol. iv).

Culling and Measuring Timber B. 154 (Mr. Costigan) in
Cam. on Res., 2475 (vol. iii).

Debates, Official Rep. of, on First Rep. ofCow. (remarks)
35 (vol. i); on Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockville) to M. to
conc. in Third Rep., 3362 (vol. iv).

Debates, publishing of, in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. ii);
cono., 3372 (vol. iv).

Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 915, 920 (ii).
Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Coms. (Amt.) to Res.

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 72 (vol. i).
Disputed Territory, Indian title, information relating to

(Ques.) 594 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N.W., Commission, work of the

(Ques.) 791; (remarks) 1566.
-- Duck Lake, Engagement at, 791 (vol. ii).

Expense B. 129 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for 2°, 2855
(vol. iv).

-- Major Walsh's Rep. (remarks) 839 (vol. ii).
on Res. (Mr. Blake) want of confidence, 3190-

3199; on adjmt. of deb., 3160 (vol. iv).
Dundas and Waterloo Road, on prop. Res. (Sir Hector

Langovin) 451 (vol. i).

Mills, Hon. D.-Continued.
Employment of prisoners without the walls of Gaols B-

87 (Mr. Caron) in Com., 1658 (vol. ii).
Fabre, Mr., Salary, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on M. for 2°, 882-886 (ii).
Flag Treaty between U.S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 225 (vol. i).
France and Quebec, fortnightly line, in Com. of Sup.,

2937, 3042 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1161-1166;
in Com., 1388; "woman suffrage," 1391, 1458;
" usufructuary," 1449, 1453, 1454, 1455; "owner,"
1472; "tenant," 1477; "occupant," 1483; "farm,"
1591 (vol. ii), 2393 (vol. iii); "person" (Indians)1484,
(Amt.) 1485,1507,1568, (Ohinese) 1583, 1589; "city,"
1593; "farmers' sons," 1594; "actual value," 1599,
1605 (vol. ii) ; "qualifications in cities and towns,"
1747, 1761, (Indians) 1849, 1910-1913, 1934-1937;
"manhood suffrage," 1964-1967, (Indians) 1976, 1988,
1991-2003, 2004-2006 (vol. iii), 2758 (vol. iv) ;
"qualifications in counties," 2053, 2056, 2060, 2063,
2065-2069, 2072, 2075, 2078-2083, 2085, 2394;
"disqualifying revising barrister," 2086; "who
shall not vote " (Amt.) 2087, (Indians) 2149,
2160I; "registration of voters," 2181-2185, 2229,
2233, (Amit.) 2227, 2243, 2266, 2270, 2273, 2280,
(Amt.) 2282,2285, 2287, 2288, 2293, 2300, 2315, 2316,
2318; "revision of voters' lists," 2322, 2325, 2332,
2336, 2340-2343, 2345-2349; "general provisions,"
2353, 2354; "officers and duties," 2356, (Indians)
2373-2376, 2387, 2388, 2389; "offences," 2390;
"appeal," 2361, 2364, 2366, 2396; "preamble," 2759
(vol. iii) ; on M. to refer back to Com., 3051; in Com.,
302, 3062; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 3052; on Amt.
(ilfr. Jenhins) 3054; on Amt. (Mr. Weldon) 3059;
on M. for consdn. of B., on Amt. (Mr. Holton)
3070; (Amt.) 3 M. h., 3071; neg. (Y. 37, N. 88)
3072 (vol. iv); (Ques. of Order) 1432; read-
ing extracts, 1461-1465, 1619 (vol. ii), 1920,
2242 (vol. iii); appeal from Chair to louse, 1510;
on M. that Com. rise, 1422, 1432; (Ques. of Order)
1435; taking up items consecutively (remarks) 1471
(vol. ii); ruling of Cliairman (remarks) 1798; (per.
sonal oxplanation) 2139 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures
(remarks) 2024 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1320 (vol. ii).

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 452 (vol. i);
Wednesdays, 965 (vol. ii).

Govt. Loan B. 145 (Mr. Bowell) on prop. Res., 2463;
in Com., 2465 (vol. iii).

Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 2917, 2921,2923

(vol. iv).

Health Statistics, cono., 2766 (vol. iv),
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Misln, Hon. D.-Continued.

Hughes, D. J., charges against, on M. for Ret., 99 (i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2330 (vol. iv).
Indemnity to Members, increased, in Com. of Sup,, 3450

(vol. iv).
Indian affaire in B. C., Cor. between Govt. of Canada

and B. C. (M. for copies) 863-867 (vol. ii).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 2922, 3242, 3313, 3314, 3318,

3342; conc., 3373 (vol. iv).
Indian Titles in Ont. acquired by Govt. (Ques.) 632 (i).
Indian Troubles at Metlakatla, on M. for copies of Cor.,

304 (vol. i).
Industrial Schools at Qu'Appelle, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

2922 (vol. ii).
Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1071, 1090 ; on Amt. (Mr.
Mulock) to M. for 30, 1326 ; on Amt. (Mr. Casey) to
M. for 30, 1330 (vol. ii).

I.C.IR , in Com. of Sup., 3297 (vol. iv).
Interior, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 970 (vol. ii); conc.,

2764 (vol. iv).
Land Board at Winnipeg, in Com. of Sup., 3345 (iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Bector

Langevin) on prop. ]Res., 2446-2448 (vol. iii).
Law of Evidence in Cri-minal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) in Com., 497 (vol. i).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on

prop. Res., 1662; in Com., 1667 (vol. ii), 2762 (vol. iv).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796, 2798 (iv).
License Act, Dom., working of, on M. for Cor., 312 (i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Poster) on

M. for 20, 621 (vol. i).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2784-2786; in Com., 2792-2795, 2924
(vol. iv).

Marine, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 909 (vol, ii).
Militia, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 898 (vol. ii).
Mining and Timber Lands north of Lakes Superior and

Huron, ownership of (M. for O.C., &c.) 66 (vol. i).
North-West Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on M. to conc. in Res., 2427 (iii).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M.to receive Rep.of Com.on Res.,2753 (iv).
Offences against the Person (assault and battery) Act

Amt. B. 42 (Mr. Tupper) on M. for 2°, 219 (vol. i).
Ont. and Man., Boundary between (Ques.) 51 (vol. Ï).
Ontario's Boundaries (M. for copies of O.C., Imp., Can.

or Provi.) 52 (vol. i).
Ontario's Claims to country north of Height of Land,

and south of Hudson Bay, &a. (Ques.) 51 (vol. i).
Disputed Boundaries of, Imperial legislation

(Ques.) 51, 115 (vol. i) ; 2854, 2998, 3321; (remarks)
on M. for Com. of Sup., 3437 (vol. iv).

Northern Boundary of, Res. of Govt. (Ques).
1132 (vol i).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 64 (Mr. .McCarthy) on M.
for 20, 628 (vol. i).

Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1893 (vol. iii).

Mils, H on. D.-Continued.
Port Arthur Harbor, construction of, in Com. of Sup.,

2917 (vol. iv).
Postmaster Genl., in Com. of Sup., 902 (vol. ii)i
Powder Magazines at Fort Howe, St.John, N.B. (Ques.)

246 (vol. i).
P.E.L, iRefund of Daties to merchants and fishermen,

Commissioners' Rep. (M. for copy) 831 (vol. ii).
Printing and printing paper, &c., in Cem. of Sup., 2798,

2802, 2805-2807 (vo l. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, on interpolation of words in despatch

3247 (vol. iv).
Proofs of Entries in Books of Accounts B. 113 (Mr.

Chapleau) in Com., 2466 (vol. iii).
Rbailway from Montreal to the sea-board, on Res. (Mr.

Laurier) 200 (vol. i).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities,

memorials respecting, on M. for opy, 570 (vol. i).
Reprosentation in Parlt. of N. W. T., on Res. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 3406,
3408 (vol. iv).

Returns, enquiries for, 427, 715 (vol. i), 1955, 2393
(vol. iii), 2936 (vol. iv.)

Returns, preparation of, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3312 (vol. iv).
.Roboxtson, John D., compensation to, for promises and

land taken for I.C.R. (M. for Rot.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Rys. and Canals, Minister of (remarks) on M. for Coin.

of Sup., 3436 (vol. iv).
Socrotary of State, Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 900 (ii).
Sonate, Salaries, &c., conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
Statutes of Can., revision of, Commissioners' Rep., on

M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to conc. in Mess. from
Son., 781 (vol. ii).

Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3224 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Art8, Agriculture and Statistes (Health Statistics) cono., 2766
(vol. iv).

Canals-Income : Rideau Canal (increase of water uupply)
3312 (vol. iv).

Civil Govt. (Agriculture, Dept. of) 904; (Civil Service Exam.
iners) 975, 981; Deptl. Contingencies (Indian Affairs) 915,
(Inland Revenue) 920 ; (Interior, Dept. of) 970 (vol. ii),
conc., 2764 (vol. iv) ; (Marine, Dept. of) 909; (Kilitia, Dept.
of) 898; (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 902; (Sec. of State,
Dept. of) 900 (vol. ii).

Coll. of/Revenues: Post Office, 3308, 3310; Public Works (Tel.
lines, B. C.) 3307 ; (Agent and contingencies, B. C.) 3308(1v).

Dominion Land-Capital (Surveys and Examination of Survey
Rets.) 3344. Income (Land Board at Winnipeg) 3345; (Laside
Service, extra Clerks, &c.) 3346 (vol. iv).

Immigration, 2830 (vol. iv).
Indians (B. C.) 3313; (Grant to suppl. Fund) 3242; (Indus.

trial Schools at Q'Appelle and High River) 2922; (Man.
and N. W. T.) 3314, 3318, 3342, conc., 3373 (vol. iv).

Legislation: H. of 0. (Corns., extra Sessional Clerks, &c.) 2795;
(increased Indemnity to Members) 3450 (vol. iv); (Debates,
publishing) 991 (vol. ii), conc., 3373. Kiscellaneous (Library,
Salaries, &c.) 2796, 2798; (Printing and printing paper, &c.)
2798, 2808, 2805-2807. Sonate (Salaries, &c.) conc., 2765
(vol. iV).
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INDEX.
Mills, Hon. D.-Continued.

SUPPLY-Continued.

Mail Subuidies and Steamship Subvention. (Can. and Antwerp)
2944; (Gan. and Germany) 2945; (France and Quebec, fort-
nightly line) 2937, 3042 (vol. iv).

Jfiscellaneous (Commercial Agencies) 3245; (Fabre, Mr., Salary
and contingencies) 3244; (Returns, preparation of) 3245 (iv).

Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 2)45 (vol. iv.)
Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 993 (vol. ii) ; conc., 2765 (iv).
Publie Work-Capital: Port Arthur (construction of Harbor)

2917. Income: Harbors and Rivers (Mar. Provs. generally)
2923; (Ont.) 2921 (vol. iv).

Railways-Capital: C. P. R., 3383; I. C. R. (miscellaneous
works) 3297 (vol. iv).

Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.
(Mr. Chapleau) 272 (vol. i).

Surveys and Exam. of Returns,in Com. of Sup., 3344 (iv).
Surveys and Exploration in N. W. (Ques.) 2029 (iii).
Telegraph lines, B. C., in Ccm. of Sup., 3307 (vol. iv).
Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners' B. 150 (Mr.

Bowell) in Com., 2935 (vol. iv).
Timber Permits granted in Territory awarded Ont.

(Ques.) 114, 115; M. for ]Ret., 115; (M. for copies,
&c.*) 124, 210 (vol. i).

Treasury Board, Constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard
Tdlley) on 10, 631 (vol. i).

Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 993 (vol. ii); conc.,
2765 (vol. iv).

Volunteers Services in the N. W., Recognition of, B.
160 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 3378;
on Amt. (Mr. Watson) 3384 (vol. iv).

Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses, on
M. for Com. of Sup., 2902, 3333-3336 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tarifi: on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 512-521, (explanation) 539 (vol. i) ;
in Com. (sugar) 3224 (vol. iii); (woollen rags) 784;
(woollen fabrics) 793, 795 (vol ii); (whiskey) 3228
disturbance in the N. W., on Res. granting $1,700,000,
2532 (vol. iii) ; on Res. (Mr. BlaÀe) in Amt. to Com.,
want of confidence, 3190-3199 (vol. iv).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acts Amt.B. 116 (Mr.
Costigan) on prop. Res., 835; in Com. on B., 1675 (ii).

Mitchell, Hon. P., Northumberland, NB.
Accommodation for Members (remarks) 49 (vol. i).
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M. for 30, 3001 (iv).
Australian and Tasmanian Colonies, trade with (M. for

copies of Cor., &c.) 36 (vol. i).
Bankrupt Estates and Official Assignees, on M. for Rot.,

303 (vol i).
Bolton, Staff Commander, and Det. of Marine and

Fisheries, on M. for Rep. of Aud. Genl., 136, 137 (i).
Business of the House, Tariff deb. (Ques.) 595 (vol. i).
C. P. R., Res. respecting further loan, in Com., 2860 (iv).
Casualties on G. T. R. and C. P. R. and Branches (M.

for Stmnt.) 226 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acta Amt B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1097, 1111; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 3 m. h., 1282; nog.

MitchelL Hon. P.-Contined.

(Y. 67, N. 112) 1286 (vol. ii); on M. to conc. in Son.
Amts., 1823 (vol. iii).

Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sap., 3233 (vol. iv).
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., out in the Ice B. 22

(Mr. Robertson, Bamilton) on Amt. (1Mr. Hall) 150 (i).
Customs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 901 (i), 3233 (iv).
Debates, Official Rep. of, First Rep. (remarks) 35 (vol.

i); on Amt. (Mr. Rickey) to M.to conc. in Third Rep.,
3370; on Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockville) 3362 (iv).

Disturbance in the N. W., movement of Troops from
N. S. (remarks) 873 (vol. ii).

Skirmish with Poundmaker (Ques.) 1646 (ii).
Financial Commissioner in Eng., in Cam. of Sup., 897 (ii).
Fisheries, .Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 911 (vol. ii).
Fishery arrangements with the U.S. (remarks) 2890 (iv).
Fishery protection Steamers, conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Fish taken in the Miramichi (M. for Rat.) 295 (vol. i).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 224 (vol. i).
France and Quebec, fortnightly lino, in Com. of Sup.,

2938, 2940 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1145, (explana.
tion) 1149; in Com.-'person" (Indians) 1577,(Chinese)
1582 (vol. ii) "qualifications in cities and towns,"
1807, (Amt.) 1938; "manhood suffrage," 1959, 1980,
(Amt.) 1987, 1991; "qualifications in counties," 2069,
2072; on personal explanation of Mr. Blake, 2542; on
ruling of Chairman (remarks) 1800 (vol. iii); (Ques.
of Order) 1467; reading extracts, 1463 (vol. ii).

Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. Bridge Co.'s incorp. B.

50 (Mr. Temple) on M. to conc.in Sen. Amts., 1386 (ii).
Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 453 (vol.

i); Wednesdays, 965 (vol. ii).
G. T. R. Double Track, Montreal and Toronto, assur-

ance, &c., given to Govt. (M. for copy, &c.) 143 (i).
-- Importation of Rails (Ques.) 1566 (vol. ii).
-- Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival

and departure of, on M. for Ret., 817 (vol. ii).
-- Returns, enquiries for, 566, 662 (vol. i), 964
(vol. ii), 2393 (vol. iii), 3000, 3395 (vol. iv).

-- Return, imperfect, presented by Mr. Hickson
(remarks) 860; (Ques.) 1278 (vol. ii).

Returns required under Act of 1879, &c., miles
of Main lino, &c. (M. for Rot.) 229 (vol. i).

Stockholders' List, Ret, respecting (Ques.) 28,
101, 350; (remarks) 113; (M. for Ret.) 234 (vol. i) ;
(remarks) 2210 (vol. iii) ; and Ans. of Mr. Hickson
(Ques.) 927; and action of Mr. Hickson (Ques.)
1094 (vol. ii); enforcement of Order offHouse (Ques.)
3426 (iv).

Indians, Man. and N.W. T., in Com. of Sup., 3340 (iv).

Insolvent Debtors Assets Distribution B. 3 (Mr. Curran)
on M. for 10, 29 (vol. i).

I. C. R., conc., 3395 (vol. iv).
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Kitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.

Interior, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 970 (vol ii).
Interior, Deptl. Rep. (appeal to Members to speak

louder) 49 (vol. i).
Land Grants and Land Grant Bonds to Rys. in Man.

and N. W., on M. for Ret. (personal explanation) 94
(vol. i).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector
Langevin) on prop. Res., 2453-2456; (Ques. of Order)
2459; (personal explanation) 2460 (vol. iii); on
Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for 3°, 2891 (vol. iv).

Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup., 2951
(vol. iv).

Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com. on
Res., 2924; in Com. on B., 3048, 3050 (vol. iv).

Maritime Ceart of Ont. Extension of Jurisdiction B. Il
(Mr. Allen) on M. for 20, 130 (vol. i).

Newfoundland and the Dom., Trade Relations between
(Ques.) 3042 (vol. iv).

North-West Monnted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir
John A. Macdonald) on M. to conc. in Res., 2425 (iii).

Official Assignees under Bankrupt Act, 1869 (M. for
Ret. of Estates, &c.*) 533 (vol. i).

Postmaster Genl., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 903 (vol. ii).
P. E. I. and G. B., &c., Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sap., 2942 (vol. iv).
Printing Dom. Notes, in Com. of Sup., 898 (vol. ii).
Printing and printing paper, in Com. of Sup., 2799,

2800, 2801 (voL iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, on remarks of Mr. MoMullen, 1131

(vol. ii).
Volunteors'Services, recognition of, in the N. W. B. 160

(Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com. on iRes., 3380 ; on
Amt. (Mr. Watson) to M. to conc. in Res., 3380 (iv).

Refund of Duties to persons in P.E.I., in Com. of Sup.,
3455 (vol. iv).

Salaries, Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup.,
2951 (vol. iv).

Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (Mr.
Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3287 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Bector Langevin)
on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3287
(vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Charges of/Management (Financial Commissioner in Eng.) 897;

(Printing Dom. Notes) 898 (vol. ii).
Ciil Government (Oustoms, Dept. of) 901; (Fisheries, Dept. of)

911; (InterioriDept. of) 970; (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of)
903 (vol. ii).

Collection of Revenues (Customs) 3233 (vol. iv).
Fisheries (Fishery Protection Steamers) conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Indians (Man. and N. W. T.) 3340 (vol. iv).
Legislation : Miscellaneous (Printing and printing paper) 2799-

2801 (vol. iv).
Lightàouse and Coast Service (Salaries, Ac.) 2951 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subwentions (Prance and Quebeo,

fortnightly line) 2938-2940;; (P. E. I. and G.B., kc.) 2942 (iv).
Miscellaneous (Refund of duties to persons in P. E. I.) 3455 (iv).
Railays-Capital: L . B., conc., 3395 (vol. lv).

Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.
Treasury Board, Constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Léonard

Tilley) on 1°, 630 (vol. i).
Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses

(remarks) 2559-2773 (vol. iii); on M. for Com. of
s5up., 2899, 3336-3338; (personal explanation) 2902
(vol. iv).

Wheat and Flour Imports and Exports, on M. for Ret,,
138 (vol. i)

Moffat, Mr. R., Restigouche.
Customs Law, violation of, in N.S., by John Leander

Mackenzie (M. for Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Dodge, Brenton, of Kentville, N.S., dismissal of (M. for

Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Franchise B., in Com. "qualifications in counties,"

2056 (vol. iii).

Mulock, Mr. W., North York.
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Rea.,

2543, 2546 (vol. iii).
C. P. R. cofnection with Ont. system of Rys. (M. for

copy of offers, &c.*) 532; (Ques.) 569 (vol. i);
offers to construct lino (Mi. for copies) 1444 (vol. ii).

lRes. respecting further Loan, in Com., 2731,
2736, 2738, 2714 (vol. iv).

- Rets. ordered by House since date of Contract,
on. M. for Stmnt., 482 (vol. i).

-- Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. to M.
for Stmnt., 102 (vol. i).

Canadian Fisheries (M. for copies of 0.C., &c., &c., &c.)
55 (vol. i).

Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2537,
2540 (vol. iii).

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.
on Res., 279 (vol i); on M. to conc. in Res., 889 ;
in Com., 1106, 1113, 1118, 1121; on Amt. (Mr.
Mitchell) 3 m. h., to M. for 3°, 1283; on Amt. (Mr.
Blake) to M. for 30, 1295; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1303;
neg. (Y. 57, N. 103) 1304 (vol. ii); on M. to conc.
in Sen. Amts., 1823 (vol. iii).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 974 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on M. for 2°, 126 (vol. i); in Com., 2768 (iv).
Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879, Amt. (B. 111, 1°) 742 (vol. i)4
Controverted Elections Acts Amt. (B. 98,10) 605 (vol. i).
Deputy Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3354 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N.W., luxuries for the Volunteers,

forwarding of (remarks) 968 (vol. ii) ; Duck Lake,
Rep. of engagement (Ques.) 1743 (vol. iii).

Dominion Lands Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 8346 (iv).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res. (Sir

Richard Carteoright) 370 (vol. i).
Fisheries Act Amt. (B. 90, 10) 426 (vol. i).
Fisheries protection in the N.W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 701 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for Com.,

1379, 1384; "woman suffrage," 1421, 1426-1480;
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Mulook, Mr. W.-Continued.

"owner," 1473; "tenant," 1482; "occupant," 1484;
" person" (Indian) 1520, 1538; "actual value,"
1607; "qualifications in cities and towns," 1715-1723
(vol. ii), 1882, 1887; "manhood suffrage," 1978,
(Amt.) 1985, 1992, 2000; "qualifications in counties,"
2053 ; (Amt.) 2054, 2059, 2064, 2070; (Amt.)
2072, 2073, 2076 ; "who shall not vote" (Indians)
2137; " registration of voters," 2223-2227, 2248,
2272, 2286, 2287, 2291, 2300, 2302, 2317; "revision
of voters' lists,'' 2322, 2327, 2329, 2331, 2335, 2340,
2349 ; "general provisions," 2354 ; "appeal," 2360,
2363; "officers and duties " (Indians) 2372 (vol. iii);
"preamble," 2758; on Amt. (Mr. Jencins) to M. for
30, (Amt.) neg. (Y.46, N. 96) 3061 ; on M. to rofer
back to Com., 3052; in Com., 3052; on M. for 3°
(Amt.) 3052 (vol. iv); (remarks) 1933; on ruling of
Chairman (remarks) 1800; on procedure, 1470;
(Ques. of Order) 1619 (vol. ii), 1920 (vol. iii).

Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 3349 (vol. iv).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals B.

44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1066, 1068, 1074-1078,(Amt.)
1090 ; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1324, neg. (Y. 54, N. 90)

1327 (vol. ii).
L C. R.1, in Com. of Sup., 3296 (vol. iv).
Lake Simcoe Fisheries, permits granted (M. for Ret.*)

1444 (ii); Legislation respecting (Ques.) 3073 (iv).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in

Com., 2759-2762 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 2897; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 2958 (iv).
Liquor License Act, in Com. of Sup., 3423 (vol. iv).
Man. Claima Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2783; in Com., 3049 (vol. iv).
Militia, Active, number of members of (1. for Ret.*)

533 (vol. i).
Militia Act, 1883, Amt. B. 152 (Mr. Caron) on M. for

20, 3045 (vol. iv).
Northern and Pacific Janotion Ry. Co. and Northern

Ry. Co. of Can., &c. (M. for copy of Lease) 56 (vol. i).
N. W. Council Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 3392 (vol. iv).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. to conc. in Res., 2757 (vol. iv).
Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 25 (Mr. White, Renfrew) on

M. for 2°, 267, 624 (vol. i).
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1891 (vol. iii).
Postmaster at Maitland, removal of (Ques.) 1743 (iii).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memo.

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 571 (vol. i).
Returns, production of (Ques.) 188 (vol. i); (remarks)

1133 (vol. ii).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (.Mr. Desjardins) in

Com., 1352 (vol. ii).
Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3313 (vol. iv).
Scott Act Pets., on M. to erase name, 2320 (vol. iii).
Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res. (Mr.

Chapleau) 270 (vol. i).

Mulock, Mr. W.-Continued.
SUPPLY:

Canals--Capital: Repairs, &c. (Trent River Nav.) 3311 (iv).
Income : Rideau Canal (increase of water supply) 3313 (iv).
Civil Government (Civil Service Examiners) 974 (vol. ii).
Dom.Lands-Income (Outaide Service, Agencies) 3346 (vol. iv).
Geological Survey,'3349 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act (Administration of) 3423 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3354 ; (N.W. Council,

Salalies, &c.) 3392 (vol. iv).
Public W.rks-Consolidated Fund f(Ont.) 3385. Telegraphs,

3420 (vol. iv).
Rys.-Capital : I. C. R. (miscellaneous works) 3296 (vol. iv).

Synod of the Diocese of Qu'Appelle incorp. (B. 39,
1°*) 125 (vol. i).

Telegraphs, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
Tolls on certain IRailway Companies (M. for Stmnt., &C.)

54 (vol. i).
Trent Riv. Navigation, in Com. of Sup., 3311 (vol. iv).

O'Brien, Mr. W. E., Muskoka.
Charlinch Post Office, appointment or removal of Post-

master, &c., on M. for Papers, 708 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N.W., description of Arms,

(remarks) 814 (vol. ii).
Inland Fisheries of the Dom., Queen vs. ]Robinson (M.

for copy of Judgment of Supreme Court) 229 (vol. i).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, memo-

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 571 (vol. i).
Sunday Excursions prohibition B. 19 (Mr. Charlton) on

M. for 2°, 265 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen rags) 783; (wool-

len fabrics) 794 (vol. ii).

Orton, Mr. G. T., Centre Wellington.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Mills) 3002; on M. to adjn.
deb., 3432 (vol. iv).

Administration of the N. W. T., in Com. on Res. (Mr.
Caron) 2929-2931 (vol. iv).

Banking Facilities for Agriculturists (B. 36, Res.)
115, 118; 10* of B., 120; 2° m., 620 (vol. i).

Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on prop. Res.,
(Mr. Kranz) 238 (vol. i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on M.
to place B. 2nd Order on Public Bills and Orders, 714
(vol. i); on Sen. Amts., 2646, 2649, 2653 (vol. iii.)

Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. McCarthy) on Amt. (Mr.
Ourran) 6m. h., to M. for 2°, 288 (vol. i).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir ector
Langevin) on Avnt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for 30,2893 (iv).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Poster) on
M. for 20, 621 (vol. i).

Man. Claima Settlement' B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.
an Res., 2925 (vol. iv).

North-West Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Bir
John A. Macdonald) on M. to conc. in Res., 2428 (iii).

Privilege, Ques. of, article in News Record (explana.
tion) 9000; on explanation of Mr. Kaulbach of vote
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Orton, Mr. G.-Continued.
on Can. Temp.Act, 3073; on reading newspaper para-
graphs (remarks) 3161 (vol. iv).

Squatters in Township 3, Ranges 23 and 24 west, on
M. for Rot., 234, (vol. i).

Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) on M. for Com. on
Res., 3472 (voL iv).

Ways and Means-in Com. (w oollen rage) 787, 789 (il).

Ouimet, Mr. J. A., Laval.
Criminal Law Amt., Houses of ill-fame, gambling and

disorderly houses (B. 56 1°), 170 (vol. i).
Land Grant and Land Grant Bonds to Rys. in Man.

and N. W., on M. for Rot., 97 (vol. i).
Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) on M. for 2°, 164; (Amt.) 165 (vol. i).

Paint, Mr. N., Richmond, N.S.
Clearing Vessels without Harbor Master's certificate

(Ques.) 862 (vol. ii) .,
Debates, Official Rep., omissions from (remarks) 3474

(vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" qualifications in cities and towns," 1991; " in coun-
ties," 2072, 2077, 2078; " who shall not vote"
(Indians) 2166 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (fr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1311, 1313 (vol. ii).

Great American and European Short Lino Ry., Cor.
between Dom. Govt. and Govt. of N. S., Engineers'
Reps., &c. (K. for copies) 78 (vol. i).

Harbor Master at Halifax B. 148 (Mr. McLelan) in
Com. on Res., 2523 (vol. iii).

Rand's Indian Dictionary, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on Amt. (Mr. Kirk) to M. to conc. in Amts., 3403 (iv).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Mortuary Statistics) 1029 (ii).
Canals-Capital: Repairs, &c. (St. Peter's Canal) 3312. Income:

Miscellaneous (road dyke, Lake St. Francis) 3419 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lighthouses and Fog-alarms,

construction) 2953 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (France and Quebec,

fortnightly line) 2937, 2941 (vol. iv).
Jiscellan.ous (Rand's Indian Dictionary) 3420 (vol. iv).
Railway-Capital: Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3417;

I.C.R. (miscellaneous works) 3298; (Short Line between Ox-
ford and New Glasgow) 3415 (vol. iv).

Scientifie Institutions (Meteorological Observatories) 2956 (iv).
Ways and Means-in Com. (glucose syrup) 850 (vol. ii).

Faterson, Mr. W., South Brant.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Con., 2467-2474 (vol. iii).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2542-2546, 2548 (vol. iii).
Antwerp and Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup.,

2766 (vol. iv).
Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Brie Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 59, 1°*) 170 (vol. i).

Paterson, Mr. W.-Continued.
Bonuses to Rys. by Ont. Legislature, on M. for Com. of

Sup., 3447 (vol. iv).
C. P. R., Immigration to Man. and N. W., Cor. between

the Govt. and Co. (M. for copies*) 147 (vol. i).
-- Resolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2720-2723 (vol. iv).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2537-

2540 (vol. iii).
Colonial and Indian Exhibitions B. 126 (Mr. Pope) in

Com., 2399 (vol. iii).
Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1032 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costi-

gan) on M. for Com. on Res., 2527; in Com., 2528
(vol. iii), 2968-2971; on M. to conc. in Sen. Amts.,
3433 (vol. iv).

Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3235 (vol. iv).
Customs Seizures at Winnipeg (M. for Stmnt.) 293

(vol. i); (M. for Rot.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Debates, Official Rep., on Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockville)

to M. to conc. in Third Rep. of Com., 3363 (vola iv).
Deputy Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3352, 3357

(vol. iv).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 915, 917, 921,

923 (vol. ii).
Division List, correction (remarks) 994 (vol. ii).
Drawbacks on Manufactured Exports (M. for Ret.) 139

(vol. i).
Dundas and Waterloo Macadamized Road, Sale by

Govt. (M. for copies of Papers, &c.*) 147 (vol. i).
Election Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 3452 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

CoM., 1360-1364; in Com., ," person " (Indian)
1489, 1492, 1571, 1574 (vol. ii); " qualifications in
cities and towns," 1793-1798, 1800-1804, 1931;
" manhood suffrage," 1981, 2001, (Indian) 2013-
2019; " qualifications in counties," 2056, 2059, 2074,
2079, 2084; " who shall not vote" (Indians) 2123-
2127, 2162; " registration of voters," 2259-2263,
2199-2205, 2269, 2273, 2279, 2283, 2285, 2291, 2298,
2300, 2315, 2318; "rovision of voters' lista,"
2337; "officers and duties," 2356, (Indian) 2367-
2369, 2376, 2387; " appeal," 2367; "offences," 2391
(vol. iii); on M. to refer back to Com., 3052; on
M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 3068; neg. (Y. 38
N. 87) 3068; on M. to conc. in Amts., 3071
(vol. iv); on procedure, 1470; on Ms. that Com.
rise, 1423, 1430, 1435, 1507, 1556 (vol. ii), 2138,
2209 (vol. iii) ; on Ques. of Order, reading extracte,
1463, 1765; appeal from Chair to louse (rule read)
(Ques. of Order) 1921; (Ques. of Privilege) 2102;
(remarks) 2146 (iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi.
gan) in Com. on Res., 1307, 1309, 1312, 1317, 1320
(vol. ii), 2551 (vol. iii).

Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Meens, 850-853,
856 (vol. ii).
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Patèrson, Mr. W.-Continued.
Indemnity to Members, increased, in Com. of Sup., 3450

(vol. iv).
Indian ;Lands unsold in Township of Toronto (M.

for List*) 147 (vol. i).
Indian Supplies in the N.W., Tenders, &c. (M. for Rets.*)

532 (vol. i).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1070, 1089; on Amt. (Mr.
Casey) 1331 (vol. ii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector
Langevin) on prop. Res., 2456-2460 (vol. iii).

Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. .Macdonald) in
Com. on Res., 1669 (vol. ii).

Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2798 (vol. iv).
License Act, Dom., working of, on M. for Cor., 311 (i).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

2791, 2792 (vol. iv).
Militia, Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 914 (vol. ii).
Morgan, J. H., appointment as Forestry Commis-

sioner (M. for O.C., &c.*) 117 (vol. i).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. to conc. in Res., 2757 (vol. iv).
Printing Com., on M. to conc. in Second Rep., 149 (i).
Rand's Micmac Dictionary, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (iv).
Roads and Bridges, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
Senate, extra Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 3448 (vol. iv).
Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) on M. for Com. on

Res., 3472 ; in Com., 3472 (vol. iv).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3215, 3218 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistica (Antwerp and Colonial Exhibi-
tions) 2766 (vol. iv); (Colonial Exhibitions) 1032 (vol. ii).

Civil Government: Deptl. Contingencies (Agriculture) 921;
(Customs) 916,921, 923; (Inland Revenue) 917, 921; (Finance
and Treasury Board) 915 ; (Interior) 915; (Militia) 914
(Public Works) 921 ; (Railways and Canais) 923 (vol. ii).

Collection of Revenues (Customs) 3235 (vol. iv)
Immigration, 2819, 2832, 2836, 2840, 2844-2846, 2849-2852 (iv).
Indians (Man. and N. W. T.) 3315-3318; (Assistance to Institu-

tions) 3392 (vol. iv).
Legùlaion: H. of C. (Election Expenses) 3452; (Increased

Indemnity to Members) 3450. (Miscellaneous (Salaries,
Library, &c.) 2798. Senate (extra Expenses) 3448 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3352, 3357; (Rand's
Micmac Indian Dictionary) 3420 (vol. iv).

Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 992 (vol. ii); conc., 2765 (iv).
Public Works-Consolidated Fund: Roads and Bridges, 3429.

Telegraphs, 3420 (vol. iv).

Trade Relations with Mexico (Ques.) 632 (vol. i).
Veterans of War of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 992 (vol. ii);

cono., 2765 (vol. iv).
Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 1675 (vol. ii).
Wheat and Flour, Duties on, Memorials, &c. (M. for

copies*) 532 (vol. i).
Wheat and Flour Imports and Exports (M. for Ret.)

138 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tiley) for Com., 412-426; in Com., 772-775 (vol. i);
(earthenware and stoneware) 848; (glucose syrup)

Paterson, Mr. W.-Continued.
850-853, 856; (steel) 804 (vol. ii) ; (spirits and
tobacco) 3229; (sagar) 3215, 3218; (whiskey) 3226
(vol. iv); (winceys) 842 (vol. ii).

Patterson, Mr. J. C., North Essex.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" qualifications in cities and towns," 1986 (vol. iii).
International Ferries (B. 17, 10*) 46; 2 m., 254 (i).
Lake Erie, Essex and Detroit River iRy. Co. (B. 24,

1°*) 67 (vol. i).
Sale of Ry. Passenger Tickets (B. 121, 1°*) 927 (ii).

Platt, Mr. J. M., Prince Edward, Ont.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

Amt, (Mr. Burpee) 1048; in Com., 1059 (vol. ii); on
Sen. Amts., 2647 (vol. iv).

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,
1119, 1127 (vol. ii).

Drill Pay, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2911 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1336-1341,; "woman suffrage," 1439; " per-
son " (Indian) 1525; " actual value," 1606 (vol. ii) ;
"qualifications in cities and towns," 1784-1789;
" manhood suffrage " and (Indians) 1977; " revision
of voters' lists," 2343; " who shall not vote"
(Indians) 2127-2129 (vol. iii).

Govt. Steamers, in Cora. of Sup., 2946 (vol. iv).
Importation of Prison Manufactures (Ques.) 2169 (iii).
Life-boats and Stations, in Com. of Sup., 2947-2950 (iv).
Market Battery, Kingston, lease of property (M. for

copies of 0. C., &c.) 210 (vol. i).
Militia Clothing, in Com. of Sup., 2909 (vol. iv).
Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1032 (vol. ii).
Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3303-3306 (vol. iv).
Port Credit larbor Co., Reports made to Govt., &c. (M.

for copies*) 124 (vol. i).
Salmon Point Breakwater, construction (M. for Cor.,

&c.) 210 (vol. i.)
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Mortuary Statistics) 1032 (ii).
Canais-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Murray) 3303-3306; (Trent Riv.

Nav.) 3312 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Maintenance and Repairs, &c.)

2951; (Salaries, &c.) 2951 (vol. iv).
Militia (Clotking and Great Coats) 2909; (Drill Pay, &c.) 2911

(vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 2916; (Life-boats and

Stations, &c.) 2947-2950; (Wrecks and Casualties) 2950 (iv).

Tête du Point Barracks, lease of (M. for copies of 0.0.,
&c.) 210 (vol. i).

Trent River Nav., in Com. of Sup., 3312 (vol. iv.).
Ways and Means-in Com. (hoop iron) 807; (salt cake)

806; (steel) 805 (vol. ii).
Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 1677 (vol. ii).
Weller's Bay, " Range Lights " at (M. for Cor., &c.)

210 (voL i).
Wrecks and Casualties, in Com. of Sup, 2950 (voL iv).
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Pope, Hon. J. H., Compton.
Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 904,921 (vol. ii).
Agricultural, &o., Statistics, compilation, in Com. of

Sup., 1036 (vol. ii).
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for

20, 2478; in Com., 2479-2481 (vol. iii).
Air-Brakes, I.C.R., in Com. of Sup., 3299 (vol. iv).
Allan Lino, payments to, for assisted passages (Ans.)

567 (vol. i).
Antwerp and Colonial Exhibitions, conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
Antwerp International Exhibition, on M. for copy of

Cor. between Govt. and High Com., 306 (vol. i).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1023, 1025 (vol. ii).
Bradley, W. Ingles, services of, on M. for Rot., 479 (i).
Canada and Antwerp, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2943 (vol. iv).
Canada and Germany, Steamship subvention, in Com.

of Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
C. P. R., Ability of Co. to fulfil engagements under

prop. Ro., 2238 (vol. iii).
Amended Plans and Profiles, B.C. (Ans.) 362 (i).
Avalanches in the Selkirk Range (Ans.) 694 (i).
Branch Lines (Ans.) 694 (vol. i).
B. C. Sections, work on, on M. for Reps., &c.,

204 (vol. i).
-- Change in arrangements between Govt. and Co.

(Ans.) 1913 (vol. iii).
--- Connection with Ont. system (Ans.) 569 (i).

Connection with Quebec (Ans.) 2239 (vol. iii).
Construction near Lytton, B. C., on M. for

Ret., 226 (vol. i).
Cor. between Co. and Govt. re change in arrang-

monts (Ans.) 2029 (vol. iii).
-- Cost of construction from Winnipeg to 615

miles west, on M. for Stmnt., 228 (vol. i).
--- Co.'s Acts Amt. (B. 153, 1°*,) 2858; in Com.,

3031; 30 m., 3293 ; 30 agreed to (Y. 77, N. 45) 3294
(vol. iv).

----- Eastern Division,Earnings and Working Expenses
(Ans.) 816 (vol. ii).

Eastern Section, Progress Estimates (Ans.)
235 (vol. i).
-- Rastern Section, quantities, classifications and

prices, Engineers' Estimates, on M. for copies, 300,
301 (vol. i).

Expenditure to complote Govt. construction
(Ans.) 1130 (vol ii).

-- Govt. Sections in B. C., working of, by contrac.
tors (Ans.) 632 (vol. i).

- Grades and Curves, number of (Ans.) 632; maxi.
mum and minimum (Ans.) 694 (vol. i).

- Grades, Tangents and Curves (Ans.) 694 (vol. i);
2239 (vol. iii).

In Com. of Sup., 3383 (vol. iv).
Laborers' wages, payment of, on construction

(Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Levels, Grades, Tangents, &o., from summit of

Bockies to Moody (Ans.) 888 (vol. ii).

I

Pope, Hon. J. H.-Continued.
C. P. R., Location, change of, in B.C., 2239 (vol. iii).

North American Contracting Co., and grades,
curves, main lino, &c., on M. for Stmnt., 145 (vol. i).

-- Port Moody and Savona's Ferry, extension of
time (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).

---- Port Moody Wharf and Freight Shed, on M. for
copies of Reps., Plans, &c., 296 (vol. i).

-- Progress Estimates (Ans.) on adjmnt. of House,
188; for Feb., 429 (vol. i).

-- Prop. Res. and Mail Newspaper (remarks) 1712
(vol. ii).

- Resolutions respecting further Loan (speech)
2559-2565; in Com., 2124, 2733, 2741, 2748-2750;
M. to receive Rep. of Com., 2858 (vol. iv).

--- Rails for Govt. section in B.C. (Ans.) 1914 (iii).
Rates in B. C. (Ans.) 1474 (vol. ii).
Rolling Stock, Eastern Section, Western Divi-

sion, change in, on M. for Rot., 303 (vol. i).
- Route, construction, rolling stock, extensions,
cash subsidy, land grant bonds, &c., &c., on M. for
Stmnts., 45 (vol. i).

-- Section B, Award of $395,600 to contractors,
payment of (An@.) 77 (vol. i).

-- Section B, Award of $34,179.17, crodits in
Public Accounts (Ans.) 114 (vol. i).

--- Section B, Arbitration, Evidence taken (Ans.)
112 (vol. i).

- Section B, Engineers' Reports on re-measure-
ment and re-classification, on M. for copies, 122 (vol. i)

-- Section B, opinion of Counsel as to binding
character of Award (Ans.) 77 (vol. i).

-- Section B, Rep. of Judge Clark on Award

(Ins.) 78, 133 (vol. i).
Subsidy, in Com. of Sup., 3295 (vol. iv).
Tangents and Curves, number and aggregate

length (Ans.) 744 (vol. i).
-- Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. to M.

for Stmnt., 103, (vol. i).
- Western Division, Earnings and Working ex-

penses (Ans.) 816 (vol. ii).
-- Western Terminus, route or routes from Port

Moody to English Bay, on M. for plan, &c., 145 (i).
Cape Breton Ry., construction of (Ans.) 2239 (vol. iii).

Surveys, in Com. of Sup., 3418 (iv).
Cape Tormentine Ry., connection with (Ans.) 2997 (iv).
Cape Traverse Branch Ry., payrnent to contractors

for construction (Ans.) 694 (vol. i).
Carleton Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3415 (vol. iv).
Catholic population of Prov. of Quebec (Ans.) 363 (i).
Census Commissioners and Enumerators in the N.W.T.,

(prop. Res.) 46 ; M. for Com. on Res., 74; M. to conc.
in Rep. of Com., 125 (vol. i).

Census of 1881, Absentees froma Canada during (Ans.)
235 (vol. i).

Census, Quinquennial, of Man., N.W.T., &c. (B. 21, 19)
46; in Com., 171; consdn, of B. m., 212 (vol. i).

Census, Fourth and Fifth Vols., issue of (Ans.) 48 (i).
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Pope, H on. J. H.-Continued.
Change of Naines in the N.W.T. (Ans.) 2359 (vol. iii).
Cholera, precautions against (Ans.) 568 (vol. i).
Clark, G. M., Sums paid to, apart from salary as Judge

(Ans.) 235 (vol. i).
Colonial and Indian Exhibitions (B. 126) prop. Res.,

451 (vol. i); Res. in Com,, 892; in Com. of Sup.,
1032-1035; Res. conc. in and 1°* of B., 1064 (vol.
ii) ; in Com., 2399 (vol. iii).

Contagious Diseases affecting Animals (B. 44) in Com.,
1065-1073, 1089-1094 (vol. ii).

Cornwall Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3301 (vol. iv).
Criminal Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1026 (vol. ii).
Dams at Lakefield and Young's Point (Ans.) 1130 (ii).
Deptl.Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 921,923 (vol. ii).
Dominion Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1026 (vol. ii).
Eastern Extension lRy., in Com. of Sup., 3300, 3384

(vol. iv).
Fort Francis Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3385 (vol. iv).
G. T, R., Double Track between Montreal and Toronto,

assurance, &c., given to Govt., on M. for copy, 144 (i).
- - Imperfect Rot. presented by Mr. Hickson (re.

marks) 861 (vol. ii).
Grant, Alpin, position of, under Govt. (Ans.) 429 (i).
Great American and European Short Lino Ry., on M,

for Ret., 79 (vol. i).
Grenville Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3418 (vol. iv).
Realth Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 2766 (vol. iv).
ligh Commissioner, Instructions issued to, respecting

Immigrants (Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Immigrant Patients in Quarantine, in Com. of Sup.,

3358 (vol. iv).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2810, 2813, 2816, 2831-

2853 (vol. iv).
Immigrants to the N. W., on M. for Stmnt., 45 (vol. i).
Immigrants settled in B. C. (Ans.) 189 (vol. i).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 3342 (vol. iv).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

(B. 44, 1°) 125 (vol. i); 211 m., 892; 3° m., 1321; on
Amt. (Mr. Sutherland, Oxford) .1321; on Amt. (Mr.
.Mulock) to M. for 30, 1325; M. to conc. in Sen. Amts.
2397 (vol. iii).

Inspecting EDginCers' Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 3417,
(vol. iv).

Inspectors or Clerks of Works, persons employed as,
on M. for Stmnt., 139 (vol. i).

I. C. R., Claims of Contractors, Sec. 16 (Ans.) 505 (i).
Construction to Indiantown (Ans.) 744 (vol. i),

816 (vol. ii).
Cost of Equipment (Ans.) 816 (vol. ii).
Cost of Working, &c., from 1879 to 1884, on

M. for Stmnt. (Amt.) 203 (vol. i).
--- Equipment, valuation of (Ans.) 888 (vol. ii).

Barnings and Working Expenses: 3073
(vol. iv); monthly ,(Ans.) 76, 114; for Jan., 1885,
428 (vol. i); for March and April, 2029 (iii).

- - in Com. of Sup., 3296, 3299, 3300, 3417; conc.,
3396 (vol. iv).

Pope, H on. J. H.-Continued.
I. C. R. Receipts and Expenses (Ans.) 1744, 1914 (iii).
-- Sale of Tickets on Chatham Branch (Ans.)

2289 (vol. iii).
Lachine Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3301 (vol. iv).
Lake St. Francis Road Dyke, in Com. of Sap., 3419 (iv).
Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, in Com. of Sup.,

3456 (vol. iv).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

3049 (vol. iv).
Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1027-1031 (ii).
Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3303 (vol. iv).
Muskoka Lakes and River Severn Canal Systema (Ans.)

289 (vol. i).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., N.S., projected lino, on

M. for copies of Cor., &c., 146 (vol. i); in Com. of
Sup., 3413 (vol. iv).

Patent Act 1872, Amt. B. 64 (Mr. McCarthy) on 1°,
234; on M. for 2°, 627 (vol. i).

Pembina Branch Ry., in Com. of Sap., 3417 (vol. iv).
P. E. . Ry., Cape Traverse Branch, payment of

laborers, on M. for copies of Petitions, &c., 142 (i).
Pringle, Hl. H., employment of, by Govt. (Ans.) 744 (i).
Port Moody Dock, Tenders for repair (Ans.) 816 (ii).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3308 (vol. iv).
Purcell & Ryan, payment to, in Com. of Sup., 3452 (iv).
Quarantine, appointment of Physicians to accompany

Steamships (Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).
Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 2853, 3358, 3411 (vol. iv).
Rys. and Canals, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 76 (vol.i).

- in Com. of Sup., 913, 923, 975 (vol. ii).
Ry. Commissioners and Dom. Arbitrators (Ans.) 114 (i).
Ry. Supplies, purchase of, in Halifax (Ans.) 1915 (iii).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memor-

ials respecting, on M. for copy, 593 (vol. i).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Rot., 707 (i).
Returns, production of (Ans.) 188; (remarks) 113, 455

(vol. i), 1132 (vol. ii), 2393 (vol. iii).
Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3312, 3418 (vol. iv).
Richelieu River Floods, Memorials from Riparian own-

ers (Ans.) 606 (vol. i).
St. John Bridge and Ry. Extension Co. (Ans.) 569 (i).
St. Romuald d'Etchimin, Station (Ans.) 1567 (ii).
Settlers in Man. and N.W.T. (Ans.) 113 (vol. i).
Settlers in the Dom. during calendar year 1884 (Ans.)

113 (vol. i).
Settlers in the Mar. Provs. (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Sheep Scab, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
Short Line Ry. to the Mar. Provs. (Ans.) 2239 (vol. iii).
Simard, J., payment to, in Com. of Sup., 3418 (vol. iv).
Sleeping Cars, I.C.R., 3417 (vol. iv).
Statisties relating to the Public Service (Ans.) 2531

(vol. iii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (&r Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2988 (vol. iv).
Subsidies to Rys. (B. 164) prop. Res., 3457; on M. for

Com. on Res., 3470; in Cerm., 3472 (vol. iv.)
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INDEXe
Pope, Hon. J. R.-Continued.

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Antwerp and Colonial Exhibi-

tions) conc., 2766 (vol. iv); (Archives, care of) 1023, 1025 ;
(Colonial Exhibitions) 1032-1035 (vol. ii), 3452 (vol. iv);
(Compiling Agricultural and other Statistics in Man. and
N.W.T.) 1036 ; (Criminal Statisties) 1026 ; (Dominion Exhi-
bition) 1026 (vol. ii) ; (Health Statistics) 2766 (vol. iv)
(Mortuary Statistics) 1027-1031 (ii).

Canals-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Cornwall) 3301 ; (Murray) 3303;
(Lachine) 3301; (Trent River Nav.) 3311 ; (Welland) 3301,
3311 ; (Williamsburg) 3301; (&mount due Hugh Sutherland)
3385 (vol. iv). Income : (Rideau, Land damages in Township
of Pittsburg) 3418; (Increase of water supply) 3312 ; (Gren-
ville, payment to J. Simard) 3418. Miscellaneous (road dyke,
Lake St. Francis) 3419; (Surveys and Inspections) 3313;
(Welland) 3418 (vol. iv).

Civil Govt. (Agriculture, Dept. of.) 904, (contingencies) 921;
(Railways and Canals, Dept. of) 913, 975, (contingencies)
923 (vol. ii).

Collection of/Revenues (Post Office) 3308 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2810, 2813, 2816, 2831-2853 (vol, iv).
Indian (Man. and N. W. T.) 3342 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (Can. and Antwerp);

2943; (Oan. and Germany) 2945 (vol. iv.)
Miscellaneous (Lyncb's Treatise on Butter-making) 3456;

(Purcell & Ryan, for supplies furnished to Lord Lorne and
party) 3452 (vol. iv).

Quarantine, 2853; (Immigrant Patients) 3358; (Sheep Scab)
3358, 3411 (vol. iv).

Rys.-Capital: C. P. R, 3383; (Inspecting Engineera' Salaries,
&c.) 3117 ; (Pembina Branch) 3417; (Subsidy) 3295. Cape
Breton Ry. (Surveys) 3418 ; Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase
of) 3415; Eastern Extension Ry., 3300, 3384 ; I. 0. R., 3383,
cono., 3396; (applying Air Brakes) 3299; (miiscellaneous
works) 3296-3299; (Repairs, &c.) 3300; (Sleeping Cars)
3417. Short Line Ry. (Oxford and New Glasgow) 3413
(vol. iv).

Surveys and Inspections (Canalis) in Coma. of Sup., 3313
(vol. iv).

Sutherland, H., amount due, in Com. of Sup., 3385 (iv).
Trent Valley Canal, plans and estimates of cost, &c.,

on Ms. for copies of Cor., &c., 145, 202 (vol. i).
Trent River Nav., in Com. of Sup., 3311 (vol. iv).
Turkish Pauper Immigrants (Ans.) 3475 (vol, iv).
Welland and Williamsburg Canals, in Com. of Sup.,

3301, 34t8 (vol. iv).
Wilkinson, J. A., sums paid to, and for what services

(Ans.) 51 (vol. i).

Pruyn, Mr. M. W., Lennox.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. that

Com. rise, 1425 (vol. ii).
Napanee, Public Buildings (Ques.) 77 (vol. i).

Reid, Mr. J., Cariboo.
C. P. R. Rates in B.C. (Ques.) 1474 (vol. ii).

Rinfret, Mr. C. J., Lotbinière.
Flannel Shirts for the Militia, Contract (Ques.) 1306 (ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"person" (Indian) 1506, 1538; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1680-1683 (vol. ii).

House of Commons Commissioners' Rep. re Staff (Ques.)
2750 (vol. iv).

Rinfret, Mr. . J.-Continued
Le Fonds Post Office, establishment of (Ques.) 816 (ii).
Peachy, J. W., Superannuation of (Ques.) 1743 (iii).
Ways and Means-The Tarifr: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 527-532 (vol. i).

Robertson, Mr. A., West Bastings.
Criminal Law Amt , Punishment offBurglars (B. 71, 1°)

270 (vol. i); (B. 136, 1°) 1335 (vol. ii).
Debates, Official Rep., on Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockville)

to M. to conc. in Third Rep. (Ques.) 3362 (vol, iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., Gatling Guns for use of

Troops (Ques.) 813 (vol. ii).
Veterans of 1812, Extension of Pensions to widows of

(Ques.) 36 (vol. i).

Robertson, Mr. T., Hamilton.
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on M. to

place B. 2nd Order on Public Bille and Orders, 714 (i).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Con., on Amt. (Mr. Ives) 2769 (vol. iv).
Criminal Law Amt., openings out in the Ice, &c. (B. 22,

1°*) 57; 2° m., 131; M. for Com., 150; Order for
Com. dschgd. and B. ref. to Sel. Com., 496 (vol. i).

Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Aitt. to substituto Can.
Temp. Act to M. for rsmng. adjd. deb. for 2°, 943 (ii).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com., on
Ques. of Order, 1922 (vol. iii).

Govt. Business, conduct of (remarks) 3445 (vol. iv).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Buron) in Com., 501, 503 (vol. i).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2197 (vol. iv).
Life-boats, Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2947 (vol. iv).
Man. Çlaims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

3047 (vol. iv)
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1894 (vol. iii).
Soundings taken in Burlington Bay Canal, Rep. of

Supdt. (M. for copies*) 1533 (vol. i).
South Saskatchewan Valley Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. (B. 37,

1°*) 125 (vol. i).
Summary Proceedings before Magistrates B. 128 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2830 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Immigration, 2818, 2843 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Library, Salaries, &c.) 2797 (iv).
Liquor License Act (Administration of) 8423 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Life-boats and Stations, &c.) 2947 (iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 719-722 (vol. i).

Robertson, Mr. T., Shelburne.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (Ques.) 363 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 92, 1°) 448 (vol. i).
Coal, tenders to supply Fog-whistles, &c, in Bay of

Fundy (M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 919 (vol. ii).
Fraser, D. M., and Dept. of Agriculture, Cor. between

(M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i).
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INDEX.
Robertson, Mr. T.-Continued.

Great Village River Improvements, Colchester, N.S.,
(M. for Stmnt. in detail*) 67 (vol. i).

Lion, seizure of Schooner, in N.S. (M. for copies of Rep.,
&c.*) 533 (vol. i).

Liquor Liconse Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Foster) on
M. for 2°, 621 (vol. i).

ParrsboroughBreakwater, construction of (M. for copies
of Tenders) 66 (vol. i).

Rogers' Patent Fish Ladder, Cor. and Reps. (Ma for
copies) 870 (vol. ii).

SUPPLY:
Civil Govt.: Deptl. Contingencies (Inland Revenue) 919 (vol. ii).

Ross, Mr. A. W., Lisgar.
C. P. R.,'Res, respecting further Loan, on Amt. (Mr.

Oameron, Huron) 2712-2718 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N.W., Assistance to Settlers through

outbreak (Ques.) 2854; Compensation for losses
(Ques.) 3321; Relief of destitute families, 3321 (iv).

Equipment of the 90th Battalion (Ques.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir .Hector

Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2491 (vol. iii).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on. M. for

Com. on Res., 2777; in Com., 2793, 3050 (vol. iv).
North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2491 (vol. iii).
SUPPLY:

Immigration, 2843 (vol. ir).

Royal, Mr. J., Provencher.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M. for 30, 3002; on
M. to adjn. deb., 3431 (vol. iv).

C. P. R., Res. respecting further Loan, on Amt. (Mr.
Watson) 2867 (vol. iv).

Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees B. 26
(Sir John A. Macdonald) on Res. (Amt.) 72 (vol. i).

Disturbance in the N.W., Assistance to settlers through
outbreak (Ques.) 2854 (vol. iv).

Batoche, capture of, rumored indignities com-
mitted by Volunteers (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

--- Compensation for losses (Quesa) 3321 (vol. iv).
Duck Lake, Engagement at, Rep. of (Ques.)

1567 (vol. ii).
- on Res. (Mr. Blake) want of confidence, 3199-

3212 (vol. iv).
-- Relief of destitute families (Ques.) 3321 (vol. iv).
Equipment of the 90th Battalion (Ques.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" woman suffrage," 1390 (vol. ii).
Half-breed Commission, information respecting (Ques.)

1566 (vol. ii).
Land grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on prop. Res., 2448 (vol. iii).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co.'s (B. 14, 10*) 313 (i).
North Saskatchewan River Improvements, on M. for

copy of Reps., &c., 695 (vol. i).

Royal, Mr. J.-Continued.
Privilege, Ques. of, interpolation of words in despatoh,

3247 (vol. iv); par. in Free Preus (remarks 170 (i).
Representation in Parlt. of the N. W. T., on Ras. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) to M. for Com. of Sup., 3406 (iv).
Statistics relating to Public Service (Ques.) 2854 (iv).
Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr.Landry,

Montmagny) on M. for 20, 168 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-on Res. (.Mr. Blake) re Disturbance

in the N. W., 3199-3212 (vol. iv).

Rykert, Mr. J. C., Lincoln and Eiagara.
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 982 (vol. ii).
Customs Seizure of School Books at Toronto (M. for

Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (bir John A. Macdonald) in Cam.,

" usufructuary," 1450; "tenant," 1477 (vol. ii);
"qualifications in cities and towns," 1761-1770, 2002;
"in counties," 2058; "revision of voters' list," 2342
(vol. iii) ; on Ques. of Order, 1435, 1465; on M. that
Com. rise, 1437, 1500 (vol. ii); on ruling of Chair-
man (remarks) 1799, 1849 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., genuineness of Signatures (remarks)
2274, 2320 (vol. iii).

Huron and Ont. Ship Canal Co.'s B. 69 (M. to conc. in
Son. Amts.) 1386 (vol. ii).

Mackinley, A. & W., of Halifax, entry of School Books
at undervaluation (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. il).

Maritime Court of Ont. Jurisdiction B. 11 (Mr. Allen)
in Com., 496 (vol. i).

Ont., Westerly Boundary of, argument before Pt C.,
shorthand notes (M. for copy) 430-410 (vol. i).

Printing, Public, changes in Contract (M. for copies of
O.C.) 246 (vol. i).

Railways centreing in Ottawa, Bonuses granted to, on
M. for Ret., 87; adjd. deb. rsmd., 89 (vol. i).

SUPPLY:
Civil Gout. (Civil Service Examiner) 982 (vol. ii).

Wines, spirits, ale, beer, porter, &c., imported, amount
of Rev. (M. for Ret.*) 313 (vol. i).

Scriver, Mr. J., Huntingdon.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 1058 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2649, 2664 (iv).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3234 (vol. iv).
Drill Pay, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2912 (vol. iv).
Duties on H{ay, Cor. between Can. and U.S., on M. for

copies, 443 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir Johan A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" usufructuary," 1447, 1448, 1451 ; " occupant," 1484
(vol. ii); " qualifications in cities and towns," 1995;
(Indians) 2018 (vol. iii).

Factory B. 85 (11r. Bergin)! on Amt. to substitute
Can. Temp. Act to M. for ramng. adjd. deb. for 2°
943 (remarks) 944 (vol. iii).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals,
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1334; on Amvt
(Mr. Catudal) to M for 3°, 1327 (vol. ii).
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INDEX.
Scriver, Mr. J.-Continued.

Lake St. Francis Road Dyke, in Com. of Sup., 34l (iv).
Oka Indians, transport of, in Com. of Sup., 3457 (iv).
PoSt Office, in Com. of Sup., 331[0 (vol. iv).
Sheep Scab, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 3472 (iv).
SUPPLY:

Canals-Income: Kiscellaneons (Road Dyke, Lake St. Francis)
3419 (vol. iv).

CoUection of Revenues (Post Office) 3310; (Customs) 3234 (iv).
Indians (Transport of families from Oka) 3457 (vol. iv).
àVilita (Drill Pay, &c.) 2912 (vol. iv).
Quarantine (Sheep Scab) 3411 (vol. iv.).

Ways and Means-in Com. (barrels containing petro-
leum or its products) 843; (umbrella and parasol
ribs, &c.) 858; (woollen rags) 787 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr.
Costigan) on prop. Res., 832 (vol. ii).

Shakespeare, Mr. N., Victoria, B. C.
B. C. Penitentiary, suspension of Rules (M. for copies

of Cor.) 823 (vol. ii).
Cabinet Representation for B. C. (Qaes.) 235 (vol. i).
Chinese Commissioners' Rep. (Ques.) 29, 211 (vol. i).
Chinese Immigration Restriction B. 156 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for Com. on Res., 3011 (vol. iv).
Chinese Interpreter, in Com. on Res. (Mr. Chapleau)

3024 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"Iwoman suffrage," 1391 ; "person " (Chinese)
1583, 1591 (vol. ii); "qualifications " (Indians and
Chinese) 1974; (remarks) 1944 (vol. iii).

Indian Affairs in B. C., Cor. between Govt. of Canada
and B. C., on M. for copies, 869 (vol. ii).

Indian Troubles at Metlakatla (M. for copies of Cor.)
304 (vol. i).

Manufacturing Industries of Canada, Rep. on (remarks)
on absence of information respecting B. C., 594 (i).

.Rice, increased duty on (Ques.) 695 (vol. i).
St. George's Day, Adjmt. for (M.) 1305 (vol. ii).

Shanley, Mr. Walter, South Grenville.

Subsidies, fnrther, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)
on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res. (Mr.
Light's Rep.) 3266 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY :
Canala-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Welland) 3301, 3311: (Trent

Riv. Nav.) 3311 (vol. iv).
Ry.-Capital: C.P.R. (Pembina Branch) 3417; (Subsidy) 3296;

I.O.R. (miscellaneous works) 3298 (vol. iv).

SmaIl, K1. J., East Toronto.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

Sen. Amts. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 78, N. 86) 2660, (vol. iv).
Federal Bank of Canada Capital Stock reduction (B. 10,

1°*) 2 , 57 (vol. i).

Intoxicating Liquors, traffic in, farther provision (B. 70,
1°) 270 (vol. i).

10

Small, Mr. J.-Continued.
Justices of the Peace, &c., Summary Proceedings B. 128

(Mr. Caron) 1°*, 1130 (vol. ii).
Kootenay Ry. Co. of B.C. incorp. (B. 83, 10*) 349 (i)
Pawn brokers' Provision (B. 137, 1°*) 1474 (vol. ii).
Volunteers in the N.W., recognition of Services (Ques.)

1566 (vol. ii).

Smyth, Mr. H., Kent, Ont.
Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes (B. 16, 1°*)

46 (vol. 1).
Patents ofInvention Acts Amt. (B. 29, 10) 88 (vol. i).

Somerville, Mr. J., North Brant.
Bradley, W. Ingles, services of (M. for Ret.) 479 (vol, i).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on M. to conc. in Firet Reps

(ramarks) 35 (vol. i).
Expenses of Members of the Govt., &c., in Eng. or else.

where (M. for Ret.*),124 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 20,

1269-1272 (vol. ii) ; in Com., "woman suffrage,"
1441; "person " (indian) 1549 (vol. ii); "who shall
not vote" (Indians) 2129-2133; "registration of
voters,' 2276, 2291, 2296 (vol. iii); on M. for oonsdn.
of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 3S, N. 87) 3065 (vol. iv).

Govt. Printing and Advertising (Res.) in Amt. to Com.
of Sup., 3033-3039 (vol. iv).

Immigration, in Com. of Sap., 2812, 2836,2843-2845 (iv).
Mounted Police, compensation for injuries(K. for Ret.*)

505 (vol. i).
Printing and printing paper, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

2799-2802, 2804, 2806-2809 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Citizen, 3162,

2213; personal allusions in deb., 3248 (vol. iv).
Rental of Offices for use of Govt. in Ottawa (M. for

Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).
Salaries of Ministers (Ques.) 3073 (vol, iv).
SUPPLY:

Immigration, 2812, 2838, 2843-2845 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Printing and printing paper, &c.)

2V99-2802, 2804, 2806-2809 (vol. iv).

Speaker, Mr. (1oe. G. A. KIRKPATRICK) Prontenac.
Accommodation for Members (remarks) 49 (vol. i).
Administration of Justice in the N. W.T. B. 111, inter-

ruptions by Members not in Order, 3430 (vol. iv).
Address, Ans. to, Mess. from Hia Ex. (read) 113 (i).
Amherst and P. E. I. Ry. Co's. incorp. B., on M. to

introd., Rep. of Com. on Stndg. Orders ref. to, 349 (i).
Bankruptcy, Pets., Res., &c., Message from Ris Ex.

(read) 101 (vol. i).
Beauce, Vacancy in the Representation: Warrant issued

and Ret. of Member, 1 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92, on M. to place B.

2nd Order on Public Bille and Orders (procedure)
714 (vol. i); on Sen. Amts. (rulings) 2657, 2664.

Cape Breton, Vacancy in the Representation; Warrant
issued and Ret. of Member, 1 (vol. i).
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INDEX.

Speaker, Mr.-Continued.
Census of the N. W. B. 21, Member called to Order on

imputing motives, 213 (vol. i).
Chinese Commissioners' Rep., Mess. from His Ex.

(read) 234 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31, on Amt. (Mr. Davies)

(ruling) remarks must be confined to Amt., 1300 (ii).
Claims of Man., Mess. from His Ex. (read) 202 (vol. i).
Commercial Bank of Windsor B. 117, suggestion to

refer B. to Com. on Banking and Commerce, 1677 (ii).
Controverted Elections, Judge's Reps. (read) 1, 593 (1).
Cumberland, Vacancy in the Representation: Warrant

issued and Rot. of Member, 1 (vol. i).
Debates, publishing of, in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. ii).
Disturbance in the N.W., Engagement at Batoche, des-

patch respecting (read) 1380 (vol. ii).
Disturbance in the N. W. (ruling) speech must be fin-

ished before corrections can be made, 3161 (vol. iv).
Divorce Cases, Evidence in (explanation) 428 (vol. i).
Dundas and Waterloo Road,.on prop. Res. (ruling) on

Ques. of Order, 451 (vol. i).
Estimates, The, Mess. from Hs Ex. (read) 289 (vol. i);

Suppl. for 188485, 2820; Suppl. for 1885-86, 3359;
Further Suppl. for 1885-86, 3423 (vol. iv).

Factory B. 85, on Amt. to substitute Can. Temp. Act
(ruling on procedure) 941 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. 103, Chairman's ruling in Com. sustained
(Y. 76, N. 46) 1513, (Y. 67, N. 41) 1944 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. Pets., Signatures to, English practice
quoted, 2027-2029; (remarks) 2274; on prosontation
of, 2320 (vol. iii).

Grenville, South, Election, Ret. of Member elect (an-
nouncement) 3072 (vol. iv).

Gov. Genl.'s Secretary, latter from, re Royal Assent to
Bills (read) 1514 (vol. ii).

I. of C. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Huron and Ont. Ship Canal Co.'s B. 69, on M. to conc.

in Sen. Amts. (remarks) 1387 (vol. ii).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44, on Amt. (Mr. Casey) to M. for 3', full discus-
sion of B. not in Order on an Amt., 1330 (vol. ii).

Insolvent Debtors Assets B. 4, on M. (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) to transfer to Govt. Orders (Votes and Pro-
ceedings quoted) 1281 (vol. ii).

Inspection of Factories Res., suggestion that same stand
first on Public Bills and Orders, 607 (vol. i).

Internal Economy Commission, Mess. from His Ex.
(read) 40 (vol. i).

Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. i), 2795, 2796,
3449 (vol. iv).

- Library, The, and Mr. Bourinot's work (remarks) 40 (i).
Lennox Election, Judge's certificate, &c. (read) 1; War-

rant issued and Rot. of Member, 1 (vol. i).
Levis Electoral District, Judge's Rep. (read) and

Warrant issued, 593; Rot. of Member olect (announce-
ment) 1385 (vol. ii).

Man. Claims Settlement Res. (ruling) reference to what
has taken place in Com. not in Order, 2783, 2786 (iv).

Speaker, Mr.-Continued.
Manitoba Indian Agency, missing Ret. (produced) 67 (i).
Maskinongé, Vacancy in the Representation: Warrant

issued and Rot. of Member, 1 (vol. i).
Megantic, Ret. of Member to represent (announcement)

1 (vol. i).
Members, New, Ret. of (aunouncement) 1, 133 (vol. i),

1192, 1385 (vol. ii), 3072 (vol. iv).
Messages from His Ex. (read), 1, 40, 101, 113, 202, 234,

289 (vol. i), 1064 (vol. ii), 2234 (vol. iii), 2820,3232,
3359, 3423, 3470, 3475 (vol. iv).

Middleton, Genl., Grant to, Mess. from His Ex., 3470
(vol. iv).

Militia Act, 1883, Amt. B. 152 (procedure) 3046 (iv).
Nicolet, Rot. of Member to represent (announcement)

1 (vol. i).
Northumberland, West, Election, Judge's Rep. (road)

and Warrant issued, 593; Rot. of Member elect,
(announcement) 1192 (vol. ii).

Ontario, West, Vacancy in the Representation : War-
rant issued and return of Member, 1 (vol. i).

Parlt., opening of, Commons summoned to Sonate, 1
(vol. i); Prorogation, 3475 (vol. iv).

Petitions, on presontation of (remarks and authorities
quoted) 1891, 1893, 2027-2029, 2274, 2320 (vol. iii).

Privilege, Ques. of (ruling) should conclude with a
motion, 3161 (vol. iv).

Prohibition of Spirituous Liquors (ruling) in Order to
move the previous question, &c., 1015 (vol. ii).

Prorogation, Letter from Acting Sec. to Gov. Gen.
(read) 3473; Mess. from His Ex., 3475 (vol. iv).

Queen's County, P. E. I., Vacancy in the Representa-
tion: Warrant issued and return of Member, 1 (i).

Royat Assent to Bills (announcement) 1516 (ii), 3475
(vol. iv).

Scott Act Pets., on M. to erase name (remarks) 2320
(vol. iii).

Sessional Clerks, extra, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2795 (iv).
Soulanges Election, Judgment of Supreme Court (read)

1; Rot. of Member elect (announcement) 113 (vol. i).
Speech from the Throne (Rep.) 2 (vol. i).
Staff of the House, Res. and Schodules adopted by Com.

missioners (presented) 2497 (vol. iii).
Stationery used in H. of C., Expense of (Ans) 290 (i).
SUPPLY:

Legidation, H. of C. (Committees, extra Sessional Clerks, &c.)
2795; (Contingencies) 2796 (vol. iv); (Publiahing Debates)
991 (vol. ii) ; (increased Expenses under Rep. of Internai
Economy Comm.) 3449 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction, Limitation B.
68, on M. to introd. B. (remarks) 246, 270.

Vacancies, notification of, 1 (vol. i).
Volunteers in the N. W., Recognition of Services B.

160 (ruling) on Ques. of Order, 3380 (vol. iv).
Warrants issued for new Elections (announcement) 1,

593 (vol. i).
Washington Treaty, Cor. and papers (read) 3232; rl-

ing) allusion to previous deb. not in order, 2899 (iv).
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Speaker, Mr.-Continued.

West Middlesex Election, Judge's Rep. (read) 1 (vol. i).
Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 82, on

M. for 2°, suggestion that Order be dschgd., 428 (vol. i).
8700,000 for N.W. Troubles, Mess. from His Ex. (read)

1064 (vol. ii).
$1,700,000 for N.W. Expenses, Mess. from His Ex.

(read) 2234 (vol. iii).

Speaker, Mr. Deputy.
- [See " ORDEa," "PRIVILEGE" AND " PROCEDURE."]

Sproule, Mr. T. S., East Grey.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2468 (vol. iii).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2547 (vol. iii).
Brewers and Distillers, compens. on prop. Res., 241 (i),
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 956, 957, 958; on Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1048; on
Amt. (Mr. Hickey) to M. for 3°, 1052; in Com., 1054,
1057; on Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 1061 (vol. ii);
on Sen. Amts., 2648 (vol. iv).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 980 (vol. ii).
Consolidated Insurance Act, 1S77, Amt. B. 20 (Sir

Leonard Tilley) in Com., 2437 (vol. iii).
.Debates, Official Rep. on Arnt. (Mr. Tassé) to M. to

conc. in Third Rep. of Com., 3365 (vol. iv).
Duties on Hay, Cor. between Canada and U.S., on M.

for copies, 445 (vol. i).
Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on M. for 20, 881 (vol. ii).
Fish-breedirng, &c., in Com. of Sup, 2954 (vol. iv).
Fishery Commission, in Com. of Sup., 3390 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

person " (Indian) 1492, 1551 ; " actual value," 1598;
"qualifications in cities and towns " (Indians) 1850,
2012; " qualifications in counties," 2073 ; " registra-
tion of voters," 2248; explanation, 2257; " appeal,"
2361, 2366 ; "officers and duties," 2388, 2389;
" offences," 2390 (vol. iii); explanation of vote on
Mr. Langelier's Amt. (remarks) 3062 (vol. iv); on
M. that Com. rise, 1437; (Ques. of Order) reading
extracts, 1464 (vol. ii), 1920 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., genuineness of Signatures 2392 (iii).
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com., 2550 (vol. iii).
Govt. Business, on M. to take in Wednesdays, 966 (ii).
Histoire Génealogique des Familles Françaises, in

Com. of Sup., 3456 (vol. iv).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1038.
Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Bector

Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2492 (vol. iii).
Land Improvement Fund Settlement (Ques.) 1039 (ii).
Life-boats, Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2948 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) on M. for 2Q, 2400 (vol. iii).

Sproule, Mr. T. S.-Continued.
Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1030 (vol. ii).
North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2492 (vol. iii).
Pa'ont Act, 1872, Amt. B. 25 (31r. White, Renfrew) on

M. for 2°, 267 (vol. i).
Personal Explanation, article in Canada Presbyterian

and Meaford Monitor, 2772 (vol. iv).
Postmaster Genl., Dopt. of, in Com. of Sup, 903 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Free Press

(remarks) 89, 566 (vol. i).
Provincial Rys. taken over by Govt. (Ques.) 188 (i).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memo-

rials respecting, on M. for copies, 583 (vol. i.)
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Ret., 707 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistica (Mortuary Statisties) 1030 (ii).
Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examinera) 980; (Postmaster Genl.,

Dept. of) 903 (vol. ii).
Fisheries (F:sh-breeding, &c.) 2954 (vol. iv).
Immigration 2812 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to

Counsel) 3390; (Histoires Génealozique des Familles Fran-
çaises) 3456; (Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making) 3456 (iv).

Ocean and River Service (Life-boats, Stations, &c.) 2948 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-Tho Taritf: on hi. (Sir Leonard
Tdley) for Com., 733-739 (vol. i).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1674 (vol. ii).

Stairs, Mr. J. Fitz-William, West Ilalifax.
Animal Cbarcoal, importations of (M. for Ret.*) 533 (i).
Canada a 'd A-ntwerp, Steamship subvention, in Com.

of Sup., 2943 (vol. iv).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2534,

2538, 2540 (vol. iii).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1119, 1120, 1124 (vol. ii).
Customs Seizures at N. S. ports of entry (M. for Stmnt.*)

532 (vol. i).
Duck, in Com. on Ways and Means, 809 (vol. ii).
France and Quebec, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2941, 3041 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. .Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr.

Mclntyre) to M. for 30, 3057 (vol. iv).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1310, 1314 (vol. ii); in Com.
on B., 2550 (vol. iii).

Glucose Syrup, in Corm. on Ways and Means, 854 <ii).
Harbor Master at Halifax B. 143 (Mr. McLelan) in

Com. on Res., 2523 (vol. iii).
I. C. R., in Com. of Sup., 3298 (vol. iv).
N. S. Rys., consolid. and completion (Ques.) 2530 (iii).
Post Office Savings Banks in the Mar. Prova. (Ques.)

148 (vol. i).
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, in Com. on

Res., 2991 (vol. iv).
Steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 804 (vol. ii).
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Stairs, Mr. J. Pitz-William-ontinued.
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir -Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2991 (vol. iv).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3216, 3218 (iv).
SUPPLY:

Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) 3318 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (Can. and Antwerp)

2943; (France and Quebec, fortnightly line) 2941, 3041 (iv).
Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 994 (vol. ii).
Ry.-Capital: I. C. R. (miscellaneous works) 3298 (vol. iv).

Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 994 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 641-648; in Com. (duck) 809 ;
(glucose syrup) 854; (steel) 804 (vol. ii); (sugar)
3216, 3218 (vol. iv).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in com., 1673 (vol. ii).

Sutherland, Mr. H., Selkirk.
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on Res., 1315 (vol. ii).
Infectious and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1065 (vol. ii).

Sutherland, Mr. J., North Oxford.
Can. Temp. Act, 1877, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Janieson) on

Sen. Amts., 2648-2652 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.

(M. that Com. rise) 1496, 1497 (ài).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1071, (Amt.) 1085; on M.
for 3 (Amt.) 1321; agreed to (Y. 131, N. 16) 1324;
on M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 2397 (vol. iii).

Prisoners, employment of, outside Gaols (B. 87, 10*)
362 (vol. i).

Taschereau, Mr. T. L., Beauce.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

2°, 1236; in Com., "usufructuary," 1447 (vol. ii).
Quarantine, appointment of Physicians to accompany

Steamships (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (Mr.

Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3268.
Subsidies, farther, to Rye. B. 158 (Sir Bector Langevin)

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res.,
3268 (vol. iv).

Tasse, Mr. J., Ottawa City.
Change of Names in the N. W. T. (Ques.) 2359 (vol. iii).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brock-

ville) toM. to conc. in Third Rep. of Com. (Amt.) 3364,
neg. (Y. 18, N. 127) 3369; on conc., 3373; on M. to
conc. in Fourth Rep. of Com., 3458 (vol. iv).

Disturbance in the N.W., on Vote of Thanks to Genl.
Middleton and Volunteers, 3465 (vol. iv).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
" who shall not vote," 2093, 2097 (vol. iii).

Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,
Benfrew) 1219-1224 (vol. ii).

Tasse, Mr. J.-Continued.
Statistics relating to the Public Service (Ques.) 2531

(vol. iii), 2854 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Legislation: H. of 0. (increased Expenses under Rep. ofinternal
Econony Commissioners) 3450 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariff on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley)
for Com., 677-687 (vol. i).

Taylor, Mr. G., South Leeds.
Fish Breeding, &c., in Com. of Sap., 2953 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. that

Com. rise, 1502 (vol. ii); in Com., " qualifications in
counties," 2061 (vol. iii).

Terry Divorce (B. 97, 1> on a div.) 605 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Fisheries (Fish-breeding, &o.) 2953 (vol iv).
Weights and Measures Acta Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 1676 (vol. ii).

Temple, Mr. T., York, N.B.
Central Bank of N. B. (B. 40, 10*) 939 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Acta Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1129 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" qualifications in counties," 2054, 2058, 2084;
" revision of voters' lists," 2341 (vol. iii).

Fredericton and St. Mary's Bridge Co.'s incorp. (B. 50,
1°*) 170 (i); M. to conc. in Sen, Amts., 1386 (ii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector
Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2494 (vol. iii).

Northern and Western lRy., Cor. betyveen Dom. and
Local Govt. of N.B. (M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i).

North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land granta to,
in Com. on Res., 2494 (vol. iii).

Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (Mr.
Langelier) Io M. to conc. in Res., 3271 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)
on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res.,
3271 (vol. iv).

Tilley, Hon, Sir Leonard, St. John, N.B.
Advances to Provinces (B. 7, 10) 32; 2° m., 102 (i).
American Gold, substitution of, for Sovereigns (Ans.)

505 (vol. i).
Ascetic Acid, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849 (vol. ii).
Assistant Rec. Genl.'s, Montreal, St. John and Winni-

peg, in Com. of Sup., 895 (vol. ii).
Auditor Genl.'s Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. i).
Bank Advances to the Govt. (Ans.) 113 (vol. i).
Bank of B. C. (B. 105, 10) 631 (vol. i).
Bank of Upper Can., Stmnts. respecting (Ans.) 112 (i).
Budget, The (Ans.) 76, 149, 211, (annual Stmnt.) 313 (i).
Brokerage and Commission, in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
Business of the House, Tariff deb. (Ans.) 595 (vol. i).
C. P. R., Interest paid to Govt. by Co. on Loans (Ans.)

350 (vol. i), 1131 (voL ii).
-- Loan S22,500,000, payments to Co. (Ans.) 29 (i).
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Tilley, Hon. Sir Leonard-Continued.
C. P. R. Loan, $30,000,000, payments on account of

(Ans.) 1130 (vol. ii).
Carpet Mats, in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (vol. ii).
China and Porcelain ware, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1104 (vol. ii).
Commercial Bank of Windsor (B. 117,1°*) 832 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. (B. 20, 1°) 46; 20

M., 126 (vol. i).
Cutlery, in Com. on Ways and Means, 814 (vol. ii).
Dominion Notes, issue and redemption, in Com. of Sup.,

897 (vol. ii).
Rarthenware and Stoneware, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (vol. ii).
Emerson, Town of, aid to (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 367; (explanations) 371, 391 (e).

Factories, Operatives in, on M. for Rets., Stmnts., &c.,
37 (vol. i).

Factory Commission, Rep. of, distribution of (remarks)
478 (vol. i).

Financial Commnr. in Eng., in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
Financial Inspector, in Com. of Sup, 893 (vol. ii).

Five per cent. Consolid. Loan, retirement of, on M. for
copies of O. C., 487; (explanations) 489 (vol. i).

Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain, on M. for copies
of Cor., &c., 220 (vol. i).

Flour and cornmeal, increase of Duty on (Ans.) 148,
744 (vol. i).

Gas Coke, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783 (vol. ii).
Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849(vol. ii).
Gold Reserve, Govt withdrawals, on M. for copies of

Cor., 353, 355; (remarks) 361 (vol. i).
Gov. Genl.'s Sec.'s Office, in Com. of Sup., 893 (ii).
Imitation precious stones, in Com. on Ways and Means,

846 (vol. ii).
Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (Mr.

Casgrain) 82 (vol. i).
Inspection of Banka, Legisiation (Ans.) 51 (vol. i).
Land Improvement Fund Settlement (Ans.) 1040 (ii).
Library of Parlt. (B. 139) prop. Res., 594 (vol. i).
Loan, recent, Prospectus and Advertise ments, on M.

for Ret., 37 (vol. i).
Manila Hats, in Com. on Ways and Means, 847 (vol. ii).
Manufacturing Industries of Can., Rep. on (remarks)

on absence of information respecting B. C., 594 (i).
Mess. from His Ex. recommending grant of .6700,000

for N. W. Triubles (presented) 1063 (vol. ii).
Money borrowed by Govt. in Can. (Ans.) 743 (vol. i).
Montreal Turnpike Trust Debentures (Ans.) 567 (vol. i).
N. S.'s Claims for a Subsidy (Ans.) 189 (vol. i).
Operatives in Factories, on M. for Rets., Stmnts., &c.,

37 (vol. i).
Piekles and Sauces, in Com. on Ways and Means,

843 (vol ii).

Tilley, Hon. Sir Leonard-ntined.
Picture Frames, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 846

(vol. ii).
Polariscopie Test for Sugar (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
Post Office Savings Bank, Depositors in, on M. for Ret.,

821 (vol. ii).
Post Office Savings Banks in the Mar. Prove. (Ans.)

148 (vol. i).
Printing Com., on M. to conc. in Second Rep., 149 (i).
Printing Dom. Notes, in Com. of Sup., 898 (vol. ii).
Private Banks and Brokers, Legislation (Ans.) 51 (i)•
Prussiate of Potash, in Com. on Ways and Means, 846

(vol. ii).
Publie Debt of Can. (Ans.) 29 (vol. i).
Public Debt, the gross amount of (Ans.) 76 (vol. 1).
Quebcc, Advances on account of Provincial Subsidy

(Ans.) 235 (vol. i).
Returns, on Enquiry for (Ans.) 363 (vol. i).
Rice, increased Duty on (Ans.) 695 (vol. i).
St. Stephen's, N.B., Public Buildings, construction of

(Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Savings Banks in Mar. Provo., in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
Stamp Duty, commutation of, in Com. of Sup., 897 (ii).
Steam Communication with France (Ans.) 567, 568 (i).
Small Savinga, encouragement of, on M. for Ret., 91 (i).
Subsidy to N. S., increase of (Ans.) 567 (vol. i).
SUPPLY (Res. for Com.) 28 (vol. i) :

Charges of Management (Asot. Rec. Geal., Montreal) 895;
(Auditor and Rec. Genl., St. John) 895; (Auditor and
Asst. Rec. Genl., Winnipeg) 895; (3rokerage and Comml-
sion) 896 ; (Commutation of Stamp Duty, &c ) 897; (Oountry
Savings Banks, N.B., N.S. and B.O.) 896: (Financial Com-
missioner in Eng.) 896 ; (Financial Inspector) 895; (Issue
and Redemption of Dom. Notes) 897; (Printing Dom. Notes)
898 (vol. ii).

Civil Govt. (Gov, Geni. Sec.'s Office) 898 (vol. ii).

Temporary Loans to Govt. by Banks (Ans.) 350 (vol. i).
Terry, Charles Hanter, gratuity to (Ans.) 632 (vol. i).
Tissue Paper, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849 (vol.ii).
Trade Relations with Foreign Countries (Ans.) 78; with

Mexico, 632 (vol. i).
Treasury Board, Constitution of (B. 104, 1°) 630 (i).
Umbrella or parasol ribs, &c., in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means (Res. for Com.) 27; (Budget Speech)

313; time for conclusion of Deb.:(remarks) 662;
in Com., 771 (vol. i); (acetic acid) 849; (carpet
mats) 856; (china and porcelain ware) 847: (cut-
lery) 844; (earthenware and stoneware) 847; (gas
coke) 783; (glucose syrup) 849; (imitation precious
stones) 846 ; (Manila bats) 847; (pickles and sauces)
843; (picture frames) 846; (prussiate of potash)
846; (tissue paper) 849; (woollen fabrica) 840;
(woollen rage) 785 (vol. ii).

Wheat and Flour Duties, alteration of (Ans.) 148

(vol. i).
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Trow, Mr. J., South Perth.

Bounty to Fishermen, payment of, in Guysborough, N.S.
(Ques.) 2751 (vol. iv).'

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on
Amt. (Mr. Townshend) 1050 (vol. ii).

Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard
Tilley) in Com., 2437 (vol. iii),

C. P. R. Rets. ordered by House since date of Contract,
on M. for Stmnt., 483 (vol. i).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 982 (vol. ii).
Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1034 (vol. ii).
Customs and Excise Receipts for June (Ques.) 3073 (iv).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on omissions (remarks) 3474;

on M. to conc. in Fourth iRep. of Coin., 3458 (vol. iv).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup.,918, 921 (vol. ii).
Disturbance in the N.W., Duck Lake, Rep. of fight at

(Ques.) 1743 (vol. iii) ; on M. to adjn. deb. on Mr.
Blake's Res. (want of confidence) 3212 (vol. iv).

Dom. Lands Sales for 1884--85 (Ques.) 3072 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Coin.,

"woman suffrage," 1460; "farmera' sons," 1594;
" actual value," 1596 (vol. ii); "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1908; "in counties," 2056, 2073,
2076; "who shall not vota" (Indians) 2133, (Amt.)
2163; "registration of voters," 2240, 2280; "revià-
ion of votera' lists," 2343 (vol. iii); on M. for consdn.
of B. (Amt.) 3063, neg. (Y. 36, N. 88) 3064 (vol.
iv); on pairing with Mr. Williams (explanation)
1470 (vol. ii); on ruling of Chairman ,(remarks)
1799; M. to print extra copies, 1855 (iii).

Franchise B. Pets., genuineness of Signatures questioned
(remarks) 2024 (vol. iii).

Barbors and Rivers N.W.T., in Coin. of Sup., 3420 (iv).
Horses for Troops in N.W., purchase of (Ques.) 1306

(vol. ii).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44, in Com., 1065; on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to M.
for 30, 1326 (vol. ii).

Immigration, in Coin. of Sup., 2831-2833, 2834 (iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) in Coin. on Res., 2520 (vol. iii).
Land Sales or Settlement in N.W. south of 24.mile Belt

(Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Lake Simcoe Fisheries, Legislation (Ques.) 3073 (iv).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 3470 (vol. iv).
Loans to Govt., Temporary (Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, 3456 (vol. iv).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Çom. on Res., 2520 (vol. iii).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2787; in Com., 2792, 2795, 3050 (iv).
Members' Indemnity, payment to those absent through

sickness (Ques.) 3473 (vol. iv).
Military organizations in Man. and N.W.T. (Ques.) 862

(vol. ii).
Model Farm, Establishment, in Com. of Sup., 3453 (iv).
Pauper Turkish Immigrants (Ques.) 3475 (vol. iv),

Trow, Mr. J.-Continued.

1

Tupper, Mr. C. H., Pictou.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"qualifications in cities and towns," 1643, 1832;
"registration of voters," 2250 (vol. iii).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1067 (vol. ii).

Justices of the Peace, Duties of (B. 41, 10) 125 (vol. i).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases Amt. B. 6 (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) on M. for 2°, 180; (Amt.) 6 m. h.,
182, neg. (Y, 57, N. 87) 187; in Com., 497 (vol. i).

Offences against the Person, Criminal Law Amt. (B.
43, 1°*) 125; 2> m., 218 (vol. i).

Rush Lake and Saskatchewan Ry. and Nav. Co.'s (B.
79, 1°*) 313 (vol. i).

Scott Act, prosecutions under (Ques.) 41 (vol. i)
Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,

.Montmagny) on M. for 2°, 156 (vol. i).
Truro Bank incorp. (B. 78, 1°*) 313 (vol. i).
Water Lots in N. S., applications for (Ques.) 429 (vol. i).
Ways and -Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 455-463 (vol. i).
Wharves, Docks and Piers in Navigable Waters (B. 18,

10)46; 2° m., 215; 2° and ref. to Sel. Com., 218 (vol. i).

Townshend, M. C. J., Cumberland.
Amherst and P. E. L Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. (M. to

introd.) 349 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 88, 19*) 362 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 1050 (vol ii).
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Port Arthur Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 2916 (vol. iv).
Postmaster at Maitland, removal of (Ques.) 1743 (iii).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3309 (vol. iv).
Post Office Savings Bank Deposits (Ques.) 2559 (iii).
Printing of Parlt., on hL to conc. in Tenth Rep. of Com.,

3394 (vol. iv).
Prorogation, closing remarks, 3474 (vol. iv).
Purcell & Ryan, payment to, in Com. of Sup., 3453 (iv).
Refaud to Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memorials

respecting, on M. for copies, 592 (vol. i).
Statutes, Distribution of (Ques.) 568 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Colonial Exhibitions) 1034 (ii).
Civil Government (Civil Service Examinera) 982 ; Deptl. Co i.

tingencies (Ialand Rev.) 918, 921 (vol. ii).
Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 3309 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2831-2834 (vol. iv).
Legislation : H. of 0. (increased Expenditure under Rep. of

Internal Economy Commission) 3470 (vol. iv).
Niscellaneous (Establishment of a Model Farm) 3453 (Lynch's

Treatise on Butter-making) 3456; (Purcell & Ryan, for
supplies furnished to Lord Lorne and party) 3453 (vol. iv).

Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 993 (vol. ii).
Public Works-Capital: Port Arthur (construction of Harbor)

2916 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Consolid. Fund: Harbors and Rivera (N.W.T.)

3420 (vol. iv).

Vacancy in a Judicial District, N.S. (Ques.) 2750 (iv).
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 993 (vol. ii).



INDEXe

Townshend, Mr. C. J.-Ccntinued.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 20,

1249-1254; in Com. (Amt.) "woman suffrage,"
1388; agreed to, 1442 (vol. ii).

Tyrwhitt, Mr. R., South Simcoe.
Huron and Ont. Ship Canal Co.'s (B. 69, 1°*) 269 (i).

Vail, Hon. W. B., Digby.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c. B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2751 (vol. iv).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.

2518 (vol. iii).
Ammunition, in Com. of Sup., 2905 (vol. iv).
Barracks at London, in Com. of Sap., 3412 (vol. iv).
Beet-root Sugar, importation of (Ques.) 744 (vol i).
C. P. R. Res. respecting further loan, on M. to conc. in

Res., 2861 (Amt.) 2861 (vol. iv).
- - Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. to M.

for Stmnt., 100 (vol. i).
Can. and Antwerp Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2942-2945; conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2538 (iii).
Carleton Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup, 3415 (vol. iv).
Church Point and Trout Cove Piers, Engineers' Rep. (M.

for copy) 54 (vol. i).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 976, 984 (ii).
Culling and Measuring Timber B. 151 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com. on Res., 2476 (vol. iii).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3226-3238, 3240 (iv).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 914, 917, 922 (ii).
Digby Pier, Wharfage Collections for 1884 (M. for

Ret.*) 532 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N.W., on M. to adjn. deb. on Mr.

Blake's Res. (want of confidence) 3212 (vol. iv).
Drill Pay, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2910 (vol. iv).
Eastern Extension Ry., in Çom. of Sup., 3301 (vol. iv).
Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 2964 (vol. iv).
Fisheries negotiations (reinarks) 3074 (vol. iv).
Fisheries, protection of, after July (Ques.) 2359 (iii).
Fiahery Bounty distribution in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain (Mf. for copies of

Cor., &c.) 219 (vol. i).
France and Quebec, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2930, 2941 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1274-1277; in Com., "farmers' sons," 1594I; "actual
value," 1606 (vol. ii); "qualifications in cities and
towns'" (Amt.) 1829-1832, 1990, 1994, 1999-2002;
"in counties," 2394, 2081, 2085; " who shall not
vote " (Indians) 2165; "registration of votera," 2190,
2249, 2278, (Amt.) 2280, 2288, 2294, 2316 (vol. iii) ;
on Ques. of Order (reading extracta) 1461 (vol. ii);
(remarks) 2146 (vol. iii).

Free Fishing allcwed Americans (Ques.) 3321 (vol. iv).
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi.

gan) in Com. on Res., 1310 (vol. ii).
Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2945, 3396 (vol. iv).

Vail, Hon. W. B.-Contfinued.
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 2922 (vol. iv).
Harbor Master at Halifax B. 148 (Mr. McLelan) on M.

for Com. on Res., 2522; in Com., 2523 (vol. iii).
Health Statistics, conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
Hudson Bay Expedition Supplies (Ques.) 783 (vol. ii).
Inspection of Staples, in Com. of Sup., 3242 (vol. iv).
Lansdowne, steamer, engine and boiler (Ques.) 189 (i).
Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup., 2950(iv)'
Metaghan River Pier, Wharfage Collections for 1884

(M. for Ret.*) 532 (vol. i).
Military Branch and District Staff, Salaries, in Com. of

Sup, 2903 (vol. iv).
Militia Clothing, in Com. of Sup., 2909 (vol. iv).
Military Properties, care of, in Com. of Sup., 2916 (iv).
Obstructions in nav. waters, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (iv).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3413 (iv).
Polariscopic Test for Sugar (Ques.) 479 (vol. i).
Port Mulgrave as a sub-port, on M. for Papers, 447 (i).
Postmaster Genl., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 904 (vol. ii).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3310 (vol. iv).
Post Office Savings Banks Depositors, on M. for Ret.,

822 (vol. ii).
Printing and printing paper, in Com. of Sup., 2806 (iv).
Priviloge, Ques. of, personal allusions (remarks) :4248

(vol. iv).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 3308 (vol. iv).
Returns, Enquiries for, 211, 455, 714 (vol. i), 838 (ii).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rlys., on M. for Rot., 707 (vol. i).
Sleeping Cars., conc., 3396 (vol. iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2977 (vol. iv).
Sugars, importation of, ut Halifax, from Jamaica (M.

for Rot.) 40 (vol. i).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Meàns, 3216-3218, 3222-

3224 (vol. iv).
Supplies for the Hudson eay str. Neptune (M. for copies

of Acets., &c.) 229 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agr. and Statistics (Health Statistics) cone., 2766 (vol. iv).
Canals-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Trent River Nav.) 3311 ; (Wel.

land) 3302, 3311 (vol. iv).
Civil Government (Civil Service Examiners) 976, 984 ; (Deptl.

Contingencies), 914, 917, 922; (Postmaster Geni., Dept. of)
904 (vol. ii).

Collection oj Revenues (0ustoms) 3233, 3236-3238, 3240 ; (Inspec.
tion of Staples) 3242; (Post Office) 3310; (Public Works)
3308; (Weights and Measures and Gas) 3241 (vol. iv).

Fisherier (Distribution of Bounty) 2956 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Printing and printing paper, &c.)

2806 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (Ca. and Antwerp)

2942-2945, conc., 2958 ; (France and Quebec, fortnightly line)
2936 (vol. iv).

Marine Hospitals, 2957 (vol. iv).
Liqhthouse and Coast Service (Salaries, &c.) 2950 (vol. iv).
Militia (Ammunition) 2905 ; (Barracks at London) 3412

(Clothing and Great Coate) 2909; (Drill Pay, &c.) 2910;
(Military Properties, care of) 2916; (Salaries, Military Branch
and District Staff) 2903 (vol. iv).

Ocean and River Bervice (Govt. Steamers) 2945, 3396; (Obstruce
tions in uav, waters) 2950 (vol. iv).
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Vail, Hon. W. B.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Peniom (Veterans of War of 1812) 992 ; (vol. ii), 2766 (vol iv).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Z.S.) 2917 ; Harbors and

Rivers (Mar. Provs. generally) 2922 (vol. iv).
Rys -Capital: Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3i15 ; Eastern

Extension Ry. (Repairs, &c.) 3301. I.C.R., conc., 3396,
(Sleeping Cars) 3417; Short Line Ry. (Oxford and New
Glasgow) 3413 (vol. iv).

Superintendence of Insurance, 2957 (vol. iv).

Trent Riv. Nav., in Com. of Sup., 3302, 3311 (vol. iv).
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 992 (ii), 2766 (iv).
Ways and .Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 666-676 (vol. i) ; in Com. (sugar)
3216-3218, 3222-3224 (vol. iv).

WaMhington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses
(remarks) 2559, 2774; on M. for Com. of Sup., 2901,
3339 (vol. iv).

Wheat, flour, cornmeal and corn, Duty collected in
N.S. (M. for Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).

Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sap., 3241

(vol. iv).

Valin, Mr. P. V., Montmorency.
SUPPLY:

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions
fortnightly service) 2941 (vol. iv).

(France and Quebec, 1

Vanasse, Mr. F., Yamaska.
Expenditure for Rys, Canals, &c., in B.C., N.W.T., and

other Provs. (M. for Stmnt.*) 964 (vol. ii).
Govt. rights to Water Lots on River& (Ques.) 2238 (iii).
Longueuil and Lévis Ry. Survey (Ques.> 429 (i).

Wallace, Mr. N. C., West York, Ont.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. ZvMacdonald) on M. for

Com., 1341; in Com., " tenant," 1477, 1178; "per.
son " (Indian) 1491; "actual value," 16J2, 1604 (hi);
"«qualifications in counties," 2002, 2066, 2083 (iii).

Privilege, Ques. of, on Rep. of speech in Globe news-
paper (remarks) 1824 (vol. iii).

Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Mem-
orials respecting, on M. for copies, 578 (vol. i).

School Books, consignment by Nelson & Sons (M.
for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).

Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen fabries) 796 (vol.ii).
Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costi.

gan) in Com. 1673 (vol. ii).

Watson, mr. R., Marquette.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. MIlls) to M. for 3°, 3001 (iv).
Administration of the N. W. (Mr. Caron) in Com. on

IRes., 2931 (vol. iv).
Bank of Winnipeg Incorp. Act. Amt. (B. 62, 10*)

210 (voL i).
Bonuses granted to Rys., memorials, &c., respecting

(M. for copies*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Calgary and Fort Macleod Stage Line (Ques.) 351 (i).
G. P. R, Completion of lino west of Winnipeg, dates,

&o. (M. for Ret.*) 964.

Watson, Mr. R.-Continued.
C. P. R., Res. respecting further Loan, in Com., 2743,

2744; on M. to conc. in Res., 2865 (Amt.) 2867, neg.
(Y. 51, N. 93) 2868 (vol. iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on
Amt. (Mr. Ives) to M. for 2°, 954 (vol. ii).

Civil Service Acts. Amt, B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,
1113-1115 (vol. ii).

Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sap., 1058 (vol. ii).
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., eut in the Ice, B. 22

(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton) on Anmt.(11r. Hall) 151 (i).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3236 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., Col. Scott's Battalion (Ques.)

1064 (vol. ii).
further intelligence, 812 (vol. ii).
organization of Companies in the N. W., 816 (ii).
on M. to adjn. deb. on Mr. Blake's Res. (want

of confidence) 3212 (vol. iv).
Dominion Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1027 (vol. ii).

Lands Agencies,in Com. of Sup.,3346 (vol. iv).
Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 2921; cor c., 2923 (vol. iv).
Drill Sheds and Rifle Ranges, in Com. of Sup., 2915 (iv).
Duck, in Coin. on Ways and Means, 809 (vol. ii).
Duties, Imposition of (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Fisheries protection in the N. W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 701 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

20, 1274; in Com., "woman suffrage," 1468; "per.
son'" (Indian) 1492, 1522, 1542; "occupant," 1484;
"actual value," 1606 (vol. ii); "qualifications in
cities and towns" (Indians) 1853, (Amts.) 1933,
1990, 1992, (Indian) 2008; "qualifications in coun-
ties," 2058; "registration of voters," 2268, 2295;
"revision of voters' lists," 2344 (vol. iii) ; on Amt.
(Air. Jenkins) to M. for 30 (Amt.) neg. (Y, 46, N. 96)
3061 (vol. iv).

GeneralInspection Act,1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com. on Res., 1307, 1315, 1316, 1319 (vol. ii); in
Com., 2550-2554 (vol. iii).

farbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 2921, 3420 (iv).
Immigrant Sheds at Medicine Hat, construction of

(Ques.) 350 (vol. i).
Indians, Man. and N.W.T., in Com. of Sup., 3318 (iv).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1085, 1093; on Amt. (Mr.
Armstrong) to M. for 30, 1332 çvol. ii).

Land Board at Winnipeg, in Com., of Sup., 3315 (iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Bector

Langevin) on prop. Res., 2413; in Com. on Res.,
2492, 2493, 2512, 2513, 2517, 2519, 2521 (vol. iii).

Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for
Coin. on Res., 2776; (remarks) 2788; in Com., 2793-
2795, 2924-2926, 3047, 3049 ; on M. for 3°, 3075 (iv).

Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 990 (vol. ii)
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Com. on Res., 2517, 2519, 2521 (vol. iii).
Man. South-Western Colon. Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Com. on Res., 2512, 2519 (vol. iii).
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Watson, Mr. R.-Continued.
Medicine Hat and Fort Macleod Stage Line (Ques.)

351 (vol. i).
Mounted Police Barracks, Tenders for (Ques.) 351 (i).
North Saskatchewan River Improvements, on M. for

copy of Reps., &c., 696 (vol. i).
N. W. Central Ry., Land grant to, on M. for Com. of

Sup., 3380 (vol. iv).
N.W. Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir John

A. Macdonald) on prop. Res., 2414; on M. to conc.
in Res., 2429 (vol. iii); in Com. on B., 2771 (vol. iv).

North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants
to, in Com. on Res., 2492, 2493 (vol. iii).

Portage la Prairie and Lake of the Woods Ry. and
Nav. Co. (B. 63, 1°*) 210; M. to refer back Rep. of
Sel. Standing Com. on Rys., &c., 713 (vol. i).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Colonial Exhibitions) 1035

(Dominion Exhibition)1027 (vol. il).
Canals-Income : Miscellau]eous (Surveys and Inspections) 3313

(vol. iv).
Collection of Revenues (CustomB) 3236 (vol. iv).
Dominion Lands-Income (Agencies) 3346 ; (Land Board at

Winnipeg) 3345 (vol. iv).
Indians (Man. and N. W. T.) 3318 (vol. iv).
Militia (Drill Shed and Rifle Ranges) 2915 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries (Man.) 990 (vol. ii).
Public Works: Dredging, 2921; conc., 2923. Harbors and Rivera

(Man.) 2921; (N. W. T.) 3420 (vol. iv).
Surveys and Inspections, in Com. of Sup., 3313 (iv.)
Tug-barges, dredge and machinery on Red River (M.

for Ret. 5 ) 964 (vol. ii).
Volunteers' Services in the N. W., recognition of

B. 160 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com. on Res.,
3377; on M. to conc. in Res. (Amt.) 3380 (vol. iv).

Vote for Relief of Settlers in the N. W. (Ques.) 1744
(vol. iii).

Ways and Means-The Tarif: on Res. (Mr. Blake) in
Amt. to M. for Com., 769 (vol. i); in Com. (duck)
809 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com., 1673 (vol ii).

Weldon, Mr. C. W., St. John (N.B.) City and County.
A, B and C Batteries, in Com. of Sup., 2915 (iv).
Administration of Justice in N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr. Caron)

in Cam., 2961 (vol. iv).
Administration of the N. W., in Com. on Res. (1r.

Caron) 2929 (vol. iv).
Better Preservation of the Peace Act Amt. B. 131

(Mr. Caron) in Com., 2824-2826 (vol. iv).
Bounty to Fishing Vessels (MI. for Stmnt.) 98 (vol. i).
Bridges, Booms, &c., in Nav. Waters B. 101 (Sir -Hector

Langevin) on M. for 2°, 893 (vol. ii).
Campbellton and Gaspé, Steamship subvention, in Com.

of Sap., 2942 (vol. iv).
C.P.R., Res. respecting further Loan, on M. to conc. in

Res. (Amt.) 2864; neg. (Y. 53, N. 89) 2865 (iv).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 959-964; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1045; in Com.,
1046, 1050 (vol. ii).
il

Weldon, Mr. C. W.-Continued.
Cape Tormentine, Ry. connoction (Ques.) 2997 (vol. iv),
Central Bank of N. B. (B. 40, 1°*) 939 (vol. ii).
Charlottetown Public Buildings, construction of (Quies.)

2359 (vol. iii).
Coal entered ex.Warohouse, free or for exportation (M.

for Stmnt.*) 100 (vol. i).
Customns, in Com. of Sup., 3233-3235, 3240 (vol. iv).
Dom. Drainage Co.'s B. 29 (Mr. Haggart) on M. for 20,

1008 (vol. ii).
Drawback on Ship-building Mtrls. (M. for Ret.*) 100 (i).
Fish Inspector in City of St. John (Ques.) 2997 (vol. iv).
Fisheries, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 911 (vol. ii).
Fishery Leases and Licenses issued by Dept. of Marine

and Fisheries (M. for Ret.,*) 533 (vol. i).
Fishery protection Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Flag Treaty botween.U.S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 222 (vol. i).
France and Queboc, Stoamship subvontion, in Com. of

Sup., 2938 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir .John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20, 1149; in Com., "usu.
fructuary," 1452; "owner," 1472; "tenant," 1478;
" person" (Indian) 1493, (Chinese) 1583; "farm,"
1592; "parish," 1593; "farmers' sons," 1595; "actual
value" (Amt.) 1596, 1600; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1727-1731 (vol. ii), (Amt.) 1805; " regis.
tration of voters," 2253, 2277, (Amts.) 2278, 2282,
2283, 2286, 2288, 2289, 2291, 2297, 2316, 2310;
"revision of votera' lists," 2323, 2328, 2339, 2341,
2343, 2349 (vol. iii); on Amt. (Mr. Jenlins) to M. for
30 (Amt.) 3058, neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3060 (vol. iv);
on consdn. of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3068; on
M. that Com. rise, 1425 ; on taking up items consecu-
tivoly, 1471, 1472; on Ques. of Order, appeal from
Chair to House, 1512 (vol. ii); on ruling of Chair-
man (remarks) 1799 (vol. iv).

Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. and Bridge Co.'s incorp.
B. 50, on M. to conc. in Son. Amts., 1386 (vol. ii).

Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
Halifax Fisbry Commission, in Com. of Sap., 3388 (iv).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Air. Pove) in Com., 1090, 1092; on Amt. (Mr.
Sutherland, Oford) to M. for 30, 1322; on Amt.
(Mr. Armstrong) 1333 (vol ii).

Instructions to Health Officers in N.B., and Quarantine
Regulations (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).

I. C. R., Casualties to Trains, &c. (M. for Ret *) 100 (i).
-- Claims of Contractors of Sec. 16 (Ques.) 505 (i).

Commissionera appointed to settle claims (M.
for copies of O.C., &c.*) 100 (vol. i).

-- Construction to Indiantown (Ques.) 744 (vol.
i), 816 (vol ii).

-- Erection of Wire Fences, Contraots for (M. for
Ret.*) 532 (vol. i).
-- in Com. of Sap., 3384, 3298 (vol. iv).

--- Revenue and Working Expenses (M. for Stmnt.)
101 (vol. i).

lxxxi



INDEX.

Weldon, Mr. C. W.-Continued.
I.C.R. Rolling Stock, purchase of (M. for Ret.) 101 (i).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Life-boats, Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2950 (vol. iv).
Lighthouses and Fog-alarms, in Com. of Sup., 2952 (iv).
Lighthouse at Quaco, Memorials or Cor. (M. for

copies*) 1442 (vol ii).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Poster) on

M. for 2°, 621 (vol. i).
Meteorological Observatories, in Com. of Sup., 2956;

conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Military Magazine at St. John, N.B., disposal of (M. for

Ret.) 606 (vol. i).
Militia Act, 1883, Amt. B. 152 (Mr. Caron) in Com.,

3047 (vol. iv).
Mill St., St. John, Ry. crossing on, Memorials and Cor.

(M. for copies*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Navigation of Canadian Waters B. 132 (Mr. McLelan)

in Com. on Res., 1278 (vol. ii).
Offences against the Person B. 123 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Com., 2767 (vol. iv).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3414 (iv).
Partridge, prairie fowl, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means,

858 (vol. ii).
P.E.I. or N.B. and G.B. Steamship subvention, in Com.

of Sup., 2942 (vol. iv).
Powder Magazines at Fort Howe, St. John, N.B. (Ques.)

246 (vol. i).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 2918, 3307 (vol. iv).
Railways and Canals, in Com. of Sup., 913 (vol. il).
Reciprocity with the U.S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1016 (vol. ii).
Registration of Shipping, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (vol. iv).
Returns, enquiries for, Fisheries Cor., 2936, 3000 (iv).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys. (M. for Ret.) 706 (vol. i).
St. John Bridge and Ry. Extension Co. (Ques.) 569 (1).
St. John, City and County, issue of Writ for Election

(Ques.) 3427 (vol. iv).
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (Mr.

Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3266 (vol. iv).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 133 (Mr. McLelan)

in Com., 1280 (vol. ii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (&r Iector Langevin)

on Amt. (11r. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3266;
in Com. on B. (vol. iv).

Summary Proceedings before Magistrates B. 128 (Mr.
Caron) in Com., 2829 (vol. iv).

StPPLY:
Civil Government (Fisheries, Dept. of) 911; (Railways and

Canals, Dept. of) 913 (vol. ii).
Collection of Revenues (Public Works) 3307 ; (Customs) 3233-

3235, 3240 (vol. iv).
Fisheries (Fishery protection Steamers) 2956 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2833 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Library, Salaries, &c.) 2796 (vol.

iv).
I4ghthouse and Coast Service (Lighthouses and Fog-alarms, con-
struction) 2952 ; (Kaintenance and Repairs, &c.) 29p (vol. iv).

Weldon, Mr. C. W.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (Campbellton and
Gaspé) 2942 ; (France and Quebec, fortnightly lino) 2938;
(P. E. I. and G. B., &c.) 2942 (vol. iv).

Militia (A, B and C Batteries) 2915 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to

Counsel) 3388 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Canadian registration of Shipping)

2950; (Govt. Steamers) 2945; (Life.-boats and Stations, &c.)
2950 (vol. iv).

Public Works-Income: Buildings (P. E. I.) 2918 (vol. iv).
Railways-Capital: I. C. R., 3384; (miscellaneous works) 3298;

Short Lino Ry. (Oxford and New Glasgow) 3414 (iv).
Scientific Institutions (Meteorological Observatories) 2956,

conc., 2958 (vol. iv).

Telegraph and Signal Serv., in Com. of Sup., 3307 (iv).
Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners' B. 150 (Sir Hector

Langevin) in Com,, 2935 (vol. iv).
Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses,

Cor. and papers (Ques.) 3249; on M. for Com. of
Sup., 3322-3330 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-in Com. (partridge, prairie fowl, &c.)
858 (vol. ii).

Wharves and Docks in Navigable Waters, B. 18 (Mr.
Tupper) on M. for 2°, 217 (vol. i).

Wells, Mr. R. M., East Bruce.
Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Kranz) 236 (vol. i).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 18771 Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., on Amt. (Mr. Ives) 2168; (Amts.)
2432-2439 (vol. iii).

Consolid. Ry. Act Amt. (B. 30, 1°) 101 (vol. i).

White, Mr. J., East Hastings.
Administration of Justice in the N.W. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M. for 30, 3001 (iv).
Bonuses to Rys. in Ont., Pets. for relief of, on M. for

copies, 361 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 956, 958; on Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1049 (vol. ii).
C. P. R., Rets. ordered by House since date of Contract,

on M. for Stmnt., 483 (vol. i).
Carleton Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3417 (vol. iv).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on M. to cono. in Third Rep. of

Com., 3359; on Amt. (Mr. Tassé) 3369; Fourth Rep.,
3458; remuneration of amanuensis (remarks) 3474
(vol. iv).

Dom. License Act, working of, on M. for Cor., 308 (i).
Franchise B. 103 (BirJohn Ai Macdonald) in Com., " per-

son " (Indian) 1492; " qualifications, &c." "man.
hood suffrage " and (Indians) 1983, 2008; "quali-
fications in counties," 2067 ; " who shall not vote,"

2088, 2092, (Indians) 2155-2157 (vol. iii); (explana.
tions) 1494, 1527; on Ms. that Com. rise, 1497;
(remarks) 1652, 1701 (ii), 2151, 2214, 2203,2206 (iii)
- Scarcity of copies (remarks) 1131 (vol. ii).

Pets. on genuineness of Signatures (remarks)
2027 (vol. iii).
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White, Mr. J.-Continued.

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 452 (vol. i).
Indemnity to Members, in Com. of Sup., 3451 (vol. iv).
Insolvent Debtors, distribution of Assets provision B. 4,

on M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to transfer to Govt.
Ordera, 1281 (vol. ii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Hector
Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2511 (vol. iii).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 134 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to M. for 3", 2960
(vol. iv).

Man. Claims Settlement B. 155, on M. for Com. on Res.
(personal explanation) 2786 (vol. iv).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 64 (Mr. McCarthy) on M.
for 20, 625 (vol. i).

Privilege, Ques. of, on paragraph in Ottawa Free Press
(remarks) 3162 (vol. iv).

Printing, printing paper, in Com. of Sup., 2806 (iv).
Superintendent of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. Chapleau) 273 (vol. i).
SrPPLY:

Legislation: H. of 0. (Increased Indemnity to Members) 3451.
Miscellaneous (Printing and printing paper, &c.) 2806 (iv).

Ziguor License Act (Administration of) 3421 (vol. iv).
Public Works-ConsolidatedFun d (Telegraphs) 3420 (vol. iv).
Ry.-Capital: Oarleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3417 (iv).

Telegraphs, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).

White, Xr. P., North Renfrew.
Cnlling and Measuring Timber Acts Amt. B. 154 (Mr.

Costigan) on M. for 20 and in Con., 3043 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. .Macdonald) in Com.,

"iqualifications in cities and towns," 1996 (vol. iii).
G. T. R. Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival

and departure of, on M. for Ret., 818 (vol. ii).
Guerin, Lister, Rep. of Survey of Improvements on

Ottawa River (Ques.) 1040 (vol. ii).
Indemnity to Members, in Com. of Sup., 3451 (vol. iv).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animalis B.

44 (.Mr. Pope) in Com., 1084; on Amt. (Mr. Suthe r
land, Oxford) to M. for 30, 1322 (vol. ii).

Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, in Com. of Sup.,
3456 (vol. iv).

Mattawa, Mountain Rapids and Long Sault, Improve-
ments (Ques.) 1040 (vol. ii).

Ottawa River Ship Canal, prop. Res., 1211 (reply) 1225
(vol. ii).

Ottawa River Survey and Exploration (Ques.) 131 (i).
Patent Act, 1872, Amt. (B. 25, 1°*) 67; 20 m., 266;

(reply) 268; 2° neg. (Y. 57, N. 70) 269 (vol. i).
Printing done outside of Contract (M. for Ret.) 860 (ii).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memor-

ials respecting, on M. for copy, 581; (explanations)
588, 591, 593 (vol. i).

Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) on M. for Com. on
Res., 3471 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Legislation: H. of 0. (Increased Indemnity to Members) 3451

(VoL iv).
Niscellan.ous (Lynch's Treatise on Butter.making) 3456 (vol. iv).

White, Mr. T., Cardwel.
Annuity and Guarantee Fund of the Bank of Montreal

(B. 48, 1°*) 170 (vol. i).
C. P.R., Resolutions respecting further Loan, in Oom.,

2726-2729 (vol. iv).
Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. (Mr.

McL elan) to M. for Stmnt., 108 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, voting on the, on M. for Stmnt.,

121 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

M. for 2°, 950; on Amt. (Mr. Ives) 951, 953; in Com.,
958, 963, 1056; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1059; neg. (Y.
39, N. 78) 1062 (vol. ii) ; on Sen. Amts., 2650, 2863
(vol. iv).

Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2539 (iii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2432, 2438 (vol. iii); on Amt; (Mr.
Ives) 2769 (vol. iv).

Davis Divorce (B. 84, 10 on a div.) 426; M. to appoint
day for 2° agreed to (Y. 86, N. 61) 426; 2 on a div.,
567 (vol. i).

Debates, Official Rep. of, First Rep. (presented) 32;
(remarks) 33; (M. to conc. in Second Rep.) 40; on
Delay in distributing Daily Issue (remarks) 595; on
delay in distributing French Translation (remarks)
746 (vol. i); Ms. to conc. in Third Rep. 2168 (vol. iii),
3359; on Amt. (Mr. Tassé) 3367; on omissions, 3249,
3474; M. to conc. in Fourth Rep., 3458 ; on conc.,
3372; (vol. iv).

Disturbance in the N. W., Indemnity to Members in
the Field (prop. M.) 812 (vol. ii).

Dom. Grange Mutual Fire Ins. Association (B. 55, 10*)
170 (vol. i).

Dom. License Act, working of, on M. for Cor., 310 (i).
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Canada (B. 60) in

Con., 693 (vol. i).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on proposed Bos,

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 380 (vol. i).
Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act to M. for'rsmng. adjd. deb. for 2', 946 (ii).
Flag Treaty between U.S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 223 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt.

(Mr. Laurier) to M. for 2°, 1192-1197 (vol. ii);
"qualifications in cities and towns " (manhood suff-
rage) 1945, 1996, (remarks) 2015, (Indian) 2019;
"registration of voters," 2245, 2283, (remarks) 2261
(vol. iii); on M. that Com. rise, 1498, 1529; on Ques.
of Order, 1620 (vol. ii), 1921 ; on ruling of Chairman,
1798 (vol. iii).

Govt. Printing and Advertising, on Bos. (Mr. Bomer.
ville, Brant) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 3039-3041 (iv).

Inland Rev. Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for
Com. on Res., 2528 (vol. iii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Hector
Langevin) on prop. Res., 2452 (vol. iii).

Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M.
for Com. on Res., 2783 (vol. iv).
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Man. South-Western Col. Ry. Co., Land Grants to, in
Com. on Res., 2511 (vol. iii).

Pension Fund Society of the Bank of Montreal (B. 49,
10*) 170 (vol. i).

Printing Com., Second Rep. (K. to conc. in) 149 (vol.
i); Seventh Rep., 1822 (vol. iii); 9th Rep., 3293;
Tenth Rep., 3393 (vol. iv).

Printing, printing paper, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2802,
2805 (vol. iv).

Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memo-
rials respecting, on M. for copies, 573 (vol. i).

Returns, preparation of, in Com. of Sup., 3388 (vol. iv).
Scott Act Pets., on M. to erase name, 2320 (vol. iii).
Sessional Clerks, extra, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2896 (iv).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3223 (vol iv).

SUPPLY:
Immigration, 2814 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of 0. (Oommittees, extra Sessional Clerks,

&c.) 2896. Miscellaneous (Printing and printing paper, &c.)
2802, 2805 (vol. iv).

.iscellaneous (Rets., preparation of) 3388 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 394-412; in Com., 774 (vol. i);

(sugar) 3223 (vol. iv).

Wigle, Mr. L., Bouth Essex.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. that

Comi. rise, 1501 (vol. ii).
Mail Service on Can. Southern Ry. (M. for Ret.) 120 (i).
Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen fabries) 795 (ii).

Williams, Mr. A. T. H., East .Durham.
Calgary, Edmonton and Athabasca Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 73, 1°*) 313 (vol. i).
WoodMountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s (B. 23, 10*) 67

(vol. i).

Wilson, Mr. J. H., East Elgin.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr, Costigan)

in Com., 2474 (vol. iii).
Adulteration of Food, in Com. of Sup., 3242 (vol. iv).
Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 905 (vol. ii).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res,,

2548 (vol. iii).
Bonuses to Rys. in Ont., Pets. for relief of (M. for

copies) 356 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 957, 1058 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2656 (iv).
Commercial Agencies, in Come.of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Deputy Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3351 (iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"Iwoman suffrage," 1417; "occupant," 1484; "per-
son " (Indian) 1515, 1536; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1723-1727 (vol. ii) 1901; "manhood
suffrage," 1960, 1986, 1989; "qualifications in coun-
ties," 2060, 2068, 2073, 2077; "who shall not vote "
(Indians) 2120-2122; "registration of voters," 2205-
2207, 2265, 2287; " appeal," 2362, 2367 (vol. iii).

Wilson, Mr. J. H.-Continued.
Health Statistics, conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
Hughes, D. J., Charges against (Ques.) 77; (M. for

copies of Papers and Cor.) 98 (vol. i).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals B.

44 (Mr. Pope) in Co m., 1065, 1091; on Amt. (Mr.
Sutherland, Oxford) to M. for 30, 1322 (vol. ii).

Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1027-1030 (vol. ii).
O'Malley, Lieut Col., Charges against and suspension

(M. for copy) 101 (vol. i).
Ports Stanley and Burwell Harbors of Refuge (M. for

Ret.) 62 (vol. i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3309 (vol. iv).
Public Works, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 911 (vol. ii).
Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3313 (vol. iv).
St. Thomas Public Buildings, amount expended on

(M. for Ret.) 79 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Health Statisties) conc., 2766
(vol. iv); (Mortuary Statistics) 1027-1030 (vol. ii).

Canals-Incone: Rideau Canal (water supply) 3313 (vol. iv).

Civil Government (Agriculture, Dept. of) 905; (Public Works,
Dept. of) 911 (vol. ii).

Collection of Revenues (Adulteration of Food) 3242; (Post
- Office) 3309 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2833, 2842 (vol. iv).
Xiscellaneous (Commercial Agencies) 3245; (Dep. Speaker's

Salary) 3351 (vol iv).
Penitentiaries (Man., payment to Dr. Sutherland) 3350 (vol. iv).
Public Worksa: Consolidated Fund: (Ont.) 3385 (vol. iv).

Refund of Ry. Bonusus to Ont. municipalities,
Memorials respecting, on M. for copies, 589, 618 (i).

Sutherland, Dr., payment to, in Com. of Sup., 3350 (iv).

Wood, Mr. J. F., Brockville.
Criminal Law Ant., openings, &c., cut in the Ice B. 22

(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton) on Amt. (Mr. Ball) 151 (i).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on M. to cone. in Third Rep. of

Com. (Amt.) 3361; neg. (Y. 63, N. 82) 3369 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" actual value," 1600 (vol. ii); (remarks) 2203;
" registration of voters," 2317 (vol, iii).

Islands in River St. Lawrence, Lease of, &c. (M. for
Ret.*) 147 (vol. i).

Narrows, Erection of a Lighthouse at (Ques.) 112 (i).
Squatters in Qu'Appelle Valley, on M. for Ret., 205 (i).
Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 3472 (iv).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard Tii.

ley) for Cqm., 656-661 (vol. i).

Wood, Mr. J., Westmoreland.
Amherst and P. E. I. Ry. Co's. incorp. B., on M. to

introd., 349 (vol. i).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on Amt. (Mr. Taué) on M. to

conc. in Third Rep. of Com., 3365 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"qualifications in cities and towns," 1731 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. (B. 58, 1°) 170 (vol. i).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Ret., 707 (i).
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Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (ir Hector Langevin)
in Com, on Res., 2982 ; on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) on
M. to conc. in Res., 3269-3271 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Immigration, 2845 (vol. iv).

Winter Crossing from P.E.I., on M. for copies of Cor.,
63 (vol. i).

Woodworth, Mr. D. B., King's, N.
C.P.R., Rets. ordered by House since date of Contract,

on M. for Stmnt., 483 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1126 (vol. ii).
Debates, publishing of, in Com. of Sup., 2765 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., Half-breed grievances (re-

marks) 2045 (vol. iii); on M. to adjn. deb. on Mr.
Blake's Res, (want of confidence) 3212 (vol. iv).

Transport of Troops (remarks) 887 (vol. ii).
Vote of Thanks to Genl. Middleton and Volun-

teers, 3467 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1228-1234; in Com., " person " (Chinese) 1584; on M.
that Com., ribe, 1422; (Ques. of Order) 1467; read-
ing extracts, 1464; unparliamentary language, 1540;
(explanation) 1561 (vol. ii); (remarks) 2023 (iii).

Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Means, 854 (ii).
Immigration, in Com. of Sap., 2848 (vol. iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for 2°, 2892 (iv).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases Amt. B. 6 (Mr.

Cameron, EHuron) on Ant. (Mr. Tupper) 6 m. h., to
M. for 2°, 182; in Com., 501 (vol. i).

Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for
Com. on Res., 2787 (vol. iv).

Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3414 (iv).
Reciprocity with the U. B., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in Amt.

to Com. of Sap., 1010 (vol. ii).

Woodworth, Mr. D. B.-Coninued.
Bale of Ry. Passenger Tickets (B. 121, 1°*) 927 (vol. ii).
SUPPLY:

Immigration, 2848 (vol. iv).
Legisation: B. of 0. (Publishing Debatea) 2765 (vol. iv).
Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 993 (vol. il).
RaiJoays-Capital: Short Line Ry. (Oxford and New Glugow)

8414 (vol. iv).
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 993 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tiley) for Com., 555-561 (vol. i); in Com. (glucose
syrup) 854 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acte Amt. B. 118(Mr.
Costigan) on prop. IRes., 835 (vol. ii).

Wharves and Docks in Navigable Waters B. 18 (Air.
Tupper) on X for 20, 217 (vol. i).

Wright, Mr. A., Ottawa County.
C. P. R. Co.'s Acts Amt. B. 153 (Mr. Pope) on M. for

20, 3026-3031 (vol. iv).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on Amt. (Mr. Rickey) to M.

to conc. in Third Rep. of Com., 3370 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N.W., on Vote of Thanks to Genl.

Middleton and Volunteers, 3466 (vol. iv),
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1143 (vol. ii).

Yeo, Mr. J., Prince, P.E.L
Cape Traverse Branch Ry., payment to Contractors for

construction (Ques.) 694 (vol. i).
Cascumpec Harbor Improvements (Ques.) 479 (vol. i).
Customs Appraiser at Summerside, (Ques.) 350 (i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" qualifications in cities and towns," 1647 (vol. ii).
Inland Rev. Collector at Summerside (Ques.) 350 (i).
Reciprocity with the U. S., on IRes. (Mr. Davies) in

.&mt. to Com. of Sup., 1004 (vol. ii),
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SUBJECTS.

A, B AND C BATTEIs, OriciS AND MEN, pay and allow-
ance8: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Cameron, Middesex) 313 (i).

ABOLITION OF DUTY ON GRAIN. &e "CUSToMS."
ACCIDENTS. See " CASUALTIES."

ACCOMMODATION FOR MUMBiRS: Remarks (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 49 (i).

ACTIVz MILiTiA, NUMBER, &o.: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. .MNlock)
533 (i).

ACTS, CONTINUED. See "EXPIRING LAWS."

ADDRESS, ANS. To: Mess. fromn His Ex., 113 (i).
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE: in Com. of Sup., 985 (ii),

3448 (iv).
Administration of Justice, &c., in the N. W. T.

B. No. 141 (Sir John A. >facdonald). 1*, 2345; Res.
prop., 2531 (iii); Re. in Com., 2926; 20 of B., 2934;
M. to conc. in Res., Amt. (Mr. Blahe) neg. (Y. 37, N. 67)
2957; in Com. on B., 2961 ; M. for conadn. of B., Amt.
(Mr. Mlls) neg. (Y. 37, N. 79) 2968; 3° m., Amt. (Mr.
.Mills) 3000; deb. adjd., 3002; Order for rSmng. adjd.
deb., 3427; Amt. neg. (Y. 35, N. 89) 3433 (iv). (48-
49 Vic., o. 51.)

Administration of Oaths of Office B. No. 1 (8ir
John A. Macdonald). 1°1, 1 pro forma (i).

ADJOURNMENTS :
ANNUNOIATION DAY : M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 714 (i).
AscNeuioN DAY : M. (Sir Iector aangevin) 1822 (iii).
ÂAa WnIUs&DAY: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 125 ().
Coarus GRSTI: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 2301 (iii).
DoMINioN DAY: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2773 (iv).
EASTIR: Quos. (Mr. Blake) 713 (); M. (Sir Hector Langevin) 888 (ii).
QuuuN's BRTHDAY : M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 2030 (iii).
ET. Gmonsa's DAY: M. (Kr. Shakeupeare) 1305 (ii).
BT. PATRIOK's DAY: M. (Kr. Ourran) 593 (i).
ET. PUTa AND ET. PAUL: M. (Bir Hector Langevin) 2889 (iv).

Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. No. 148
(Mr. Costigan). 1°*, 2356 ; 2°, 2466; in Cam., 2467-
2541; Be. (remuneration of Analyst) prop., 2497 ;
in Com., 2541, 2542 (iii), 2751 ; on M. to conc. in
Amts., Amt. (Mr. Blake) neg. (Y, 42, N. 60) 2751 ; 30
of B., 2751 (iv). (48-49 Vic., o. 67.)

ADVANCES TO LOCAL GOVTS.: M. for Cor., &o. (Mr. Blake)
45 (i).

ADVANCES To C.P.R. BY GoVT.: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 1305 (ii).

Advances to Provinces B. No. 7 (Sir Leonard
Tiley). 1°, 32; 2°, 102 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 1064
(ii). (48-49 Vic., o. 4.)

ADVERTISING AND PRINTING, GOVT.: Remarka (Mr. Somer-
ville, Brant) on M. for Com. of Sup., 3033 (iv).

AGI==M=wT zr C.P.R Co., TO Eum or m : Que. (Mr.
Bkhe) 1915 (iii).

AGRICULTURAL INS. Co. OF CAN., INCOMPLETE RIT.: Remarks
(Mr. Blondeau) 1386 (ii).

AGRICULTURAL, &o., STATISTIOS, COMPILATION : in Com. of

Sup., 1036 (ii).

Agricultural Fertilizers B. No. 122 (Mr. Ferguson,
Welland). Re8. prop., 936; in Cna. and 1°*, 939 ; M.
to tranSfer to Govt. Orders, 1820 (ii) ; 2°, 2476 ; in
Com., 2478 ; 30*, 2497 (iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 68.)

AGRICULTURAL, TIMBER, PASTURE, AND MINERAL LANDS AND

ToWN SITES: M. for Bot. (Mr. Charlton) 209 (i).
AGRICULTURE, BUREAU or, ESTABLISHMENT: Quo. (Mr.

Gigault) 76 (i).
AGRICULTURE, DEPT. OF: in Com. of Sup., 904, 921 (ii).

Agriculturists. See "BANKINO."
AID TO RYS. See "LAND GRANTS " AND "SUBSIDIES."

AIR BRAKES, I.C.R.: in Cim. of Sap., 3299 (iv).
ALASKA AND B. C. BOUNDARY LINE: M. for copies of Cor., &o.

(Mr. Gordon) 705 (i).
ALBANTY, DUKE o?, THANKS oF QUEEN FOR CoNDoLENdE

Mess. from His Ex., 32 (i).
Alberta and Athabaska Ry. Co.'s Incorp. B. No.

73 (Mr. Williams). 1°*,y 313 ; 2°*, 405 (i) ; in Com.,
791 ; 3°*, 816 (ii)ý (48-49 Vic., c. 88.)

Albion Mines Savings Bank B. No. 15 (Mr..c.
Dougald). 1°*, 46 ; 20*, 113; in Com. and 3°*, 616
(i). (48-49 Vic., c. 14.)

ALGOMA, CUSTOMS COLLECTIONS. See IICUSToMS."

ALLAN LINE, PAYMENTS TO, for assisted passages: Ques.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) 567 (i); M. for ROt.* (Mr.
Blake) 1443 (ii).

ALLAN STEAMSHIP Co. AND CLAIM OF GOVT. re Newfteld and
Moravian: Ques. (ir. Forbes) 148, 312 (i).

ALLISON, MR. D. W.: Election declared null and void on
Judges' Rep. on Controverted Election, 1 (i).

ALLOWANCES TO CANADIAN MANUFACTURERS: M. for Rot.
(Mr. Blake) 44 (i).

AMERICAN ENGINEERS' VISIT TO N.S.: in Com. of SUp.,
3457 (iv).

AMERICAN GOLD, SUBSTITUTION OP, FOR SOVIREIGNS: Qtieg.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 505 (i).
AMOUNTS COLLECTED IN WESTERN ONTARIO. See ".Doix-

ION LANDS."
ÅMOUNTS DUE CONTRACTORS ON C.P.R.: M. for Ret.* (Ur.

Charlton) 533 (i).
ANDRÉ, PFATHER, LETTER FROM, IN JAN., 1883: Quem (Mr.

Blake) 3425 (iv).
ANIMAL CHARCOAL, IMPORTATIONS OFP: M. for ROt,* (Mr.

atairs) 538 (i)4
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INDEX
Animals, Cruelty to, Prevention B. No. 47 (Mr.

Charlton) 10*, 147 (i).

Animals, Infectious or Contagious Diseases
affecting, B. No. 44 (Mr. Pope). 1°, 125 (i); 20,
892; in Com., 1064-1094; 30 m., 1321; Amt. (Mr.
Sutherland, Oxford) to recom., 1321; agreed to (Y, 131,
N. 16) 1324; Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to recom., 1324; neg.
(Y. 54, N. 90) 1327; Ant. (Mr. Catudal) to recom.,
1327; neg. (Y. 58, N. 89) 1328 ; Amt. (Mr. Casey) to
recom., 1328; neg. (Y. 54, N. 94) 1332; Amt. (Mr.
Armstrong) to recom., 1332; neg. (Y. 50, N. 88) 1334;
Amt. (Mr. Scriver) to recom., neg. on a div., 1334;
Amt. (Mr. Davies) to recom., neg (Y. 50, N. 84) 1334;
30, 1335 (ii); Son. Amts. cono. in, 2397 (iv). (48-49
Tc., c. 70.)

ANNUAL REGISTER. See 4 DoMINIoN."

Annuity and Guarantee Funds Society of
Bank of Montreal B. No, 48 (Mr. White, Card-
well). 1°*, 170; 2°¥m, 245; in Com. and 3°* 693 (i).
(48-49 Yic., c. 12.)

AINUNCIATION DAY, ADJMT. FOR: M. (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) 714 (i).
ANTWERP AND COLONIAL EXHIBITION: conc., 2766 (iv).
ANTWERP INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION : M. for copy of Cor.

between Govt. and High Com. (Mr. Bergeron) 305 (i).
APPRAISER AT SUMMERSIDE, P.E.I.: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 350 (i).
ARBITRATORS. See " OFFICIAL."

ARCHIVES, CARE OF: in Com. of Sup., 1023, 1025 (ii).
ARGYLE HIGHLANDERS, PAYMENT OF ARREARS DUE: QUeS.

(Mr. Campbell, Victoria) 888; (M. for Ret.*) 1444 (ii).
ARmoUa, Mr. JUSTICE : Rep. on Lennox Controverted Elec-

tion, 1 (i).
AnMs, DESCRIPTION oF: Ques. (Mr. Gault) 814 (ii).
ARTILLERY ASSOCIATION, DoM.: in Com. of Sup. 2913 (iv).
ASBESTOS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (ii).
ASCENSIoN DAY, ADJMT. FOR: M. (Sir Hector Langevin)

1822 (iii).
ASCETIC ACID: in Com. on Ways and Means, 849 (ii).
AeH WEDNESDAY, ADJMT. FOR: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)

125 (i).
ASSETS, DISTRIBUTION OF INSOLVENT DEBTORS. See B. 4.
ASSIGNEES. See " OFFICIAL ASSIGNEES."
ASSISTED PASSAGES: See " ALLAN LINE."
ASSISTANCE TO SETTLERS, &C., THROUGH REBELLIoN: See

"DISTURBANCE IN THE N. W."
ASSISTANT POSTMASTER OF OTTAWA: in Com. of Sap., 3393;

conc., 3398 (iv).

ASSISTANT REC. GEN., MONTREAL, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 895,
896 (ii).

ASSOCIATIONS, &C.:
ANNUITY AND GUARANTEE FUNDS SOCIETY oF BANK op MONTREAL. Sc

B. 48.
CANADA CO-OPERATIVE SUPPLY ASSOCIATION. See B. 81.

CANADIAN PACIFIC EMPLOYÉS RELIEF ASSOCIATION. e B. 75.
CONGREGATIONAL MISSIONARY SOIETY. Ses B. 51.

HAMILTON PROVIDENT AND LOAN SOCIETY. Sec B. 114.

LTEERAN CHuRos oF CANADA. Sec B. 60.
PUIIOj FUND SOI0TT OP TES BANE OF MONTIU4, e0 1. 49,

"A TRIP To DoM. oF CAN.," PAMPHLET: M. for copies (Mr.
Robertson, Shelburne) 533 (i).

AUDITOR GENL. AND DEPT. OF MARINE, RENTAL OF RIVERS:

M. for Rot. (Mr. .MckMullen) 448 (i).
AUDITOR AND REC. GENL. OF ST. JOHN AND WINNIPEG : in

Com. of Snp. 895 (ii).
AUDITOR GENL.'S REP. : presonted (Sir Leonard Tilley) 28;

M. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to ref. to Public Accounts

Com., 76 (i).
AUSTRALIAN AND TASMANIAN COLONIES, TRADE WITH : M.

for copies of Cor., &c. (Mr. Mitchell) 36 (i).
AUToMATIc BUoY, LIVERPOOL IIARBoR, N.S.: Ques. (Mr.

Forbes) 479 (i), 1914 (iii).
AVALANCHES IN THE SELKIRK RANGE: QuOs. (Mr. Blake)

694 (i).
AXLE GREASE: in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (ii).

BAIN, MR. J. W.: Election declared null and void on Judge's

Rep. on Controverted Election, 1; re-elected 113 (i).

BANK ADVANCES TO GOVT.: M. for Rets. of amounts (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 37; (Ques.) 113 (i).

Banking and Loan Facilities to Agriculturists
B. No. 36 (Mr. Orton). Res. prop., 115; in Com.
and 1°¥ of B., 120 (i).

Bank of British Columbia B. No. 105 (Sir Hector
Langevin). 1°, 631 ; 20, 894 (ii) ; in Çom. and 30*,
2396 (iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 83.)

Bank of Montreal Annuity and Guarantee
Funds Society B. No. 48 (Mr. White, Cardwell).
1°*, 1'70; 2°*, 245; in Com. and 3°*, 603 (i). (48-49)
Vic., c. 12.)

Bank of Montreal Pension Fund Incorp. B. No.
49 (Mr. White, Cardwell). 1°*, 170; 2°*, 245; in
Com. and 3'¥, 693 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 13.)

BANK oF UPPER CANADA, STMNTS. RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr.
Mackenzie) 112 (i).

Bank of Winnipeg Act Amt. B. No. 62 (Mr.
Watson). 10*, 210; 2°*, 281 (i); in Com. and 30*
1007 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 10.)

BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)
for Sp. Com. 47; Mess. from .His Ex., 101; ref. to
Com., 102; M. to ref. Petitions to Com., 125 (i).

BANKRUPT ESTATES AND OFFICIAL ASSIGNEES: M. for Rot.
(Mir. Macmillan, Middlesex) 303 (i).

BANKS AND BANKING:
ALBION MINES SAVINGS BANK. Sec B. 15.
BANK OP WINNIPEG. Sec B. 62.
BANK OF BRITISH COLUMBIA. Sec B. 105.
BANKING AID LOAN FACILITIES TO AGRICULTURISTS. See B 36.
BILLS OF EXCHANGE AND PROmIsSORY NOTES. Sec Bs. 16, 46 and 100.
BANK ADVANCES TO GOVT.: M. for Ret. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

37; Ques. 113, 743 (i).
BANK oF UPPER CANADA, STMNTS: Ques. (Mr. Mackenzie) 112 (i).
CENTRAL BANK oF NEW BRUNSwICK. Sec B. 40.
COMMERCIAL BANK oF WINDSOR. Sec B. 117.
DEPOSITS, GOVT., iN BANKs : M. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

29 (i).
ExciN.&xa BANK, ADVANCES TO : prop. Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) censuring Govt., 295 (i).
FEDERAL BANK or CANADA. Sec B. 10.
GOVT. NOTuS In QIRcULATION : Ques. (Mr. Chariton) 2465 (iii).
I8nOLVTB . e AN= SB5s. 66 and 127.
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INDEX.
BANKS AND BANK[NG-Continued.

IniplcTIo AND SupuvisIoN or BANs: Ques. (Mr. Capesa) 51;
prop. Res., 81 (i).

LA BANQUI DU PEtUPI.. SCS B. 53.
PosT Orrcu SATINes BANi DEposros i M. for Rot. (Mr. Fairbank)

819 (ii).
PoST Orrina SAvINes BANs DuposIrs: Ques. (Ur. Charlton) 2359,

2465, 2559 (iii).
PosT OrricI 8AVINGS BANKI IN TE MAR. PRovs. : Que. (Mr. Stair)

148 (i) ; in Com. of Sup., 896 (i).
PaIVATE BANNi AND BRoKEas : Ques. (Ur. Cameron, Middlesex) 51 (i).
SAvINGs BANxs (P. O. OR OTrIRWIs) DPosîTons : M. for Ret.*

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 533 (i).
Tauao BANK. Seo B. 78.

BARAcics AT LoNDoN : in Com. of Sup., 3412 (iv).
BARRICK HUTS, B.C. : in Uom. of Sap., 3412 (iv).
B]ARatLs CONTAINING PETROLEUM OR ITS PRODUcTS: in Com-

on Ways and Means, 843 (ii).
BATocHS, BATTLE O : Despatch respecting first Engage.

ment, 1380; telegram from Gen. Middleton giving
details ofsecond fight, 1822; second despatch, 1835 (iii).

BATocE, CAPTURE OF: Rumored indignities committed by
Volunteers : Ques. (Kr. Royal) 2999, 3425 (iv).

BATTERIES, A, B AND C. See I MILITIA."
BAYFIELD, N.S., BREAKWATER, EXTENSION oF : Ques. (Mr.

McIsaac) 77 (i).
BEAucE : Vacancy in the Representation, Warrant issued and

Ret. of Member to represent, 1 (i).
BEAVEa LINE oF STEAMERS AND LC.R., FREIGT RATE: M.

for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 144 (i).
BEET-ROOT SUGAR, IMPORTATION OF: Ques. (Mr. Vail) 744 (i).
BELL AND KAVANAGH, LAND CLAIMS : M. for copies of O.C.,

&c. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 479 (i).
BELLEVILLE AND NORTu HASTINGS RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY : prop.

Res. (Mr. Pope) 3458 ; in Com.,3473 (iv).
BENSON, MR., M.P., DEATH O : Remarks (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) 2357 (iii).
BERGIN, SURGEON.GENERAL, SERç7IccS oF: Qies. (Mr. Mc

Mullen) 1914 (iii).
Bie BEAR. Seo " DISTURBANCE IN THE N.W."
BILL (No. 1) Respecting the Administration of Oaths of

Office.- (Sir John A. Macdonald.)
1°*, 1 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 2) To regulate the Employment of children and
young persons and women in the Workshops, Mills and
Factories of the Dominion of Canada.-(Mr. Bergin.)

1°*, 29; Order for 2° dschgd., 362 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 3) To limit the Appellate Jurisdiction of the

Supreme Court.-(ir. Landry, Montmagny.)
1°, 28; Order for 2° read., 102; 2° m., 151; Amt. (Mr.

Ouimet) 165; neg., 167; 20 neg. (Y. 34, N. 125) 169
(vol. i).

BILL (No. 4) To provide for the distribution of Assets of
Insolvent Debtors.-(Mr. Curran.)

10, 29; 2°*, 619 (vol. i); M. to transfer to Govt. Orders,
1280; agreed to, 1281 (vol. ii); Order dschgd. and
B. wthdn., 3375 (vol. iii).

BILL (No. 5) Respecting the liability of Carriers by
Land.-(Mr. Coughlin.)

1°*, 29; 20 m., 102 (vol. i).
12

BILL (No. 6) To further amend the Law of Evidence in
Criminal Cases.-(Mr. Cameron, Euron.)

1*, 29; 20 m., 176; consdn. resmd., 180; Amt. (Mr.
Tupper) 6 m. h., 182; neg. (Y. 55, N. 87) 187; 2«
and ref. to Sel. Com., 187 ; in Com., 496 ; Amt (Mr.
Amyot) to recom. neg. (Y. 34, N. 76) 504; 3°*, 616
(vol. i).

BILL (No. 7) To amend the Act 37 Victoria, Chapter 17,
intituled: " An Act to authorize the advance of a cer.
tain sum of monoy to the Province of British Columbia
for the construction of a Graving Dock at Esquimalt,
and for other purposes."-(Sir Leonard TdIley.)

1°, 32; 20, 102 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1064 (vol. ii).

(48-49 Vic., c. 4.)
BILL (No. 8) Respecting the River St. Clair Railway Bridge

and Tunnel Company. -(Ifr. Bergin.)

1°* 40; 20*, 57; in Com. and 3°*, 245 (vol. 1). (48-49

Vic., c. 25.)
BILL (No. 9) Respecting the Canada Southern Railway Com.

pany and the Brie and Niagara Railway Company.--.
(Mr. Bergin.)

1°*, 40; 2Q*, 57; in Com., 245; 30*, 281 (vol. i). (48-49
Vic., c. 15.)

BILL (No. 10) To reduce the Capital Stock of the Federal
Bank of Canada, and for other purposes.-(Mrà Small.)

1°*, 40; 2°*, 57; in Com. and 39*, 428 (vol. i). (48-49
Vic., c. 9.)

BILL (No. 11) To extend the Juriadiction of the Maritime
Court of Ontario.-(Mr. Allen.)

1*, 40; 2° m., 127; 2°*, 131 ; Order for Com. read, 215;
in Com; 496; 3°*, 616 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 12) For constituting a Court of Railway Com-
missioners for Canada, and to amend the Consolidated
Railway Act, 1879.-(àir. McCarthy.)

10, 40 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 13) Respecting Carriers by Land.-(fr. Mc

Carthy.)
10*, 40; 20 m., 254-282; Amt. (Ur. Ourran) 6 m. h.,

285; neg. (Y. 64, N. 74) and 2°*, 289 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 14) To consolidate and amend the Acts respecting

the Election of Members of the Elouse of Commons.-
(Mr. Cameron, Huron.)

1°, 41 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 15) To continue an Act respecting the Albion

Mines Savings Bank.-(Mr. McDougald.)
10*, 46; 2°*, 113; in Com. and 30*, 616 (vol. 1). (48-49

Vic., c. 14.)
BILL (No. 16) To amend the Law relating to Bills of Ex-

change and Promissory Notes.-(Mr. Bmyth.)
1°*, 46 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 17) Respecting International Ferries.-(Mr. Pat.
terson, Essex.)

1°*, 46; 2° m., 254; 2°*, 256 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 18) Respecting Wharves, Docks and Piers con.
structed in navigable wators.-(Mr. Tupper.)

10, 46; 2" m., 215; 2°* and ref. to Sel. Com., 218
(vol i).
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INDEX.
BILL (No. 19) To provide for the better observance of the

Lord's Day, commonly called Sunday, by prohibiting
Bunday Excursions of certain kinds.-(Mr. Charlton.)

1°*, 46; 2? m., 256; neg. on a div., 266 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 20) To modify the application of " The Consoli.

dated Insurance Act, 1877."-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)
1°, 46; 2°, 126 (vol. i); in Com., 2430; Order for 30,

2532; deb. adjd., 2533 (vol. iii) ; ref. back to Com.,
2768; 3°, 2770 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 49.)

BILL (No. 21) To provide for the taking of a Census in the
Province of Manitoba, the North-West Territories and
the District of Keewatin.-(Mr. Pope.)

1° of B. and Res. prop., 46; M. for Com. on Res., 74; in
Com., 75; M. to receive Rep. of Com., 125 ; Res.
agreed. te and 2° of B., 126; in Com., 171; consdn. m.
and Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to recom., 212 ;
neg. on a div., 212; Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to
recom., 213; neg. (Y. 62 N. 120) 215; Amt. (Mr.
.Mills) to recom., 215; neg. on a div., 215; 30*, 215
(vol. i). (48-49 Vic., c. 3.)

BILL (No. 22) To amend the Criminal Law, to declare it a
misdemeanor te leave unguarded and exposed holes cut
in the Ice on any navigable or frequented waters.-(Mr.
Robertson, Ramilton.)

1°*, 57; 2°, 131; in Com., 150; Order dschgd. and ref. te
Sel. Com., 496 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 23) To amend the Act to incorporate the Wood
Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway Company.-(Mr.
Williams.)

1°*, 67; 2°*, 113; in Com. and 3°*, 490 (vol. i). (48-49
Tic., c. 16.)

BILL (No. 24) To incorporate the Lake Erie, Essex and
Detroit Railway Company.-(Mr. Patterson, Essex.)

10*, 67; 2°*, 113; in Com. and 30*, 490 (vol. i). (48-49
Vic., c. 21.)

BILL (No. 25) Further te amend " The Patent Act of 1872."
-(Mr. White, Renfrew.)

1?, 67; 2° m., 266; neg. (Y. 57, N. 70) 269 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 26) To provide for the appointment of a Deputy

Speaker.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
Res. prop., 67; Amt. (Mr. Blake) to refer to Sel. Com.,

70; neg. (Y.59, N. 121) 72; 1°* of B., 74; 2°* and
in Com., 175; M. for 3° agreed te on a div. and 30*,
212 (vol. i). (48-49 Vic., c. 1.)

BILL (No. 27) To provide for the punishment of Seduction,
and like offences.-(Mr. Charlton.)

1°*, 76; 2*, 619 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 28) To incorporate the Dominion Drainage Com.

pany.-(Mr. Baggart.)
1°*, 88; 20*, 113 (vol. i); M. for Com., 1007; deb.

adjd., 1008; M. for Com., 1386 (vol. ii); in Com.
and 3°*, 3053 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 95.)

BILL (No. 29) To amend the Act respecting Patents of
Inventions.-(Mr. Smyth.)

1°*, 88 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 30) To amend and consolidate "The Consolidated
Railway Apt, 1879," and the Acts amending it.-(Mr.
Wells.)

18, 101 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 31) To amend and consolidate the Canada Civil
Service Acte of 1882, 1883 and 1884.-(Mr. Chapleau.)

1°, 101; iRes. prop., 210; Res. (letter carriers) in Com.,
270; Res. (C. S. Examiners, &c.) in Com., 273, 281
(vol j); conc. m., 889; conc. in, 892; 20 of B. m.,
1095; 20 and in Com., 1097-1130, 1281; 34 m.,
1282; Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) 3 m. h., 1282; neg. (Y.
67, N. 112) 1286; Aimt. (Mr. Casey) to recom., 1291;
neg. (Y. 59, N. 107) 1293; Amt. (Mr. Blake) to
recom., 1294; neg. (Y. 58, N. 104) 1296; Amt. (gr.
Davies) te recoin., 1297; neg. (Y. 57, N. 103) 1301;
Amt. (Mr. Lister) to recom., neg. on same div.,
1303; Amt. (Mr. Mulock) te recom., 1303; neg. on
same div., 1304; 30 on a div., 1304 (vol. ii) ; M. te
conc. in Senate Aimts., 1823, 2396 (vol. iii). (48-49
Vic., c. 46.)

BILL (No. 32) Respecting Insolvency.-(Mr. Billy.)
10, 101 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 33) For the equitable distribution of Insolvents'
Estates.-(Mr. Beaty.)

1°*, 113 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 34) For the discbarge of past Insolvents.-(Nr.

Beaty.)
1°*, 113 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 35) Further te amend the Consolidated Railway
Act, 1879.-(Mr. Bergeron.)

1°*, 113 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 36) To provide Banking and Loan facilities to
those engaged in Agricultural pursuits.-(Mr. Orton.)

Res. prop., 115; in Com. and 10* of B., 120 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 37) Further te amend the Act te incorporate the

South Saskatchewan Valley Railway Company.-(Mr.
Robertson, Hamilton.)

1°*, 125; 20*, 179; in Com. and 30*, 672 (vol. i). (48-
49 Tic., c. 17.)

BILL (No. 38) To amend the Acts relating te The Great
Western and Lake Ontario Shore Junction Railway
Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

1O*, 125; 2°*, 179; in Com. and %°*, 490 (vol. i). (48-
49 Vic., c. 18.)

BILL (No. 39) To incorporate the Synod of the Diocese of
Qu'Appelle, and for other purposes connected there-
with.-(Mr. Mulock.)

1°*, 125; 2Q*, 180; in Com. and 3°*, 490 (vol. i). (48-
49 Vic., c. 33.)

BILL (No. 40) Farther relating te The Central Bank of New
Brunswick.-(Mr. Temple.)

10*, 125; 2°*, 180 (vol. i) ; in Com. and 3°*. 939 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Fic., c. 11.)

BILL (No. 41) To amend the Act respecting duties of Jus-
tices of the Peace in relation to Summary Convictions.-
(Mr. Tupper).

1, 125; 2, 892 (vol. ii).

BILL (No. 42) To amend the'Act respecting Offences against
the person.- (Mr. Tupper.)

1°*, 125; 2° m., 218 deb. adjd., 219 (vol. i).
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INDtX.
BILL (No. 43) To authorize the Royal Canadian Insurance

Company to reduce its Capital Stock, and for other
purposes.-(Mr. Curran.)

1°*, 125; 2°*, 188 (vol. i); in Com. and 30, 791 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Tic., c. 28.)

BILL (No. 44) Respecting Infectious or Contagions Diseases
affecting Animals.-(Mr. Pope.)

10, 125 (vol. i); 20, 892; in Com., 1064-1094; 3° m.,
132 t; Amt. (Mr. Sutherland, Oxford) to recom., 1321;
agreed to (Y. 131, N. 16) 1324; Amt. (Mr. Mulock)
to recom., 1324; neg. (Y. 54, N. 90) 1327; Amt. (Mr.
Catudal) to recom., 1327; neg. (Y. 58, N. 89) 1328;
Amt. (Mr. Casey) to recom., 132 8; neg. (Y. 54, N. 94)
1332; Amt. (Mr. Armstrong) to recom., 1332; neg.
(Y. 50, N. 88) 1334; Amt. (Mr. Scriver) to recom.,
neg. on a div., 1334; Amt. (Mr. Davies) to recom.,
neg. (Y. 50, N. 81) 1334; 3°, 1335 (vol. ii) ; Sen.
Amts conc. in, 2397 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 70.)

BILL (No. 45) IRespecting the representation of the Terri-
tories in the louse of Commons.-(Mr. Cameron,
Huron.)

1°*, 147; 2 m., 362, 490; deb. adjd., 495 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 46) Fui.ther to amend the Law relating to Bills of

Exchange and Promissory Notes.-(1r. Gigault.)
10, 147 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 47) For the more effectual prevention of Çruelty
to Animals.-(Mr. Charlton.)

1°*, 147 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 48) Respecting the Annuity and Guarantee Funds

Society of the Bank of Montreal.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)
1°*, 170; 2°*, 245; in Comn. and 30*, 693 (vol. i). (48-

49 Vic., c. 12.)
BILL (No. 49) To incorporate the Pension Fund of the Bank

of Montreal.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)
1°*, 170; 2°*, 245; in Com. and 30*, 693 (vol i). (48-49

Fic., c. 13.)
BILL (No. 50) To incorporate the Fredericton and St. Mary's

Railway Bridge Company.-(Mr. Temple.)
1°*, 170; 20*, 289 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 873; Sen.

Amts. conc. in, 1386 (vol. ii). (48-49 Tic., c. 26.)
BILL (No. 51) For granting certain powers to the Interna.

tional Coal Company (Limited).-(Mr. Desjardins.)
1°*, 170; 2°*, 245; in Com. and 3°*, 567 (vol. i). (48-49

Tic., c. 29.)
BILL (No. 52) Respecting the Sault Ste. Marie Bridge Com-

pany.-(Mr. Dawson.)
1J*, 170; 2°*, 245; in Com. and 3°*, 490 (vol. i). (48-49

Tic., c. 24.)
BILL (No. 53) Respecting La Banque du Peuple.-(Mr.

Girouard.)
1°*, 170; 20*, 245; in Com. and 3°*, 693 (vol. i). (48-49

Tic., c. 8.)
BILL (No. 54) To confirm the Union of the Canada Congre-

gational Missionary Society, and the Congregational
Union of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.-(Mr.
Abbott.)

1°*, 170; 2°*, 259; in Com. and 3°*, 490 (vol, i). (48-49
Vic., c. 34.)

BILL (No. 55) To authorize the Dominion Grange Matual
Fire Insurance Association to insure against fire the
property of the Patrons of Husbandry wheresoever
situate in Canada.-(Mr. White, C'ardwell.)

1°*, 170 ; 2°*, 246 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1210 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Tic., c. 93.)

BILL (No. 56) Respecting Disorderly Houses.-(Mr. Ouimet.)
10, 170 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 57) To amend the Criminal Law of Canada.-
(Mr. Ouimet.)

1°, 170 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 58) To amrend the Liquor License Act of 1883.

-(Mr. Foster.)
10, 170; 2 im., 620; deb. adjd., 623 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 59) To inoorporate the Brantford, Waterloo and
Lake Erie Railway Company.-(Mr. Paterson, Brant.)

10*, 170 ; 2°*, 281; in Com. and 3°*, 567 (vol. i). (48-49
Vic., c. 20.)

BILL (No. 60) To incorporate the Synod of the Evangelical
Lutheran Cburch of Canada.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

1°*, 180; 2°*, 246; in Com., 693; 3°*, 791 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Tic., c. 32.)

BILL (No. 61) Further to amend the Act incorporating the
Richelieu Navigation Company, and the Richelieu and
Ontario Navigation Company.-(Mr. Desjardins.)

1°*, 188; 20*, 246 (vol. i); Notice of an Amt., 1210; in
Com., 1347; 3°, 1352 (vol. ii). (48-49 Fic., c. 91.)

BILL (No. 62) To amend the Act to incorporate the Bank of
Winnipeg.-(Mr. Watson.)

1*, 210; 2°*, 281 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1007 (vole
ii). (48-49 Tic., c. 10.)

BILL (No. 63) To incorporate the Portage la Prairie and
Lake of the Woods Railway and Navigation Company.
-(Mr. Watson.)

1°*, 210; 20*, 289 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 64) Further to amend the Patent Act of 1872.--

(Mr. McCarthy.)
10, 234; 2 im., 622; Order for 2° dachgd. 629 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 65) To amond "The Canada Temporance Act of
1878."-(Mir. McCarthy.)

10, 235 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 66) Further to amend an Act respocting Insol.

vent Banks, Insurance Companies, Loan Companies,
Building Societies and Trading Corporations. -(Mr.
Edgar.)

10, 235 (vol, i).
BILL (No. 67) Further to amend "The Canada Temperance

Act, 1878."-(Mrà Baker, Ytctoria.)
10, 246 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 63) To limit the Appellate Juriediction of the
Supreme Court, as respects matters of a purely local
nature in the Province of Quebec.-(Kr. Landry, Mont-
magny.)

1°, 270 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 69) Respecting the Huron and Ontario Ship

Canal Company.-(Mir. Tyrwhitt.)
1°*, 269; 2°*, 428 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1007; Sen.

Amts, cono. in, 1386 (vol. ii). (48-49 Fic., c. 27.)

idi



INDEX.

BILL (No. 70) To make further provision respecting the
traffo in Intoxicating Liquors.-(ir. Small.)

10, 270 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 71) To amend the Criminal Law.-(Mr. Robert-
son, Eastings.)

14, 270 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 72) Respecting the Ontario Pacifie Railway Com-

pany.-(Mr. Bergin.)
1°*, 213; 20*, 405 (vol. i); in Com. and 30*, 1007 (vol.

ii). (48-49 Tc., c. 19.)
BILL (No. 73) To incorporate the Alberta and Athabasca

Railway Company.-(Mr. Williams.)
1°*, 313; 20*, 405 (vol. i); in Com., 791; 3°*, 816 (vol,

ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 88.)
BILL (No. 74) Respecting the Manitoba and North-Western

Railway Company of Canada.-(Mr. Royal.)
1°*, 313; 2°*, 405, (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1180 (vol. ii).

(48-49 Tic., c. 86.)
BILL (No. 75) To incorporate the Canadian Pacifie

Employès Relief Association.-(Mr. Gault.)
1°*, 313; 2°*, 490 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1007 (vol.

ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 23.)
BILL (No. 76) To amend the Act respecting the London

Life Insurance Company.-(Mr. Macmillan, Middlesex.)
1°*, 313; 2°*, 405 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°, 1723 (vol. ii).

(48-49 Vic., c. 94.)
BILL (No. 77) To incorporate the Hamilton, Guelph and

Buffalo Railway Company.-(Mr. Eilvert.)
1°*, 313; 2°*, 405 (vol. i); in Com. and 3?*, 1007 (vol.

ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 22.)
BILL (No. 78) To incorporate the Truro Bank.-(Mr.

Tupper.)
10*, 313; 2°*, 405 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 79) To incorporate the Rush Lake and Saskatche-
wan Railway and Navigation Company.--(Mr. Tupper.)

10*, 313; 2°*, 490 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1180 (vol.
ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 90.)

BILL (No. 80) To incorporate the Fort Macleod Ranch
Telegraph Company.-(Mr. Ives.)

le*, 349; 2°*, 428 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1723 (ii);
Sen. Amts. conc. in, 2357 (iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 92.)

BiL (No. 81) Respecting the Canada Co-operative Supply
Association (Limited).-(Mr. Ourran.)

1O*,349; 20*, 428; in Com. and 3e*, 693 (vol. i). (48-49
Vic., c. 31.)

BILL (No. 82) To incorporate the Winnipeg and Prince
Albert Railway Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)

1°*, 349; 20 m., 428; Order dschgd. and B. wthdn., 428
(vol. i).

BILL (No. 83) To incorporate the Kootenay Railway Com-
pany, British Columbia.-(Mr. Small.)

10*, 349; 2°*, 545 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 84) For the relief of Amanda Esther Davis.-(C)

from the Senate.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)
1° on a div., 226; M. to fix day for 21 agreed to (Y. 86,

N. 6 t) 226; 2° on a div., 567; in Com. and 30*, 693.
(48-49 Vic., c. 37.)

BILL (No. 85) Respecting Factories.-(Mr. Bergin.)
10*, 362 (vol. i); 20 m., 873; deb. adjd., 886; M. to

resume adjd. deb., 940; Amt. (Mr. Jamieson) to
substitute B. (No. 94) Canada Temperance Act, 940;
Amt. agreed to (Y. 86, N. 62) 948 (vol. ii).

BILL (No. 86) To amend the Act respecting the Sale of
Railway Passenger Tickets.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

1O, 362 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 87) To amend the Act 40 Victoria, Chapter 36,

intituled: " An Act to provide for the employment,
without the walls of Common Gaols, of Prisoners
sentenced to imprisonment therein."-(Mr. Sutherland,
Oxford.)

10*, 362 (vol. i); 20, in Com., and 30*, 1658 (vol. ii),
(48-49 Vic., c. 81.)

BILL (No. 88) Further to amend " The Canada Temperance
Act, 1878."-(Mr. Townshend.)

10*, 362 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 89) Farther to amend " The Patent Act of

1872."-(Mr. Hay.)
1C*, 362 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 90) To amend " The Fisheries Act."-(Mr.
Mulock.)

10, 426 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 91) To incorporate the Winnipeg and Prince
Albert Railway Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)

10*, 428; 2°, 567 (vol. i) ; in Com. and 3°¥, 1180 (vol.

ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 89.)
BILL (No. 92) Further to amend " The Canada Temperance

Act, 1878."-(Mr. Jamieson.)
10, 448; Ques. and M. to fix day for 20, 713 (vol. i); 2°

m., 949; Amt. (Mr. Ives) 951; neg. (Y. 17, N. 109)
954; 29 agreed to (Y. 108, N. 15) 954; in Com.,
954; 3° m., 1045; Amt. (Mr. Weldon) to recom.,
1045; in Com., 1046; Amt. (Mr. Bourbeau) to recom.,
1047; in Com., 1047; on M. to conc., Amt. (Mr.
Burpee) 1047; neg. (Y. 49, N. 86) 1050; on M. for
30, Amt. (Mr. Townshend) to recom., 1050; in Com.,
1050; Amt. (Mr. Hickey) to recom., 1051; agreed to
(Y. 68, N. 64) 1054; Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) to
recom., 1059; neg. (Y. 39, N. 78) 1062; Amt. (Mr.
.Macdonald, King's) to recom., neg., 1062; Amt. (Mr.
Gigault) to recom., neg., 1062; 3°, 1063 (vol. ii);
M. (Sir Bector Langevin) to consdr. Sen. Amts.,
2600; consdn. of Sen. Amts., 2644; (Amt) 2645;
neg. (Y. 75, N. 81) 2617; (Amt.) 2648; neg. (Y. 54,
N. 108) 2651; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 75, N. 90) 2552;
Amts., 2653-2657; Amt. (Mr. Small) 2660; neg. (Y.
78, N. 86) 2670; Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Victoria) 2674;

neg., 2675 (vol. iv).
BILL (No. 93) To establish a Court of Claims for Canada.

(Sir Hector Langevin.)
10, 449 (vol. i); prop. Res., 777 (vol. ii); Order for 2°

dschgd. and B. wthdn., 2439 (vol. iii).
BILL (No. 94) To incorporate the Western Ontario Pacifie

Railway Company.-(Mr. AcCallum.)
1°*, 534; 2°*, 616 (vol. i); in Com. and 30'*, 1288 (vol.

ii). (48-49 Yic., c. 87.)

xcü



INDEX.
BILL (No. 95) Bespecting Explosive Substances.-(K) from

the Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
l*, 545 (vol. i); 2, 893; in Com., 1167 ; 30, 1335 (vol. ii).

(48-49 Vic., c. 7.)
BILL (No. 96) Statutes of Canada Consolidation.-(Sir John

A. Macdonald.)
Not introduced. See B. 130.

BILL (No. 97) For the relief of Fairy Emily Jane Terry.-
(E) from the Senate.-(M r. Taylor.)

10 on a div., 605; 20 on a div., 672 (vol. i); in Com. and
30 on a div., 873 (vol. ii). (48-49 'Vic., c. 36.)

BILL (No. 98) To amend the Acts respecting Controverted
Elections.-(Mr. Mulock.)

10, 605 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 99) To amend " The Canada Temperance Àct,

1878."-(Mr. Bourbeau.)
10, 605 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 101) To amend the Law respecting Bridges,
Booms and other works, constructed over or in
navigable waters under the authority of Provincial
Acts.-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

10, 605 (vol. i); 2° m., 893 ; 2°* and in Com., 894 ; 3°*,
895 (voL ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 6.)

BILL (No. 102) To amend the Acts respecting the Depart-
ment of the Secretary of State.-(hir. Chapleau.)

1°, 629 (vol. i) ; 20 and in Com., 894; 3°*, 895 (vol. ii).
(4849 Vic., c. 2.)

BILL (No. 103) Respecting tbe Electoral Franchise.-(Sir
John A. Macdonald.)

1°, 629 (vol. i); Order for 2ý postponed, 1095; 29 m.,
1133; Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1137; neg. (Y.
59, N. 104) and deb. adjd., 1166 ; deb. rsmd., 1167 ;
Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 1171 ; neg. (Y. 54, N. 86) 1204;
deb. adjd., 1204; deb. rsmd., 1226; 2° agreed to (Y.
111, N. 63) 1277; M. for Con., 1336; in Com., 1385,
1388, 1444, 1475, 1568, 1608, 1646, 1680, 1712, 1745,
1782, 1824, 1856, 1895, 1915, 1956, 1983, 2052, 2065,
2086, 2104, 2139, 2172, 2210, 2241, 2274, 2301, 2321,
2345,2360,2393 (vol. iii), 2757,3052,3062 ; on consdn.
of B., Amt. (Mr. Charlton) neg. (Y. 51, N. 96)
3053; Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) 3053; Amt. to Amt. (Mr.
Mclntyre) 3056; neg. (Y. 50, N. 95) 3058; Amt. to
Amt. (Mr. Weldon) 3058; neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3060;
Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Watson) neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3061 ;
Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Mulock) neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3061;
Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. 44, N. 95)
3062; Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) agreed to (Y. 114, N. 17)
3062; Amt. (Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. 41, N. 92) 3063;
Amt. (Mr. Burpee) neg. (Y. 37, N. 89) 3063; Amat.
(Mr. Troeo) 3063; neg. (Y. 36, N. 88) 3064; Amt,
(Mr. Armstrong) neg. (Y. 37, N. 87) 3064 ; Amt. (Mr.
Somerville, Brant) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3065; Amte.
(Messrs. Mcaraney and lanes) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87)
3065; Amts. (Mesrs. Cameron [Middlesex] and Lange-
lier) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3066; Amts. (Mesrs. Lister
and Cameron, Hwron) neg. (Y. 88, N.87) 8067; Amte.

.6ixc'u
(Mesrs. Weldon and Fairbank) neg. (Y. 88, N. 87)
3068; Amts. (Messrs. Paterson [Brant] and Gillmor)
neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3069; Anmts. (Messrs. Bolton and
Fisher) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3070 ; on M. for 3°, Armt.
(Mr. Mills) 3 m. h., 3071; neg. (Y. 37, N. 88) 3072;
3° of B., 3072 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 40.)

BILL (No. 104) To amend the sections of Acta therein
mentioned relating to the constitution of the Treasury
Board.-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)

10, 630 (vol. i) ; 2°, in Com., and 30*, 1670 (vol. ii). (48-
49 Vic., c. 47.)

BILL (No. 105) Respecting the Bank of British Columbia.
-(Sir iector Langevin.)

10, 631; 21 894 (vol. ii); in Com. and 30*, 2396 (vol.
iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 83.)

BILL (No. 106) For the relief of Alice Elvira Evans.-(G)
from the Senate.-(Mr. Edgar.)

10 on a div., 672; 2° (Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (vol. i); in Com.
and 3° on a div., 873 (vol. ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 39.)

BILL (No. 107) For the relief of George Louis Emil Hats.
feld.-(D) from the Senate.-(KMr. Kilvert.)

1° on a div., 672; 2° (Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (vol. i); in Com.
and 3° on a div., 873 (vol. ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 38.)

BILL (No. 1(8) To amend the Act to encourage the con.
struction of Dry Docks, by granting assistance on cer.
tain conditions to Companies constructing them.--(Sir
Jector Langevin.)

10, 693 (vol. i); 2> and in Com., 894; 30*, 895 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 5.)

BILL (No. 109) Respecting Real Property in the North.
West Territories.-(A) from the Senate.-(Sir Eector
Langevin.)

10*, 742 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 110) To incorporate the Rock Lake and Souris

and Brandon Railway Company.-(Mr. McDougald,
Pictou.)

10*, 742 (vol. i); 20*, 878 (vol. ii).
BILL (No. 111) To amend the Consolidated Railway Act,

1879, and amendments thereto.-(Mr. .Mulock.)
10, 742 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 112) Further to amend "The Canada Temper-
ance Act, 1878."-(Mr. Gigault.)

1°, 743 (vol. i).
'BILL (No. 113) Respecting Proof of Entries in Books of

Account kept by Officers of the Crown.-(M) from the
Senate.-(Mr. Chapleau:)

1°*, 964 (vol. ii); 20, 2397; wthdn., 2398; 20, 2465; in
Com., 2466; 3°*, 2497 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 48.)

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

10*, 783; 20*, 816; in Com. and 3°, 1352 (vol. ii). (48-
49 Vic., c. 30.)

BILL (No. 115) To amend an Act to incorporate the Sikters
of Charity of the North-West Territories.-(1)from the
Senate).-(Mr. Desjardins.)

10*, 832; 20*, 873; in Com. and 3°*, 1007 (vol. iii). (48.
49 Tic., c. 35.)



INDEX.
BILL (No. 116) To amend the Act respecting the Indemnity

to the Members of both Houses of Parliament.-(Kr.
Farrow.)

1°,p 813 (vol. ii).
BILL (No. 117) Respecting the Commercial Bank of Wind-

sor.-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)
10*, 832; 2°, 1671; Qrder dsochgd. and B. ref. to Com. on

Banking and Commerce, 1677 (vol. ii); in Com. and
30*, 2396 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 84.)

BILL (No. 118) Farther to amend the Acts relating to
Weights and Measures.-(Mr. Costigan.)

Res. prop., 832; in Com. and 1°* of B., 837; 2° and in
Com., 1672; 3°*, 1680 (vol. ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 64.)

BILL (No. 119) Frther to amend the Acts respecting the
Inspection of Gas and Gas Meters.-(Mr. Costigan.)

Res. prop., in Com. and 10 of B., 837 (vol. ii) ; 29, 2419;
in Com. and 3°¥, 2439 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 69.)

BILL (No. 120) To give effect to an Agreement made by
the Department of Public Works for the Sale and trans.
fer of the Dundas and Waterloo Road.-(Sir Hector
Langevin.)

Res. prop., 451 (vol. i); cono. in and 10* of B., 892 (vol.
ii); Order dschgd. and B. wthdn., 2396 (voL iii).

BILL (No. 121) To amend the Act 45 Vic., chap. 41, respect-
ing the Sale of Railway Passenger Ticket.-(Mr. Pat-
terson, .E&Sex.)

1°*, 927 (vol. ii).
BILL (No. 122) Respecting Agricultural Fertilisers.-(Mr.

Ferguson, Welland.)
Res. prop., 936; in Com. and 10*, 939; M. to transfer to

Govt. Orders, 1320 (vol. ii); 2°, 2476; in Com.,
2178; 30*, 2497 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 68.)

BILL (No. 123) Farther to amend an Act intituled: "An Act
respecting offences against the person."-(S) from the
Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

1o*, 1037 (vol. ii) ; 20 and in Com., 2767; 3° m., Amt.
(Mr. Charlton) neg. (Y. 58, N. 72) 2767; 30*, 2768
(vol. iv). (48-49 17ic., c. 82.)

BILL (No. 124) To restrict and regulate Chinese Immigra.
tion into the Dominion of Canada.-(Mr. Chapleau.)

10, 1037 (vol. ii); wthdn., 3023 (vol. iv).
EiLL (No. 125) For the Prohibition of Spirituous Liquors.-

(Mr. Beaty.)
Ites. prop., 1040 ; 1°* of B., 1063 (vol. ii).

BtILL (No. 126) To provide for the fitting representation of
Canada at the Colonial and Indian Exhibition to be held
in London in the year 1886.-(Mr. Pope.)

Res. prop., 451 (vol. i); in Com., 892; Res. conc. in and
10* ol B., 1064 (vol. ii) ; 2°, in Com. and 30, 2399
(vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 44.)

BILL (No. 127) Parther to amend " An Act respecting In-
solvent Banks, Insurance Companies, Loan Companies,
Building Societies and Trading Corporations.- (N)from
the Senate.-(Mr. Edgar.)

1°, 1094 (vol. ii).
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BILL (No. 128) To make further provision respecting sum-

mary proceedings before Justices and other Magis-
trates.-(L) from the Senate.-(Kr. Small.)

1°*, 1130 (vol. ii); Order for 20 transferred to Govt.
Orders, 2420 vol. iii; 20 m., 2827; 20 and in Com.,
2829 (vol. iv).

BILL (No. 129) To amend an Act respecting " The Central
Prison for the Province of Ontario."-(P) from the
Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

1°*, 1226 (vol. ii); 2°, in Com. and 30*, 2402 (vol. iii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 79.)

BILL (No. 130) Respecting the Revised Statutes of Canada.-
(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

1°, 1226 (vol. ii); Order for 2° dschgd., and B. wthdn.,
2402 (vol. iii).

BILL (No. 131) "For the better Preservation of the Peace
in the vicinity of Public Works," and the Acts in
amendment thereof.-(O) from the Senate.-(Sir John A.
Macdonald.)

1°*, 1278 (vol. ii); 2° m. and in Com., 2824; 3°*, 2851
(vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 80.)

BILL (No. 132) To amend the Act 43 Vie., chap. 29, respect-
ing the navigation of Canadian Waters, and to enable the
Governor in Council to suspend from time to time cer-
tain provisions of the said Act.-(Mr. McLelan.)

Res. prop. and in Com., 1278; 1°* of B., 1279 (vol. ii);
Order for 2° dschgd. and B. wthdn., 2899 (vol. iv).

BILL (No. 133) Farther to amend " The Steamboat Inspec
tion Act, 1882."-(Mr. McLelan.)

Res. prop., 1279; in Com. and, 10* of B., 1280 (vol. ii);
20 and in Com., 2399; 30*, 2421 (vol. iii). (48-49
Vic., c. 75.)

BILL (No. 134) Respecting "The Liquor License Act,
1883."-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

1°, 1281 (vol. ii); 21 m., 2400; 2°*, 2402 (vol. iii) ; in
Com , 2768, 2894; 3° m., Amt. (Mr. Mulock) 2958;
30*, 2961 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 74.)

BILL (No. 135) Further to amend " The General Inspection
Act, 1874."- (Mr. Costigan.)

Res. (Chief Inspector) prop., 1306; in Com., 1307; cone.
in and 1°* of B., 1320 (vol. ii); 20 and in Com.,
2548; 30, 2555 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 66.)

.BILL (No. 136) To amend the Criminal Law of Canada.-
(Mr. Robertson, Hastings.)

10, 1335 (vol. ii).
BILL (No. 137) To make further provision respecting

Pawnbrokers.-(R) from the Senate.-(Mr. h'mall.)
1°*, 1474 (vol. ii).

BILL (No. 138) For the relief of George Branford Cox.-
(H) from the Senate.-(Mr. Cameron, Euron.)

1° on a div., 1473; 2° on a div., 1566; in Com. and 30 on a
div., 1723 (vol. ii). (18-19 Vic., c. 85.)

BILL (No. 139) To amend the Act in relation to the Library
of Parliament.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

Res. prop., 1658; in Com., 1666; 1°* of B., 1670 (vol.
ii); 2°, 2402 (vol. iii); in Com., 2759; 3° m, Amt.
(Mr. Laurier) neg. (Y. 51, N. 66) 2763; 30 on same
div. reversd, 2763 (vol. iv). (48-4 Vtic., c. 45.)



IND- EX.
BILL (No. 140) Respecting the North-West Mounted Police

Force.-(T) from the Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
1°*, 1670 (vol. ii); 2° and in Com., 2772; 3° M., 2832

30, 2833 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 54.)
BILL (No. 141) Respecting the Administration Of Justice

and other matters, in the North.West Territories.-(V)
/rom the Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

1°*, 2345; Res. prop., 2531 (vol. iii); R, in Com., 2926;
20 of B., 2934; M. to conc. in Res., Amt. (Mr*
Blake) neg. (Y. 37, N. 67) 2957; in Com. on B., 2961;
M. for conedn. of B., Amt. (Mr. Mills) neg. (Y. 37,
N. 79) 2968; 30 m., Amt. (Mr. Mills) 3000; deb.
adjd., 3002; Order for rsmng. adjd. deb., 3427; Amt.
neg. (Y. 35, N. 89) 3433 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c.51.)

BILL (No. 142) Respecting Canned Goods.-(U) from the
Senate.-(Mr. Costigan.)

1°*, 2345; 20, 2439; in Com., 2534 (vol. iii), 2767; 3°*,
2767 (vol. iv). (48-49 Tic., c. 63.)

BILL (No. 143) Respecting the Adulteration of Food, Drugs,
and Agricultural Fertilizers.-(W) from the Senate.-
(Mr. Bowell.)

1°*, 2356; 20, 2466; in Com., 2467, 2541; Res. (remunera-
tion of Analysts) prop., 2497; in Com., 2541, 2542
(vol. iii), 2751 ; on M. to conc. in Amts., Amt. (Mr.
Blake) -neg. (Y. 42, N. 60) 2751; 30 of B., 2751 (vol.
iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 67.)

BIL (No. 144) To authorize the augmentation of the North-
West Mounted Police.- (Sir John A. Macdonald.)

Res, prop., 994 (vol. ii); M. for Com. on Res., 2402; in
Com., 2415; M. to receive Rep. of Com., 2421; 1°*
of B., 2430 (vol. iii); 2° and in Com., 2770; 3° m.,
2820; 3° on a div., 2822 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 53.)

BILL (No. 145) To authorize the raising, by way of Loan, of
certain sums of money for the Publie Service.-(Mr.
Bowell.)

Res. prop., 2391; M. for Com. on Res., 2461; in Com., 2463;
M. to -receive Rep. of Com., 2523; 10* of B., 2°*, in
Com. and 3°*, 2526 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 43.)

BILL (No. 146) To amend " The Consolidated Inland
Revenue Act, 1883."-(Mr. Costigan.)

Res. prop., 2421; M. for Com. on Res., 2526; in Com.,
2528; 1* of B., 2529; 2° m., 2935; 2°*, 2536 (vol.
iii); in Com., 2968; 3°, 3002; M. to conc. in Sen.
Amts., 3435 (vol. iv). (48-49 Tic., c. 62.)

BEL (No. 147) To authorize the grant of certain subsidies
in land for the construction of the Railways therein
mentioned.-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

Res. prop., 782 (vol. ii) ; M. for Com. on Ros., 2440 ; in
Com., 2461, 2483, 2497 ; M. to conc. in Res., 2533 ;
10* of B., 2534 (vol. iii) ; 2° m., 2770, 2854 ; in
Com., 2855 ; Order for 3° read, Amts. (Mr. Blake)
2890 ; neg. (Y. 46, N. 86) 2893 ; Amts. (Mr. Blake)
neg. on same div., 2894 ; 30*, 2894 (vol. iv). (48-
49 Vic., c. 60.)

BILL (No. 118) To amend the Act respecting the appoint-
ment of a Harbor Master at the Port of Halifax.-
(Mr. McLelan.)

Eu. prop., 2421 ; in Cor., 2522; Res. oonc. in and 10*
of B., 2534 (vol. iii) ; 20*, in Com. and 3°*, 2772
(vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 78.)

BILL (No. 149) For granting to Her Majesty the sum of
$1,700,000 required for defraying certain E;penses now

being incurred in connection with the Troubles in the
North-West Territories.-(Kr. Bowell.)

Res. and 1°*, 2559; 20 and in Com., 2855; 30*, 2894 (vol.
iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 42.)

BILL (No. 150) To authorize the advance of a certain mum
to the Harbor Commissioners of the Harbor of Three

ivers.-(Mr. Bowell.)
Res. prop., 2497 ; Res. in Com., 2555 (vul. iii) ; 1°* of

B., 2751 ; 2° m., 2934 ; in Com., 2935 ; 30*, 2957
(vol. iv). (48-49 Vic, c. 76.)

BILL (No. 151) Respecting the Ocean Mail Service.-(Mr.
Carling.)

Ros. prop., 2440 ; Res. in Oom., 2555 (vol. iii) ; M. to
rec. Rep. of Com., 2751 ; M. to conc. in Res., 2754;
1° of B., 2757 ; Order for 2° dschgd. and B. wthàn.,
3375 (vol. iv).

BILL (No. 152) To amend the Consolidated Militia Act,
1883.-(Mr. Caron.)

1°, 2853 ; 2° m., 3045 ; 2° and in Com., 3046 ; 3°*, 3075
(vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 72.)

BILL (No. 153) Farther to aTrend the Acta rospecting the
Candian Pacifle Railway, and to provide for the com.
pletion and successful operation thereof.-(Mr. Pope.)

Res. prop., 2420 (vol. iii); M. for Com., 2559 ; Amt. (Ur.
Cameron, Huron) 2643; neg. (Y. 51, N. 100) 2723 ;
in Com., 2724; M to rec. Rep. of Com., 2858; Aimt.
(Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2858; Amt. (Sir John A. 41ac.
donald) 2859; in Com., 2859; on M. to cono. in Res,
Amt. (Mr. Charlton) 2860; neg. (Y. 53, N. 91) 2661;
Amt. (Ur. Vail) 2861; in Come., 2862 ; on M. to concé
in Res., Amt. (Kr. Caaey) 2862; neg. (Y. 55, N. 91)
2863 ; Amt. (Mr. Davies) 2863 ; Amt. (Mr. Laurier)
2863; neg. (Y. 55, N. 89) 2864; Amt. (Mr. Milis)
2864; Amt. (Mfr.Weldon) 2864; neg. (Y. 53, N. 9)
2865; Amt. (Mr. Watson) 2865; neg. (Y. 51, N. 93)
2868; 10 of B., 2868; 2° m., 3024; 20 and in Com.,
3031; 3° m., 3293; agreed to (Y. 77, N. 45) 8294
(vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 57.)

BIL (No. 154) Frther to amend the Act relating to the
Culling and Measurement of Timber in the Provinces of
Ontario and Quebec.-(Mr. Costigan.)

Res. prop., 2419 ; M. for Com. on Res«, 2475 (vol. iii) ; 1
2° and in Com., 3043; 30*, 3075 (vol. iv). (48-49

Vic., c. 65.)
BIL (No. 155) For increasing the yearly subsidy to the

Province of Manitoba, and for other purposes therein
mentioned.-(Mr. Bowell.)

Res. prop., 2420 (vol. iii); M. for Com., 2775 ; in Com.,
2789, 2823; further Ro., 2889 ; in C.m., 2924 ; 1°*
of B., 2926; 2° and in Com., 3047; 3°, 3075 (vol. iv).
(48-49, Vie., c. 50.)
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BtLL (No. 156) To restrict and regulate Chinese Immigra-

tion into the Dominion of Canada.-(Mr. Chapleau.)
Bes. (Chinese interpreter) prop., 2421 (vol. iii) ; ln Com.

on Res., 3023; prop. Res. (poll tax, &c.) 2497 ; M.
for Com. on Res., 3002; in Com., 8023; 1* of B.,
3323; 2° and in Com., 3050; 30, 3075 (vol. iv). (48-
49 Vic., c. 71.)

BILL (No. 157) To amend the several Acts relating to Duties
of Customs and Excise.-(Mr. Bowell.)

1, 3250; 20*, 3434; in Com. and 3°*, 3435 (vol. iv).
(48-49 Vic., c. 61.)

BILL (No. 158) To authorize the granting of further subsi.
dies to and making further provision for the construc-
tion and efflcient operation of the Railways therein
described -(Sir Hector Langevin.)

Res. prop., 2531 (vol. iii); M. for Com. on Res., 2971;
in Com., 2974; M. to conc. in Res., 3250; 1°* of B.,
3293; 2° m., 3380; in Com., 3380-3399; on M. to
cono. in Amts., Amt. (Mr. Kirk) 3401; neg. (Y. 40,
N. 83) 3403; Ant. (Mr. Blake) neg. (Y. 43, N. 79)
3404; 30*, 3404 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 58.)

BILL (No. 159) For facilitating the navigation of the River
St. Lawrence, in and near the harbor of Quebec.-(Mr.
Mclielan.)

1°*, 3293 ; Order for 20 read., 3436; 20 m., Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 6 m. h., neg., 3470; 2°*, in
Com. and 30*, 3470 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 77.)

BILL (No. 160) Respecting a grant of land to the Militia on
service in Manitoba and the North-West.-(Mr. Caron.)

Res. prop., 3321; M. for Com., 3376 ; in Com., 3377; 10*
of B., 3380; 2°*, in Com. and 38*, 3470 (vol. iv).
(48-49 Tic., c. 73.)

BILL (No. 161) To provide for the salaries and superannua-
tion and travelling allowances of certain Judges of
certain Provincial Courts.-(Sir Bector Langevin.)

Res. prop., 3293; M. for Com. on ]Res., 3375; in Com. and
1°* of B, 3395; 2°¥, in Com. and 3°*, 3436 (vol. iv).
(48-49 Tc., c. 56.)

BILL (No. 162) To provide a Salary for an additional County
Court Judge in the Province of Manitoba.-(Sir John
A. Macdonald.)

R., prop., 3395 ; in Com. on Res., 3435 ; 1°* of B.,
3436; 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 3470 (vol. iv). (48-49
Vic., c. 55.)

BILL (No. 163) For granting to Her Majesty certain sums of
money required for defraying certain expenses of the
Public Service, for the years ending respectively the
30th June, 1885, and the 30th June, 1886 ; and for
other purposes relating to the Public Service.-(Mr.
Bowell.)

1°*, 20, 30*, 3470 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 41.)
BILL (No. 164) To authorize the granting of the subsidies

therein mentioned in aid of the construction of certain
Railways.- (Mr. Pope.)

Res. prop., 3457; M. for Coin., 3470; in Com., 3472;
1°*, 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 3473 (vol. iv). (48-49

1ic., c. 59.)

BILL (No. 165) To continue for a limited time the Act
therein mentioned.-(Sir hiector Langevin.)

1°*, 20*, in Com. and 3°*, 3458 (vol. iv). (48-49 Fic.
c. 52.)

BILLS ASSENTED TO, 1516 (ii), 3475 (iv).
Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes Acts

Amt. B. No. 16 (Mr. Smyth). 1°*, 46 (i).
Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes Acts.

Amt. B. No. 46 (Mr. Gigault). 1°. 147 (i).
BILL, MR. S. J. R., AND SAWDUST LAW: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Forbes) 14 (i).
BIRD ISLAND LIGHTHoUsE, N.S., MANAGEMENT OP': M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Campbell, Victoria) 1443 (ii).
BINGHAM, LIEUT.-COL., DEPRIVATION OF COMMAND: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Campbell, Victoria) 1444 (ii).
BLACK ROD, GENTLEMAN USHER: Messages summoning Com.

mons to Senate, 1 (i), 1516 (ii), 3475 (iv).
BOLDUC, CAPT. LUDGER, RESIGNATION oP: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Landry, Montmagny) 29 (i).
BOL TON, STAFF COMMANDER, AND DEPT. O!F MARINE AND

FIsHERIEs: M. for Rep. of Auditor-General, &c. (Mr.
McMullen) 135; DIsPUTE WITH MR. TILTON: M. for

Ret.,* 312 (i).
BONDED MACHINERY IN UsE: Ques. (Mr. Mc.Mullen) 3320

(iv).
BONDs Govi., DIsAPPEARANcE PRoM DEPT. : QUes. (Nr.

Blake) 3371 (iv).
BoNUsEs GRANTED TO RYs., MEMORIALS, &c., REsPEOTING:

M. for copies* (Mr. Fleming) 1443 (ii).
BoNusEs To Rys. IN ONT., PETS.- FOR RELIEF 0 : M. for

copies (Mr. Wilson) 356 (i).

Books of Account. See " PRoOF OF ENTRIES."

BooTs FOR THE TORONTO MILITIA CORPS: Ques. (Mr. Blake)
1744 (iii).

BoRAx: in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (ii).
BOUNDARIES:

ALAIKA AND B. 0. . M. for copies of Cor., &o. (Mr. Gordon) 705 (1).
BRITISH OoLUxMIA's EAITIRN: M. for copies of Cor.* (Kr. Mille)

533 (i).
ONTARIo's NOuETnaLY AND WsTERLY: M. for Ret. (Kr. List.r) 210.
- CLAIMS TO COUNTRY NORTH or HRaluT or L AND: Ques. (Mr.

fill#) 51 (1).
- ImPERlAL LEGIBLATION REBPECTING: Ques (Mr. Mille) 51,

115 (i), 2854, 2998, 3321; (remarks) on M. for Com. of Sup.,
3437 (iv).

- NoRTHEU, Ris. or GovT.: Ques. (Mr. MilLe) 1132 (11).
--- PRorosiLs TO PARLT.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 567 ().

- WasTaRN BoUNDARy, ARGUMENT ERORI P. 0.: M. for copies
(Mfr. Rykert) 430 (1).

BOUNTY ON M&NUFAoTUREs op IRON: M. for copies of 0. C.,
&c.* (Mr. Blake) 100 (i).

BoUNTY TO FISHERMEN, PAYMENT OP, IN GUYsBoRoUGH, N.S.:
Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 2751 (iv).

BouNTY To FIsHING VEssLs : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Weldon)
98 (i).

BoURINoT's, MR., WoRK: Scarcity of copies in Library
(remarks) 40 (i).

BRADLEY, W. INGLEs, SERvIoEs OF: M. for Ret. (Mr. Som.

erville, Brant) 479 (i).
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BRANwc LINEs, C.P.R., ExPENDITURE ON: M. for Stmnt8.*

(Mr. Blake) 147; Ques., 694 (i).
BRANDON, POSTMASTER AT, SALARY AND ALLOWANCIS: QueS.

(Mr. Lister) 2029 (iii).
BRANDON To MoosE JAw, C.P.R.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Wat.on)

964 (ii).
Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Erie Ry. Co.'s

Incorp. B. No. 59 (Mr. Paterson, Brant). 1°*, 170;
20*, 281; in Coin. and 30*, 567 (i). (48-19 Tc., c. 20.)

BRAS D'OR LAKES, FISH CAUGHT AND BOUNTY PAID: M. for
Ret.* (Mr. McDougall, Cape Breton) 1443 (ii).

BRA&S ST. NICHOLAS, DEEPENING oF': M. for copies of Pet.*
(Mr. Langelier) 312 (i).

BRAVERY, DISTINOTIVE, REWARDS FOR: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)
2359 (iii).

BREAKwATERS. Bee " MARINE " and " PUBLIo WoRKS."

BEWERS AND DISTILLERS, COMPENSATION TO: prop. IRes. (Mr.

Kranz) 236; Deb. (Mr. Wells) 236; (Mr. Orton) 238;
(Mr. Sproule) 241; (Mr. Fisher) 242; on Amt.: (Mr.
Poster) 243, 247; (Mr. Jamieson) 252; (Mr. Fairbank)
253 (i),

BRIDGES AND TRESTLES ON C.P.R.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Edgar)
100 (i).

Bridges, Booms, &o., in Nav. Waters Act Amt.
B. No. 101 (Sir Eector Langevin). 1°, 605 (i); 2°
m., 893; 2°* and in Com., 894; 30*, 895 (ii). (48-49
Tic, c. 6.)

Bridge, Fredericton. See " ST. JOHN RIVER BRIDGE."

BRITISH COLUMBIA :
AGENT AND CONTINGENOIEU, B.C.: In Com. of SBp., 3808 (iv).
ALASKA AND B. O. BOUNDARY: M. for copies of 0cr., &o. (Mr.

Gordon) 705 (1).
BARRACK HUTS, ERECTION OF : in Oom. of Sup., 3412 (iv).
BUOYS IN VICTORIA AND NANAIxO HARBORS: Que.. (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 479 (i).
CANADIAN PAciF1c Ry. Se " GENERAL HEADING."
CRINESE COMMISSIONERS' REP. : Ques. (Mr. Sha kespeare) 29, 211 (i).
CUINESE IMMIGRATION. Seo general heading and B. 156.
OIvu, SERviCE EMPLOYfS IN B.C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Baker, Vie.

toria) 1442 (ii).
DEEP-WA TER FISHIUES OFF OAST: Que.. (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

3073 (iv).
DiScovERY ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE : Que8. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 479 (i).
BASTERN BOUNDARY, COR.: M. for copies" (Mr. Millt) 535 (i).
EsqUImALT GRAVING DOcK: Ques. (Hr. Baker, Victoria) 743 (i);

in Com. of Sup., 2916 (iv). See B. 7.
EXPENDITURE FOR RAILWAYS IN B.C.: M. for Stmnt.* (Ur. Vana..6)

964 (ii).
FISERIES INSPUCTOR, APPOINTMENT o: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

694 (i).
IMMIGRANTS SETTLED IN B.C. : Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 189 (i).
INDIAN RESERvE LANDS: M. for copies of 0Cr., &c.* (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 1443 (ii).
MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIES REP.: Remarks (Mr. Shakeapeare) 594 (i).
METLAEATLA INDIAN TROUBLES: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Shak¢-

speare) 304 (i).
PNITMNTIARY, SUSPENSION OF ROLES: M. for Cor. (Ur. Shakeapeare)

823 (ii).
PORT MOODY AND SAVONA'S FERRY: Ques. (Mr. Homer) 146 (i).
PORT MOODY DocK, TENDERS FOR REPAIR : Ques. (Mr. Caer) 816(à).
PUBLIC RESERVES AND " FORE-BHORE " RIGHTS: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Baker, Victoria) 703(i).
SATUMA ISLAND LienTousE : Ques. (Ur. Baker, Victoria) 479 (i).
RY. BELT ON ANooUVER IoLAND: Quoi. (Mr. Gordon) 290 (i).
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Ry. LANDE iN B.0.; M. for Rot." (Mr. Blake) 1443 (il).
"SIR JAMES DoUeLAs," STEAxER: M. for copies Of Cor. (Kr. SUker,

Victoria) 831 (ii).
TELEGRAPE AND SIGNAL SIRVICE: Queo. (Ur. Baker, Yt0ioria) 743

(1); in Com. of Sup., 3307 (IV).
TELEGRAPH CABLE ACROSS JUAi DE FUCA SrWRAr: K. for >et,'

(Ur. Baker, Victoria) 1443 (ii).
U.S. AND VICTORIA MAIL SUBSIDT: in Com. Of Sup., 2936 (IV).

[Se also "DOMINION LANDS," "INDIANS," 40.]

BRITISH MEDICAL ACT AND AMTS.: M. for 00pies Of Cor., &C.*

(Mr.Bergin) 33 (i); Rets. respecting (remarks):939 (ii).
BROOKVILLE, WESTPORT AND SAULT STE. MARIE RT. CO.'8

SUBSIDY : prop. Res. (Ur. Pope) 3457 ; in Conm, 3472
(iv).

BROKERAGE AND CommissIoN : in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).

BROOKLYN, N.S., BREAKWATER, WHARJAGE COLLEOTIONS 1

Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 478 (i).
BROSsEAU & LISABELLE, CUSTOMs BBoKu, E'RAUDs, &o., Ti:

Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 1387 (ii).

BUcKRAM ; in Com. on Ways and Means, 807 (il).

BUDGET, THE : Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) '6, 149,
211; Remarks (Sir Leonard Ttlley) 211; (Annual Stmnt,)

313. [For Deb. see " WAYS AND MEANS."]

Building Societies. See " INSOLVENT BANKs."
BuoYs IN LIVERPOOL HARBOR, N. S. : Ques. (Mr. Forbes)

479 (i), 1914 (iii).
Buors IN VICTORIA AND NANAIMO HARBORS: Ques. (1.r.

Baker, Victoria) 479 (i).
BUREAU oF AGRICULTURE, ESTABLISHMENT OF A: Ques. (Mr.

Gigault) 16 (i).
BURLINGTON BAY CANAL, SOUNDINGS, &,.: M. for Ret. (Ur.

Robertson, Eastings) 533 (i).
BURGESS, A. M. See " DOMINION LANDS."

BURGLARY, &C. See Bs. 71 and 136.
BUSINESS OF THE HFOUSE. See "GovT. BUSINESS."
BYE.ELEOTIONS SINOE 1878: M. for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 210 (i).

CABINET REPRESENTATION FOR B.0.: Ques. (5r. Shakes.
peare) 235 (i).

CALGARY AND FORT MACLEOD STAGE LINE: Qaes. (Mr.
Watson) 351 (i).

CALGARY AND ROCKY MOUNTAINS, COST OF C. P. R. BETWEEN:

M. for Stmut. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i).
CALLANDER AND PORT ARTHUR, COST Or C. P. R. BETWEIN:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i).
CALLANDER AND PORT ARTHUR, Cos O CONSTRUCTION AND

EQUIPMENT: M. for Stmnt. (Ur. Blake) 145 (i).
CAMERON, Mr. D. M.: Election sustained on Judge's Rep.

on Controverted Election, 1 (i).
CANADA AGRICULTURAL INSURANCE CO., RECEIPTS AND Ex.

PENDITURES oF LIQUIDATORS, &C.; M. for Stmnt. (Mr.
Amyot) 303 (i).

CANADA AND ANTWERP STEAMSHIP SUBVENTION: in COm. Of
Sup., 2943 (iv).

CANADA AND GERMANY STEAMSHIP SUBVENTION: iR COm. Of

Sup., 2945 (iv).
CANADA AND JAMAICA CONFEDERATION: M. for 00pieS of

Cor. (Mr. Burpee) 505 (i).
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CANADA ATLANTIO RY. Co.' SUBSIDT: prop. es. (Mr.

Pope) 3458 (iv).
CANADA CENTRAL RY., BONUSES TO: M. for Ret. (Mr. Lan-

derkin) 86 (i).

Canada Co-operative Supply Association B.
No. 81 (Mr. Curran). 1*, 349; 20*, 428; in Com.
and 30*, 693 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 31.)

CANADA N.W. LAND Co., STOCK INVESTED IN BY C.P.R.: M.
for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i).

CANADA SUIPPING Co. AND I.C.R. FREIGHT RAT ES: M. for
Ret. (Mr. Blake) 144 (i).

Canada Southern Ry. Co. and Erie and Niagara
Ry. Co.'s B. No. 9 (Mr. Bergin). 1°*, 40; 20*, 57; in
Com. 245; 30*, 281 (i). (48-49 Tc., c. 15.)

CANADA SOUTHERN RY. MAIL SERVICE: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Wigle) 120 (i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 65 (Mr. Mc-
Carthy). 10, 235 (i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 67 (Mr.
Baker, Victoria). 1c, 246 (i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 88 (Mr. Towns.
hend), 1°*, 362 (i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 92(Mr. Jamieson).
1°, 448; Ques. and M. to fix a day for 20, 713 (i); 20

m., 949; Amté (Mr. Ives) 951; neg. (Y. 17, N. 109)
954; 20 agreed to (Y. 108, N. 15) 954; in Com., 954;
3° M., 1045; Amt. (Mr. Weldon) to recom., 1045; in
Com., 1046 ; Amt. (Mr. Bourbeau) to recom., 1047; in
Com., 1047; on M. to conc., Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1047;
neg. (Y. 49, N. 86) 1050; on M. for 3', Amt. (1r.
Townshend) to recom., 1050; in Com., 1050; Amt.
(Mr. Bickey) to recom., 1051; agreed to (Y. 68, N. 64)
1054; Ant. (Mr. White, Cardwell) to recom., 1059;
neg. (Y. 39, N. 78) 1062; Amt. (Mr. Macdonald, King's)
to recom., neg., 1062; Amt. (Mr. Gigault) to recom.,
neg., 1062; 30, 1063 (i); M. (Sir Hector Langevin) to
consdr. Sen. Amts., 2600; consdn. of Sen. Amts.,
2644; (Amt.) 2645; neg. (Y. 75, N. 84) 2647; (Amt.)
2648; neg. (Y. 54, N. 108) 2651; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 75,
N. 90) 2552; Amts., 2653-2657; Ant. (Mr. Small)
2660; neg. (Y. 78, N. 86) 2670; Amt. (Mr. Cameron,
Victoria) 2674; neg., 2675 (iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 99 (Mr.
Bourbeau). 1°, 605 (i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 112 (Mr.
Gigault). 1c', 743 (i).

CAN. TEMP. AOT, 1878:
CERTIFICATEI OF LiQuoR SOLD UNDER IN N.S.: M. for Ret, (Mr.

Kirk) 147 (i).
LIQUOR CERTIFICATES GRANTED UNDER IN HALTON : M. for Ret.*

(Mr. NcCraney) 67; PROsuOUTIONB UNDER AND DRUGGISTB'

LIoeNSes: Ques., 1806 (ii), 3320 (!y).
MEMORIALI, &0., RESPECTING: M. for copies (Ur. Kranz) 448 (i).
ParTmONs RBSPEOTING: M. for Ret." (Mr. Poster) 533 (i).
QUuMo ACT, WORKING Or UNDER: M. for COr. (Ur. Bergeron) 307 (i).

Quis. (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 363 (i).
REVNU DIRIVED nOm sALz oF LIQuOR: M. for Stmnt. (1fr.

Rykert) 313 (i).
SUPRENE COURT CASE 1 M. for Ret. (Ur. Cameron, Huron) 45 (i).
VoTnGs UNDUR: M. for Ret. ÇMr. Pither) 121 (i).

CANADIAN AGENT AT PARIS, APPOINTMENT Or, &o.: N. for
Papers (Mr. Bergeron) 928 (ii).

[See " FABRE, MR."]
CANADIAN CONTINGENT FOR THE SOUDAN: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

563 (i).
CANADIAN FIsHERIEs: M. for copies of 0.0., &o. (Mr. Mu.

lock) 55 (i).

C. P.R. Cos. Acts Amt. B. No. 153 (Mr. Pope). Res.
prop., 2420 (iii) ; M. for Com., 2559 ; Amt. (Mr. Cam.
eron, Huron) 2643 ; neg. (Y. 51, N. 100) 2723; in Com.,
2724; M. to rec. Rep. of Com., 2858 ; Amt. (Mr. Cam.
eron, Huron) 2858; AInt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 2859;
in Com., 2859 ; on M. to conc. in Res., Amt. (Mr. Charl.
ton) 2860; neg. (Y. 53, N. 91) 2861; Amt. (Mr. Vail)
2861; in Com., 2862; on M. to conc. in Res., Amt.
(Mr. Casey) 2862; neg. (Y. 55, N. 91) 2863; Amt.
(Mr. Davies) 2863; Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 2863; neg.
(Y. 55, N. 89) 2864; Amt. (Dir. Mills) 2864; Amt.
(Mr. Weldon) 2864; neg. (Y. 53, N. 89) 2865; Amt.
(Mr. Watson) 2865; neg. (Y. 51, N. 93) 2868; 1° of
B., 2868; 20 m., 3024; 2° and in Com., 3031 ; 3° m.,
3293; agreed to (Y. 77, N. 45) 3291 (iv). (48-19 Vic.,
c. 57.)

Canadian Facifl Employés Relief Association
Incorp. B. No 75 (Mr. Gault). 1°*, 313; 2°*,
490 (i) ; in Com. and 3°*, 1007 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 23.)

CANADIAN PACIFIC RY. LoAN B. 153 (Mr. Pope): prop.
Res., 2420 ; M. for Com. (Annual Stmnt.) 2559 ; Deb.
(Mr. Chapleau) 2565 ; (Mr. Blake) 2586 ; (Mr. Ives)
2622; (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2630; Amt. 2643; (Mr.
Charlton) 2676; (Mr. McCarthy) 2688; (Mr. Davies)
2692; (ir. Foster) 2702 ; (Mr. .McMullen) 2708; (Mr.
Ros) 2712; (Mr. Dawson) 2718; (Mr. Paterson, Brant)
2720; Amt. (Ur. Cameron, Huron) neg. (Y. 51, N. 100)
2723 ; on M. for 20 of B. (gr. Edgar) 2024 (iii).

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY:
ADVANCES TO 00. BY GOVT.: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1305 (ii).

AGREUMENT BY 00. TO TiRvS oF Ras. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1915 (iii).

ALLOWANCES TO CANADIAN MANUFACTURERS : M. for copies of Cor.,

& c. (Mr. Blake) 44 (i).
AMENDED PLANS AND PROFILES, B.C.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 362 (i).
AMOUNTS DUE TO CONTRACTORS AND NON-PAYMENT BY 00. : M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Charlton) 533.
AVALANCHES IN TH SELKIRK RANGE : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 394 (i).

BRANCH LINES : Ques. (Ur. Blake) 694 (1).
BRANDON TO MOOSu JAW: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).
B. C. SECTIONS, WORK ON: M. for Rep., &c. (Mr. Blake) 204 (i).
CALLANDER AND PORT ARTHUR, OOST AND EQUIPMENT: M. for Stmnt.

Mr. Blake) 145 (i).
OASUALTIES ON MAIN LINE AND BRANCHEs: M. for Stmnt. (Ur.

Mitchell) 226 (i).
CHANGS IN ARRANGEMENTS, COR. BETWEEN CO. AND GOVT.: QUoi.

(Mr. Blake) 695 (i), 1744, 1913, 2029 (iii).
COMPLETION OF LINE WEST OF WINNIPEG, DATES, &C. : M. for Ret.'

(Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).

CONNECTION WITH ONTARIO SYSTEM, OFFERS TO CONSTRUCT LINES: M.
for copies* (Ur. fulock) 532' (i), 1444 (ii) ; Ques., 569 (i).

CONNECTION WITH QUEBEC : Ques. (Ur. Edgar) (iii).
CONSTRUCTION FOM WINNIPEG TO 615 MILES WEST, CosT: M. for

Btmnt. (1fr. Blake) 226.
CONSTRUoTION NEAR LYTTON, B.C. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 225 ().
CONSTRUCTION ON TUE FRASER: M for Stmat. (Mr. Blake) 204 (i).
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CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-Continued.

CONSTRUCTION, PORT ARTHUR AND WINNIPEG: M. for Stmut. of oum
paid to Go. (1r. Casey) 123 (i).

CONTRACTORS, AC., NON-PAYMENT OF BY Go. : M. for Ret.' (Kr.
Charlton) 533 (i).

CERVES, GRADES AND TANGENTS : M. for Ret.,* 67; Ques. (Mr.
Blake) 632, 694, 744 (i), 888 (ii), 2239 (iii).

DEBT, FLOATING AND UNSECURED: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 219 (i),
1677 (ii).

EARNINGS AND WORKING EXPINSES : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 816 (i).
EARNINGS, GROS AND NET, AND EXPENSES: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake)

61 (i).
EASTERN SECTION, ESTIMATED COOT : Ms. for copies of Esiimate (Mr.

Edgar) 299, 300, 302 (i).
EASTERN SECTION, WESTERN DIVISION, ESTIMATES : M. for copies

(Mr. Edgar) 299 (i).
EMPLOYÉS, NAMES OF, SALART, FEE, &C.: M. for Ret.' (Mr. ce-

fullen) 56 (i).
EMPLOYÉS RELIEF ASSOCIATION. Sce B. 75.

ENGINEERS' SALARIES : in Com. of Sup., 3417 (iv).
EXPENDITURE, COST OF EQUIPMENT, SUES PAID FOR EXTENSION, &C.*:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 147 (i).
EXPENDITURE TO C(?MPLETE GOVT. CONSTRUCTION : Ques. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 1130 (ii).
EXTENSION TO QUEBEC, PAPERS, &0.: Remarks (Mr. Blake) 1677 (ii),

2239 (iii).
FORTY-MILE BELT IN B.C. : MemO. read (Sir John A. Macdonald)

1983 (iii).
GAPS ON, NORTH oF LAKE SUPERIOR : Explanation (Mr. Bowell)

838 (ii).
GOTT. MORTGAGE, CHANGES IN RELATION TO : QueS. (Mr. Blake)

36 (i).
GOVT. SECTIONS IN B. C., WORKING OF, BY CONTRACTORS: QueS.

(Mr. Blake) 632 (i).
HOMESTEADS WITIIIN RY. BELT: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 567 (i).
IMMIGRATION TO MAN. AND N.W., COR. BETWEEN GOVT. ANID O.

M. for copies* (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 147 (i).
INTEREST PAID TO GOVT. BY 00. ON LOANS : Ques. (Ur. Blake)

350 (i), 1677 (ii), 1955 (iii).
INTEREST, PAYMENT oF BY Go. : Ques. (Mr. Charlon) 1677 (ii).
LABORERS' WAGES, PAYMENT OF, ON CONSTRUCTION : Que.. (Ur.

Charlton) 290 (i).
LAIND AREA IN 48-MILE BELT ACCEPTED Y CO.: Stmnt. (Sir John

A. Macdonald) 782 (ii).
LAND GRANT ACCEPTED BY o., ACRES: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 568,

744 (i); Stmnt. (Sir Hector Langevin) 862.
LAND GRANT AND LAND GRANT BONDS: MS. for Stmnt. (1fr. Blake)

92, 100 (i).
LANDS EEJE::TED BY CO. OUTSIDE RY. BELT : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 927 (i).
LEGIBLATION RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 57 (i).
LOAN : Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 29 (i); payment of IDterest on, 1131 (ii).
LoAN $30,000,000, PAYMENT ON ACCOUNT : QueS. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 1130 (ii).
LOCATION AND LANiS SET APART, &C.: M. for M

aps* (Ur. Blake) 46(i).
LOCATION oF LINE Im B. C. : Ques. (Ur. Blake) 2239 (iii).

NORTH AMERICAN CONTRACTING Go., POSITION OF: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.

Blake) 145 (i).
NORTH SHORE LINE SUBSIDY : M. for Cor. (Mr. Laurier) 41 (i).

PLANS AND PROFILES, AMENDED : Ques. (r. Blake) 362 (i),

PORT MOODY AND SAVONA'S FERRY, EXTENSION OF TIME: Ques. (Mr.

Homer) 146 (i).
PORT MOODY WHARF AND FREIGHT SaD : M. for plans, &c. (Mr.

Blake) 295 (i).
POSTAL AID TRANSPORT SERVICE : Ques. (Mir. Blake) 1744 (iii).
PaOGRESS ESTIMATES: Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 235; Ques. (Ur. Blake)

188 ; lor Feb., 429 (i).
RAILS FOR GOVT. SECTION, B. C. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1914 (iii).
RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES: M. for Stmnts.' (Mr. Blake) 100 (i).

RELIEF OF 00. BY GOVT. - Quel. (Kr. Blake) 350 (i).
RESERVE OF $960,000 FOR EXTENSION TO QUEBIC I M. for Copies Of

Cor.* (Mr. Laurier) 533 (i).

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-Contined.
RETURNS RESPECTING, NUMBER AND CoSTI M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Reuon)

481 (i); Remarks (Mr. Blake) 782, 1565 (ii), 3371 (lv).
ROLLING STOCK ON WESTERN DIVISION, CHANGE I : M. for Ret. (Mr.

Edgar)'302 (i).
ROLLING STOCK, PAYEUNT oF DUTIES on: Qus. (Mr. Blake) 888 (il).
ROUNDROUSI ON PRIVATE PROPURTY : Queu. (Mr. Blake) 2030 (ii).
ROUTE, ROLLING STOCK, RECEIPTS: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 44 (1).
SECTION B., ÂWARD op $34,179. 17 CREDITS IN PUBLIO ACoTs.: QUOI.

(Mr. Edgar) 114 (i).
SECTION B., AWARDY TO CONTRACTOBS: M. for copy of Case Gubmitted

to Arbitrators (Mr. Casey) 131 (i).
SECTION B., AWARD TO CONTRACTORS: (Kr. Oatey) Que&., 78; M. for

copy of Rep. of Judge Clark, 132 (1).
SECTION B., ARBITRATION,;EVIDENCE TAKEN: Quel. (Mr. Caae) 112;

M. for copies, 206 (i).
SECTION B., CASE SUBMITTED TO ARBITRATION: M. for copy (Mr.

Uasey) 206 (i).
SECTION B., COPT OF CLAIM PUT IN BY CONTRACTORS: M. for Rot.

(Mr. Casey) 134 (i).
SECTION B., ENGINEERS' REPORT ON RE-MEASUREMENT, &C. ; M. for

Ret. (Mr. Casey) 121 (i).
SECTION B., OPINION OF GOUNSEL Ai TO BINDING CHARACTER OF AWARD

Ques. (1r. Casey) 77 (i).
SHAREHOLDERS AND STOCK: M. for StmDt.0 (Mr. Blake) 503 (1).
SHORT LINE ROUTE TO MARITIME PROVINCES: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Landry, Montmagny) 33 (i).
MT. MARTIN'S JUNCTION TO QUEBC ; M. for Copies Of Cor." (r.

Laurier) 533 (i).
STOCK SOLD FORMERLY PLEDGED FOR A LOAN: M. for Simat. (lit.

Blake) 45 (i).
BunsiDy: in Com. of Sup., 3296 (iv).

SUBSIDY TO THE NORTH SIIORi LINE: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.
Laurier) 41 (i).

SUMS PAID OR ADVANCED TO 00. AS INTEREST OR SUBSIDY; Que. (Mr.

Charlton) 1677 (i).
TARIFF RATES FOR PASSENGERE, RC., WEST oF WINNIPG : M. for

Ret.' (Mr. Watson) 961 (i).
TERMINUS ON ATLANTIC OCEAN, SURVEYS OF SEVERAL PROPOSED LINaB;

M. for Reps. of Engineers (Mr. Lesage) 38 (i).

TIMBER DUES TO GOVT. BY GO. : QueS. (Mr. Caey) 479 (1).

TOWN SITES, SALES OF : M. for Stmnt.1 (Mr. Blake) 67 (i).

TRAIN SERVICE: M. for Ret.' (Mr. Blake) 67 ().
TRESTLES AND BRIDGES : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Edgar) 100, 105 (i).
VAN BORNE, MR., REPORT OF: M. for copy (Mr. Blake) 208 (i).
VERNON SMITE'S REP. OF SURVY : M. for copies (Mr. Lesage) 294(i).
WESTERN TERMINUS, PLAN OF PROPOSED ROUTE : M. for COpy (Mr.

Blake) 145 (i).
WINNIPE'G T) BRANDON, &C., COMPLETION OP MAIN LINE : M. for Ret."

(Mr. Watson) 964 (i).

CANADIAN VOYAGEURS, NAMES, &c.: M. for StmDt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 210 (i)..

CANAL FROM GRAVENIIURST BAY TO R[VER SEVEIN : M. for
copies of Cor. (Mr. Cockburn) 202 (i).

CANALS. See " SUPPLY," &C.

Canned Goods B. No. 142 (Mr. Cotigan). 1°*, 2345;
2c, 2439; in Com., 2534 (iii), 2767; 3°*, 2767 (iv).
(48-49 Vic,, c. 63.)

CANNED GOODS, LAw RESPECTING : Quee. (Mr. Gault) 57 (i).
CAPE BRETON:

BOUNTY PAID ON FISH CAUGUT IN BRAS D'OR LAKES: M. for Stmnt.*
(Mr. McDougall) 1443 (ii).

CAPE BRETON RY. : Que. (Mr. Blake) 2239 (iii); in Com. of Bsp.,
3418 (iv).

C LAIMS UNDER TIERS Or CONIFEDERATION: prop. Re. (Mr. 0amsero,
lawerEe3s) 607 (i).

LIFa.sAVIe APPARATUS; Ques. (Mr. Dodd) 289 (1).
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CAPE BRETON-Continued.

ROAoCU, Mf., AND PILOTAÂGE CoMmUssoN: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3427 (iv).
TLaUGRAPHi SYSTEm 09 ISLAND: Que.. (Mr. Cameron, Invernu8) 78 (i).
VAOANCY lI TRU REPRSENTATION AND RET. OF MUMBER, 1 (i).

CAPE ST. IGNACE, STATION AT : Ques. (Mr. Camgrain) 246 (i).
CAPE ToEMENTINE RAILWAY, CONNECTION W1TH: Ques. (Mr.

.Davies) 2997 (iv).
CAPE TRAVERsE BRANCH Ry., PAYMENT TO ÇONTRACTORS

FOR CONSTRUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 694 (i).
CAPITAL ACCOUNT, EXPENDITURE ON: M. for Stmnt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 45 (i).
CARLTON, EVACUATION OF, REP.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567 (ii).
Carriers by Land B. No. 5 (Mr. Coughlin). 1°*, 29;

2° m., 102 (i).
Carriers by Land B. No. 13 (Mr. McCarthy). 10*,

40; 20 m., 254, 282; Amt. (Mr. Curran) 6 m. h., 285;
neg. (Y. 64, N. 74) and 2°*, 289 (i).

CARON, CLoVIS, SALARY AND ExPENsEs As FIsHERY OvER-
s5ER: Ques. (Mr. Blondeau) 290; M. for copies of Rep.,*
532 (i).

CARPET MATO: in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (ii).
CASOUMPEO HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS : Ques. (gr. Yeo) 479 (i).
CASUALTIES ON G. T. R. AND C. P. R. AND BRANCHEss: M. for

Stmnt. tMr. Mitchell) 226; on I. G. R. (Mr. Weldon)
100 (i).

CAU4HNAWAGA INDIÂN GENCY: M. for cOpy Of Rep. (Mr.

Bolton) 1443 (ii).
CAVALRY SCoOoLs. See " MILITIA."

ÇENSUS IN MANITOBA AND NORTH-WEST: Ques. (Mr. Far.
row) 149 (i).

Census, Man., N.W.T., &c., B. No. 21 (Mr. Pope).
1? of B. and iRes. prop., 46 ; M. for Com. on ]Res., 74 ;
in Com. 75 ; M. to receive Rep. of Com., 125;. Res.
agreed to and 21 of B., 126; in Com., 171; consdn. m.
and Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to recom., 212 ; neg.
on a div., 212; Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to recom.,
213; neg. (Y. 62, N. 120) 215; Amt. (Mr. Mills) to
recom., 215 ; neg. on a div., 215 ; 3*, 215 (i). (48-49
Vic., c. 3.)

Central Bank of N.B. B. No. 40 (Mr. Temple).
1j*, 125; 20*, 180 (i) ; in Com. and 30*, 939 (ii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 11.)

CENTRAL ONT. RY. Co's. SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Pope)
3458 ; in Com., 3473 (iv).

Central Prison of Ont. Act Amt. B. No. 129 (Sir
John A. Macdonald). 1°*, 1z26 (ii) ; 2°, in Com. and
30* 2402 (iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 79.)

CERTIcATEs oF LIQUOR GRANTED IN 00. OF RALTON: M.
for Ret* (Mr. McCraney) 67 (i).

CRAINS, IRoN OR STEEL : in Com. on Ways and Means, 849
(ii).

CRANGE OF NAMEs IN N.W.T.: Ques. (Mr. Tassé) 2359 (iii).
CHAPLEAU, SHERIFF, COMMUNICATIONS FROM, re OUTBREAK:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
CHARLINCH POST OFFICE, APPOINTMENT OR REMOVAL OF

PosTMAsTER, &c. : M. for Papers (Mr. Blake) 708 (i).
CRARLOTTETOWN PUBLIC BUILDINGS, CONSTRUCTION OF: Qles.

(Mri. Wedon) 2359 (iii).

CHENEVERT, J. A., EMPLOYMENT oF BY PUB. WoRKs DEPT.

Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 429 (i).
CHERRIER, GEO. E., INDIAN AGENT AT CAUGRNAWAGA, DISMIS-

SAL OF: M. for IRet.* (Mr. iolton) 1443 (ii).
CHINA AND PORCELAIN WARE: in Com. on Ways and Means

847 (ii).
CHINEsE COMMIssIONERs' iREP. : Ques. (Mr. Shake8peare) 29,

211 ; presented (Mr. Chapleau) 234 (i).

CHINESE COMMISSION, RLOOMS RENTED AND PAYMENT OF SECRE•
TARY: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 567 (i).

CHINEsE COMMIsSION: M. for copy of Commission, Names
of Commissioners, salary, &o. (Mr. McMullen) 56 (i),

CHINESE IMMIGRATION, LEGISLATION RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr.
.Blake) 505, 632 (i).

CINESE IMMIGRATION: Deb. on prop. Res. (Mr. Chapleau)
3002; (Mr. Shakespeare) 3011; (Mr. Baker, Victoria)
3013; (Mr. Gordon) 3022; (Mr. Homer) 3022 (iv).

Chinese Immigration Restriction B. No. 124
(Mr. Chapleau). 10, 1037 (ii); wthdn., 3023 (iv).

Chinese Immigration Restriction B. No. 156 (Mr.
Chapleau). Res. (Chinese Interpreter) prop., 2421 (iii);
in Com. on Res., 3023; prop. Res. (Poll Tax, &o.) 2497;
M. for Com. on Res., 3002; in Com., 3023; 1°* of B.,

3323; 2° ard in Com., 3050; 3°, 3075 (iv). (48-49
Vic., c. 7 1.)

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. No. 31 (Mr. Chapleau).
10, 101; Res. prop., 210; Res. (Letter Carriers) in Com.,
270; Res. (C. S. Examiners, &o.) in Com., 273, 281

(i); conc. m., 889; cono. in, 892; 2° of B. m., 1095;
2° and in Com., 1097-1130, 1281 ; 30 m., 1282; Amt.
(Mr. Mitchell) 3 m. h., 1282; neg. (Y. 67, N. 112) 1286;

Amt. (hir. Casey) to recom., 1291 ; neg. (Y. 59, N. 107)
1293; Amt. (Mr. Blake) to recom., 1294; neg. (Y. 58,
N. 104) 1296; Amt. (Mr. Davies) to recom., 1297; neg.
(Y. 57, N. 103) 1301; Amt. (Mr. Lister) to recom.,
neg. on same div., 1303; Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to recom.,
1303; neg. on same div., 1304; 30 on a div., 1304 (ii);
M. to conc. in Senate Amts., 1823, 2396 (iii). (48-49
Vic., c. 46.)

CIVIL SERVICE VOLUNTEERS: Remarks (Sir John A. Afac-
donald) 3053 (iv).

CHOLERA, PRECAUTIONS AGAINST: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 568 (i).
CURC POINT AND TROUT COVE PIERS, ENGINEERS iREP.

M. for copy (Mr. Vail) 54 (i).
CIVIL SERVICE ACTS AMT. B.: Ques. (Mr. Casey) 28 (i).

CIVIL SERVICE EMPLOYÉS IN B.C., NAMES, &C.: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Baker, Victoria) 1442 (ii).

CLAIMS OP CONTRACTORS 0F SEC. B. See «C. P. R."
CLAIMS, &C., OF HALF-BREEDS (Mr. Blake). Se6 4HAL?-

BREEDS."

CLAIM OP STAFF COMMANDER BOLTON. See "BOLTON."

CLAIMS OF MAN.: Mess. from His Ex., 202 (i). See B. 155.
CLARK, G. M. K. (JUDGE) SUMS PAID TO PROM 1879 TO '84:

M. for Ret. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 697 ; Ques., 235 (i).
CLARK, JUDGE, REP. re AWARD SEc. B. Se "C.P.R."
CLARIE's CROssING, ARIvAL oF TRooPI AT.: Tolegrama

read (Mr. Caron) 1206 (i).



INDEX. ci
OLEARING VESSELS WITHOUT HAROR MASTER'S CERTIFI-

CATE: Ques. (Mr.Paint) 862 (ii).
CLERK OF THE ROWN IN CHANiRY: Lista of Vacancies'

Writs issued, and New Members returned, 1, 113 (i)>
1192, 1385 (i), 3072 (iv).

CLERKS OF WORKS. See "PUBLIC WORKS."

CLOTHING AND GREAT COATS : in Com. of Sup., 2906 (iv).

CLOyER POINT, B.C., TELEGRAPH CABLE: M. for Re.* (Mr.
Baker, Victoria) 1443 (ii):

COAL ENTERED EX-WAREHOUSE, FREE, OR FOR EXPORTATION:

M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Weldon) 100 (i).

COAL, SPRING HILL MINES: M. for Ret.(Mr..McMullen) 533(i).
COAL LANDS, SALES AND LiAsES: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr.

Charlton) 209 (i). See "DoMINIoN LANDS."
COAL, PURCHASE OF FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS, QUANTITY AND

VALUE: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Kirk) 313 (i).

COAL, TENDERS TO SUPPLY FOG-WHISTLES, &C., IN BAY OP

FUNDY: M. for copies (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 533 (i).
COifFIN'S ISLAND LIGHTHoUSE, PROTECTION Or: QUeS. (Mr.

Forbes) 1915 (iii).
COLLINS, J. E., SUMS PAID TO FOR SERVICES: M. for Ret.,

(Mr. McMullen) 699 (i).

Colonial and Indian Exhibition B. No. 126 (Mr.
Pope). Res. prop., 451 (i); in Com., 892; Res. conc.
in and 1°* of B., 1064 (Hi); 2', in Com. and 30*, 2399
(iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 44.)

COLONIZATION CO.'S MODIFICATION OF AGREEMENTS: QUeS.

(Mr. Edgar) 2241 (iii).
COLORED LABELS FOR FRUIT: in Com. on Ways and

Means, 857 (i).
Commercial Bank of Windsor B. No. 117 (Sir

Leonard Tilley). 1°*, 832; 2Q, 1671; Order dschgd.
and B. ref. to Com. on Banking and Commerce, 1677
(ii); in Com. and 30*, 2396 (iii). (48-49 ic., c. 84.)

COMMERCIAL TREATY wITH JAMAIoA: Ques. (Mir. Laurier)
2854 (iv).

COMMITTEES:
BANEUPTOT; M. for Sp. Com. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 47; Mess.

from His Ex. referred to Com, 102 (i).
DEBATUs, OFFICIAL REP. : M. for Cem. te supervise, 28 (i).
LIERARY: M. for Joint Com. of both Houses, 36 (i).
SELECT STANDING: M. (Sir John A. M&acdonald) 2; M. for (om. te

prepare liste, 27 ; Liste presented, 30 ; conc. in, 32; Remarks
(Mfr. Blake) 67 (i).

COMMISSIONERS ON CHINESE DIFFICULTY IN B. C. : M. for
Ret. (Mr .&McMullen) 56 (i). See " CIl 1N 8E."

COMMIS8IONER TO ENGLAND. See ".IGHi COMMISSIONER."
COMMISSION, I. C. R. See "ROBERTSON, J. D."
COMMISSION ON HALF-BREED CLAIMS. See "HALF-BREEDS."

COMMONS. See "lOUSI OF COMMONS."

COMMUNICATION WITH IMP. GOVT.: QueS. (Mr. Blake) 1744 (iii).
COMMUNICATION WITH P. E. I. (Str. Lansdoone): in Comn.

of Sup., 927.
COMPENSATION FOR LossEs: Ques. (Mr. Ros8) 3321 (iv).

COMPANIES.i
AUERnT ABD P. E. I. RY. (0.os B.: M. to introd. (gr. Towlagend)

349 (i).
BRANTreOD, WATnoo AND Lii Ern RY. Co. Se. B. 59.
CAIaTy, EKDuTo AiD A TABA L iAnDIN RY. . B. 7&

(COMPANIES-Continued.
CANADA AGRIOULTURAL INSURANCE o.'a LIQUIrDoiN : M. for rtmt.

(Kr. Amyot) 803 (1).
CANADA CO-OPERATIVE SUPPLY ASSOCIATION. Se B. 81.

CANADA SOUTHERN RY. 00,, &C. See B. 9.
0ANADIAN PACIIO EMPLOyiS RELIEF AsSOCIATION. &e B. 75.
COLOI41ZATION 00.' AGREEKENTE, PETITIONS, &C.; M. for copies

(Mr. Blake) 92 (i); Quo., 1678 (ii), 2241 (iii).
DOMINION GRANGE MUTUAL FIRE INSURANCEA SSOCIATION. 80 B. 55.
DOMINION DRAINAGE 00. Seo B. 28.
ERIE AND NIAGARA Ry. Co. See B. 9.
FORT MACLEOD RANcEE TELEGRAPII CO. See B. 80.

IREDERICTON AND ST. MARY'S Ry. BRIDGE 00. Sec B. 50.
GaEÂAT WESTERN AND LAKE ONT. SHORE JUNCTION RY. 00. Se. B. 88.
HALIrA STEAK NAT. Co., KONEYS PAID TO; M, for copies of Reps,

&o. (Mr. Blace) 210 ().
HAMILTON, GUELPH AND BUFFALO RY. 00. Seo B. 77.
HAMILTON PROVIDENT AND LOAN SOCIETY. Se B. 114.

BURON AND ONT. BRIP CANAL 00. Se. B. 69.
INSURANcE Co.'s, LOAN 00.' AND BUILDING 8001ETIEU. S B. 66.
INTERNATIONAL COAL 00. Se. B. 51.
INTERNATIONAL FERRIES. Se B. 17.
KOOTENAT Ry. Co. oF 8.0. Seo B. 83.
LAKE ERIE, ESSEX AND DETROIT RIVER RY. 0o. S. B. 24.
LONDON LirE INEURAîiCE 0o. Seo B. 76.

MANITOBA CENTRAL RY. CO.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 862 (il).
MANITOBA AND NORTN-WESTERN RY. 00. OF CANADA. &e BO. 74

and 147.
ONT. PAcirr Ry. Co. Seo B. 72.
PORT CREDIT HARBOR 00., REPORTS MADE TO GOVT. : M. for copies

(Mr. Platt) 124 (i).
PORTAGE LA PRAIRIE AND LAKE OF TRE WooDs RY. AND NAv. o.

Sec B. 63.
QU'APPELLE AND LONG L AxE AND SASxcATEwAN R. AND TMET. Jo.

Sec B. 147,
RICHELIEU AND ONT. NAVIGATION 00. S6 B. 61.
RIVER ST. CLAIR Ry., BRIDGE AND TUNNEL 00. Se. B. 8.
RoaR LAKE, SOURIS AND BRANDON RY. (o. Sec B. 110.
ROYAL CANADIAN INSURANE 00. Se 13. 43.

RusH LAKE AND SASKATCHEWAN Ry. AnD NAv. 0o. &u B. 79.
SAULT STE. MARIE BRIDGE 00. Se B. 52.
SOUTH SASKATCHEWAN VALLET RY. 00. Se. B. 37.
WEST ONT. PAiocIl RY. Co. Se B. 94.
WINNIPEG AND PRINCE ALBERT RY, 00. See BS. 82 and 91.
WOOD MOUNTAIN AND QU'APPELLE RY. 0o. Sed B. 23.

[See BS. 147, 158 and 164.]
CONALLY, CAPT. S6e "DUMM'Y LIGITËOÙE.
CONCURRENCE. See " SUPPLY."
CONSOLIDATED FIVE PER CENT. LOAN : M. for Rot. (Sir

Richard Cartwriqht) 484 (i).
CONSOLIDATED FUND, RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE: M. for

Ret.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).
Congregational Missionary Societies' Confirm-

ation B. No. 54 (Mr. Abbott). 10*, 170; 20*, 259;
in Com. and 3°*, 490 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 34.)

Consolid. Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 146
(Mr. Costigan). Res. prop., 2421; M. for Com. on Reg.,
2526; in Com., 2528; 1°* of B., 2529; 2° m., 2935;
20*, 2536 (iii); in Com., 2968; 3°, 3002; M. to conc.
in Sen. Amts., 3435 (iv). (48-49 Vic, c. 62.)

Consolid. Insurance Act Amt. B. No. 20 (Sir
Leonard Tilley). 10, 46; 21, 126 (i); in Com., 2430;
Order for 3°, 2532; deb. adjd., 2533 (iii); ref. back to
Com., 2768; 3', 2770 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 49.)

Consolid. Militia Act Amt. B. No. 152 (Mr. Caron).
10, 2853; 2° m., 3045; 2° and in Com., 8046; 3o*

8075 (iv). (48-40 Pic., c.72.)



INDEX.
Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879, Anit. B. No. 30 (Mr.

Well). Ry. 101 (i).1
Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879, Amt. B. No. 35 (wr.

Bergeron). 1°*, 113 (i).
Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879, Amt. B. No. 111 (gr.

Mulock). 1°, 742, (i).
CONIOLID. OF THE STATUTES, REP. OF CoàiMMISIoNER: pre-

sented (Sir John A. Macdonald) 32 (i).
CONSTITUTIONALITY OF CAN. TEMP. ACT. See " LUGHRIN."

CONTRACTS FOR PRINTING SINCE 1867 : M. for copies*F (Mr.

(Rykert) 246 (i).
ÇONTINGENCIES, DEPTL.: in Com. of Snp., 914, 916, 921, 923,

925, 927 (ii).
Controverted Elections Acts Amt. Bill No. 98

(Mr. Mulock). 10, 605 (i).
CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS. See "ELECTIONS" and respective

Districts; also " HOUSE OF COmmoNs."
COPYRiGHT, LAW OF: prop. Res. respecting (Mr. Edgar)

708 (i).
CORRESPONDENTS DISMISSED FROM CAMP. Sée 4l DIsTuR-

BANCE IN THE N. W."
CORNWALL CANAL: in COm. Of Sup., 3301 (iv).
CORNWALL PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Q8es. (Mr. Lister) 2997 (iv).

CORPUS CHRISTI, ADJMT. FOR: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)
2301 (iii).

COSTE, Louis AND EUO2NE, EMPLOYMENT OF: QUes. (Mr.

Lister) 1131 (ii)
COTTON BED-QUILTS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (ii).
COTTON YARNS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (ii).

COUNTY COURT JUDGES' SALARIES: Ques. (Mr. Holton) 3075
(iv).

Cotnty Court Judge, Man., Salary Provision B.
No. 162 (Sir John A. Macdonald). Res. prop., 3395 ;
in Com. on Res., 3435 ; 1°* of B, 3436 ; 2°* in Com.
and 30*, 3470 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 55.)

Court of Claims for Canada B. No. 93 (Sir Hector
Langevin). 1°, 449 (1); prop. Res., 777 (ii); Order
for 20 dschgd. and B. wthdn., 2439 (iii).

Court of Ry. Commissioners B. No. 12 (Mr. McCar-
thy). 10, 40 (i).

Cox, Geo. Branford, Relief B. No. 138 (Mr. Cam-
eron, Buron). 10 on a div., 1473; 20 on a div., 1566;
in Com. and 3°, on a div., 1723 (ii). (48-19 Vic., c. 85.)

Criminal Law Amt. B. No. 57 (Mr. Ouimet). 1,
170 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (Assault and Battery) B.
No. 42 (Mr. Tupper). 1°*, 125; 20m., 218; deb. adjd.,
219 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (Burglary, &c.) B. No. 71
(Mr. Robinson, Bastings). 1°, 210 (i).

Criminal Law Amt (Burglary, &c) B. No. 136
(Mr. Robertson, Bastings). 1°, 1335 (ii).

Criminal Law Amt. (Disorderly Houses) B. No.
56 (Mr. Ouimet). 10, 170 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (Law of Evidence) B. No. 6
(Mr. Cameron, Huron). 1°*, 29 ; 2 me., 176; oonadn.

resmd., 180; Amt. (Mr. Tupper) 6 m. h., 182; neg.
(Y. 55, N. 87) 187; 29 and ref. to Sel. Com., 187; in

com., 496; Amt. (Mr. Amyot) to reoom., neg. (Y. 34,
N. 76) 504; 3°*, 616 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (Seduction, &c.) B. No. 123
(Sir John A. Macdonald). 1°*, 1037 (ii); 2° and in
Co., 2767; 3° m., Amt. (Mr. Charlton) neg. (Y. 58, N.
72) 2767; 3°*, 2768 (iv). (48-49 Tc., c. 82.)

Criminal Law Amt. (Seduction, &c.) B. No. 27
(Mr. Charlton). 10, 76; 2° m., 619 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (Summary Convictions) B.
No. 41 (Mr. Tupper). 10, 125; 20, 892 (ii).

Criminal Law Amt. (Summary Proceedings)
B. o. 128 (Mr. Small). 1°*, 1130 (ii); Order for
20 transferred to Govt. Orders, 2420 (iii); 2° m., 2827;

2 and in Com., 2829 (iv).

Criminal Law Amt. (unguarded Holes in the
Ice) B. No. 22 (Mr. Robertson, Hamilton). 1°*, 57;
2°, 131 ; in Com., 150; Order dschgd. and ref. to Sel.
Com., 496 (i).

CRIMINAL LAWB OF CANADA, 1869-1871, PUBLICATION OF IN

FaENcH : Ques. (Mr. Gîgault) 246 (i).
CRIMINAL LIBEL. " See SAUNDERS AND WooD."

CRIMINAL STATISTIOS: in Com. of SUp., 1026 (ii).

ORITICISMS OF PRESS AS TO CAUSE OF DISTURBANCES IN THE

NORTH-WEsT, AND SLUR UPON FRENCH MEMBERS COM-

MANDING BATTALIONS: Remarks (Mr. Landry, Mont-
magny) 887 (ii)

CROZIER, SUPT., REP. oF re INDIAN SYMPATHY WITH HALF-

BREEDS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).

Cruelty to Animals Prevention B. No. 47 (Mr.
Charlton). 1°*, 147 (i).

CULLERS, SUPERVISOR OF. See " SUPERvISOR OF CULLERS."

Culling and Measuring Timber Acts Amt. B.
No. 154 (Mr. Costigan). Res. prop., 2419; M. for
Com. on Res., 2475 (iii) ; 1°, 20 and in Con., 3043;
30*, 3075 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 65.)

CUMBERLAND: Vacancy in the Representation, Warrant
issued and Return of Member to represent, 1 (i).

Customs and Excise Duties Acts Amt. B. No.
157 (Mr. Bowell). 10, 3250; 2?*, 3434; in Com. and
30*> 3435 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c 61.)

CJSTOMS AND EXCISE:
ANIMAL CHARCOAL, IMPORTATIONS: M. for Ret.* (gr. Stair8) 533 (i).
APPRAISER AND INLAND REV. COLLECTOR AT SUMMERSIDE: Ques.

(Mr. Yeo) 350 (i).

BEET-ROOT SUGAR, IMPORTATIONS : Ques. (Mr. Vail) 744 (i).
BONDED MACHINERY IN USE: Que.. (Mr. cMullen) 3320 (iv).

BROUSEAU & LISABELLE, FRAUDS BY : Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 1887 (ii).
COLLECTIONS IN ALGOMA: M. for Ret. (Mr. Dawson) 39 (i).
OUSTOMs AND Excisa DUTIES, Sée B. 157.
OUSTOMS AND EXCISE RECEIPTS FOR JUNE: QueS. (Sir RicAard Cari-

wright) 3073 (iv).
DETECTIVES OR POLICE IN N S.: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 889 (ii).
DRAWBACKS ON MANUFACTURED EXPORTS : M. for Ret. (Mr. Paterson,

Brant) 139 (i).
DUTIEB, OOLLECTION OF UNAUTHORISED : Remarks (Mr. Blake) 427 (i).
DUTIES, IMPOSITION OF: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Watson) 1443 (ii).
DUTY ON GRAIN, ABOLITION 0F : M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Camron,

Middes) 54 (1).

eii
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CUSTOMS AND EXCISE-Continued.

EXcISE DUTIUS : In Com. on Ways and Meanus, 3294; conc., 3470 (iv).
ExCISI REVENUm o 6 MONTES, 1884-85: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 290 (i).
ExcSiE REVENUE FOR MAY, 1884 AND 1885: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 2531 (iii).
ExPoRT DuTy OY OAx, PuaN, &a.: M. for Ret.' (Mr. Edgar) 1442 (il).
FrIES ExAcTED, &a.: M. for Stuint. (Kr. Blake) 56 (i).
FLOUR AND CORNMEAL, INCREASED DUTIES: Ques. (Mr. Porbes) 148 (1).
FLOUR, CORN, &C., IMPORTED: M. for Ret: (Mr. Cafmaros, Yiddlesez)

56 (i).
FRENCH CANADIAN EMPLOYAS Ix DIPT.: Ques. (Vr. De St. Georgeu)

1914; (Mr. Catudal) 2171 (iii).
IMPORTS FOR CONSUMPTION: M. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

30 (i).
MAcRNzIE, J. L., VIOLATION OF CUsTOMs LAWs : M for Ret.' (Mr.

Mofat) 1442 (il).
MACOINLEY, A. & W., SoHOOL Boori UNTEID UNDER VALUE : M. for

Ret.' (Mr. Rykert) 1443 (ii).
MONTREAL, SEIZURES AT: Ques. (1r. Langeliar) 1387 (Ii).
PORT MULGRAVE AS A sUB-PORT: M. for PaperS (Mr. Kirk) 2750 (iy).
PRISON MAÑUFACTURES, IMPORTATION OF: Ques. (Mr. .Platt) 2169 (ii).
RAILS, IMPORTATION OF RY G.T.R.: Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 1566 (ii).
BICE, INCREASED DUTIES ON: Ques. (Mr. Shakespeare) 695 (i).
RICHIBUCTO AND KINGSTON PORTS, OUSToxs BUSINESS: M. for Ret.'

(Mr. Landry, Kent) 1442 (il).
RIDGETOWN AS A PORT oF ENTRY, PETS., &c. : M. for copies* (Mr.

Casey) 532 (ii).
SonOOL BOOts CONSIGNED BY NELSON & Sox: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Wallace) 1443 (ii).
SETZUREs AT N.S. PORTS OF ENTRY: M. for Stmnt.' (Mr. Staire)

532 (i).
SPIRITS TAKEN OUT OF BOND: Ques. (1r. Blake) 3371; Stunt. (Mr.

Costigan) 3395 (iv).
ST. CROIX COTTON MILLS, PAYMENT oF DUTIES : Que. (Mr. Edgar)

632 (1).
TORONTO, SEIZURE OF SCHOOL BooKs AT: M. for Ret.' (Mr. Rykert)

1443 (ii).
WHEAT AND FLoUR DUTIES, MEMORIALS: M. for copies* (Mr. Pater-

son, Brant) 532 (i).
WHEAT AND FLOUR IMPORTS AND EXPORTS : M. for Ret. (Mr. Pater-

son, Brant) 138 (i).
WHEAT, FLOUR, CORNMEAL AND CORN, DUTIES in N.B. : M. for Ret.'

(Mr. Vail) 533 (i).

WINES, SPIRITS, ALE, &C., IMPORTED: M. for Ret.' (Mr. Rykert)
313 (i).

WINNIPEG, SBIZUR8s AT: M. for Stmni. (Mr. Paterso,, Brant) 293
(i) ; M. for Ret.,* 1443 (il).

[See "WAYS AND MEAN."]

CUTLERY: in Com. on Ways and Means, 845 (ii).
DAMASK oF COTTON: in Com. on Ways and Means, 858 (ii):
DAMs AT LAKEFIELD AND YOUNG'S POINT: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

1130 (ii).
Davis, Amanda Esther, Relief B. No. 84 (Mr.

White, Cardwell). 1° on a div., 226; M. to fix day for
2° agreed to (Y. 86, N. 61) 226; 2° on a div., 567; in
Com. and 3*, 693 (i). (48-49 Vie., c. 37.)

DEBATES, OFFICIAL REP: M. (Mr. Bowell) for Sel. Com.,
28; First Rep. p.esented (Mr. White, Cardwell) 32; M.
to conc. in Second Reps, 40; Delay in distributing
Daily Issue to Newspapers, 595; Delay in distributing
French Translation,' 746 (ii); Mis. to conc. in Third
Rep., 2168 (iii), 3359 ; Omissions from, 3249, 3474 ; M.
to conc. in Fourth Rep., 3458; in Com. of Sup., 2765,
conc., 3372 (iv).

DEBT OF TI DOMINION. S e4 CAPTAL AoCOUNT."

DIBT op CANADA,
Chsarlton) 2465

elii
FLOATING AND UNU»ID : Ques. (Mr.
(iii).

DiT, FLOATING AND UNSEOURED, OP 0. P. I. : Ques. (Mr .
Charlton) 219 (i), 1677 (ii).

DEBT o NoRTH AMERICAN CONTRACTING c. To 0.P.R.:
M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 145.

Di CHENu, CAPT. A. M., ENQUIRy RESPUcTING: M. for
copies of Complaint* (Mr. (asgrain) 30 (i).

DEEPENING Op BRAs ST. NIOHoLAS: M. for copies Of Pets.,
(Mr. Langelier) 312 (i).

DEEP-WATER FISHERIES OFF CoAST oF B.C.: Qtes. (fr.
Baker, Victoria) 3073 (iv).

DELANET, GOWANLOCK AND OTHER PRISONER, RESOE O it
Telegram from Gen. Middleton (read) 2357 (iii).

DEPTL. CLEERK, DELAY IN PAYIMENT OF: Ques. (Mr. Blake)
2170 (iii).

DEPTL. OONTINGUNCIES: in Com. of Sup., 914-927 (ii).
DEPoSIT8, GoVT. Sec " BANxs AND BANmNG."

DpUuTY SixrAE : M. appointing Malachy Daly, Esq., (Sir
John A. Maedonald) 72 (i); SALARY : in Oom. of Sup.,
3351, 3353 (iv). Sec B. 26.

DESAULNIERS, MB. A. L.: Certificate of Bleotion and Re.
turn of, 1 (i).

DESPAToHEs. OFFICIAL, REsPEOTING ENGAGEMENTS IN THil

N.W., 2169, 2199 (iii).
DE8PAToCrEs. See " MIDDLETON, GENL."
DETEOTIVES, CUSTOMS, IN N.S.: Qiies. (Mr. Forbes) 889 (ii).
DEWDNEY, LIEUT.-GOV., OOMMUNICATIONS WITH GOVT.: QueS.

(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
DIOBY PIR, WHARFAGE COLLEØTIONS

Ret.* (Mr. Vail) 532 ().
DINGMAN, M. A. See " INDIANS."
DISALLOWANOE OF PROVINCIAL ACTS:

0.C., &o. (Mr. Blake) 52 (i).
DiseoozY IBLAND, B.C., LIGHTnousE

Baker, Victoria) 479 (i).

POR 1884: M. for

M. for copies of

ON: Ques. (Mr.

Disorderly Houses, B. No. 56 (Kr. Ouimet). 10*,
170 (i).

DISPUTE; BZETWEEN Ma. TILTON AND STAFF COMMANDER
BoLToN: M. for Rep. of Auditor Geni. (Kr. McAullen)
135; M. for Ret.,* 312 (i).

DISPUTED BOUNDARIES OF ONT., IMPERIAL LEGIBLATION:
Ques. (Mr. Mills) 51, 115 (i); 2854, 2998, 3321 ; on M.
for Com. of Sup., 3437 (iv).

DIBPUTED TER., INDIAN TITLE TO, INFORMATION RESPECTING:

Ques. (Mr. Mills) 594 (i).
DISTURBANCE IN THE N.W:

ANDRa FATuEi, LETTFR PROM, 1N JIAL., 1883: Quo. (r. Belake)
3425 (iv).

ARMS, DEsRIPTION Or: Ques. (Mr. Gault) 814 (il). -
ASSISTANCE TO FAMILIES OF MILITIAMEN: Remarks (Sir Riehard

Cartwright) 894 (il).
AsSISTANCE TO BETTLERS TRaOUGH REBELLIONV QUoi. (Kr. Ross)

2854 (iy).

BATOCHE, OAPTURE OF, RUMOED INDIGNITIES COMMITTED BY VOLUN.
TaNs: Remarks (Kr. Desjardins) 2998; Queo. (Mr. Royal)

---- ENGAGEMENT AT, DRSPATCH ESPBCTING : Read (Kr.
Speaker) 1380 (ii).
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DISTTRBANÇE IN TE N.W.-ontinved.

BAmE or BATOONE, TusRAN PReM GEm,. MIDDLUTON, GIVING

DETAIms: Read (Mr. Caron) 1822; second despatch, 1855 (iii).
BIG BEAR, RELEARSE oF PRISONERS BY : Tel. read (Mr. Caron) 2750 (iv).
OARRIAGE OF WAR SUPPLIES BY AMERIoAN RAILWAYS, 839 (ii).
OEAPLEAU, SmERiFF, COMMUNICATIONS FROM, re OUTBREAi : Ques.

(ir. Blake) 3426 (iv).
MIvIL SERvIoI VOLUNTEERS : Remarka (Mr. Edgar) 3043 (iv).

OLAREK'S CROSSINe, ARRIVAL op TRooPs AT: Telegram read (Mr.
Caron) 1205 (ii).

COMPENSATION FoR LOisES: Que.. (Mr. Ro8s) 3321 (iv).
CORREIPONDENTS, DISMISSAL OP FRox CAMP : Que. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 1608 (ii).
COlT oF EXPEDITION : QUe,. (Mr. Charlton) 1678 (il).
OROWFOOT, COMMUNIOATIOV PROM: Read (Sir John A. Macdonald)

1038 (ii).

ORoWIER, SUPT., REP. o0, re INDIAN SYMPATHY WITH HALI-EREUDI:
Ques. (Mr. Blake), 3425 (iv).

DUWDNEY, Gov. COMMUNICATIONS WITH GovT. : Ques. (Mr. Blake)
3425 (iv).

DumAs, MIOEIL, APPOINTMENT OP AB FAR INSTRUCToR : Ques. (Mr.
Blake) 3425 (iv).

DUMONT, GA"RIEL: EXTRADITION oP: Ques. (Mr. MeMullen) 2358;
FRRY LIcENsB GRANTED TO: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).

-Duoî Làxu, ENGAGEMENT AT: Telegram read and Despatch of
Troops, 790 (ii).

DucE LAxE, REP. OF FIGHT AT: Queo. (Mr. Troto) 1743 (iii).
EXPENSES. Bee B. 149.
FORT PITT, DIDASTER AT t Confirmation of News (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) 1281: Tel., 1301 (ii).
FIRE TRANsPORT oP BODIES OF VOLUNTEERS KILLED: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 2029 (iii).
FROG LAIE, MASSACRE AT : Stmnt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 994(ii).
FUNERAL EXPENSES OP ACHILLE BLAIS: Que.. (Mr. Langlier) 2169 (iii).
GATLING GUNS FOR USE oF TROOPs : Que.. (Mr. Robert8on, Hattinge)

813 (il).
GOVT. OFFICIALS IN THE N.W., COMMUNICATIONS WITE : QueO. (7fr.

Blake) 3425 (iv).
GRANDIN, BISiiop, COMMUNICATION FROM: Que,. (Mr. Blake) 3321,

3423 (iv).
HALF-BREED COMMISSION: Letter read from Mr. Street (Sir John

A. Macdonald) 1607 ; work of (remarks) 1566 (ii).
HOUGHTON, COL., MISSION IN 1884 : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
IMP. GovT., CoMMUNICATION WITH : Que.. (Mr. Blake) 1744 (iii).
INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS IN THE FIELD: Prop. M. (Mr. White, Cardiell)

812 (ii).
INDIANS AT FT. QU'APPELLE, LOYALTY or :!Telegram read (Sir John

A. Vacdonald) 1320 (ii).
INDIANS AT TOUCHWOOD : Telegram read (Mr. Caron) 1566 (ii).
INSURGENTS, DISPOSITION 0, BY GENL. MIDDLDTON: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 2169 (iii).
ISBESTER, JAMES, APPOINTMENT AS FARM INSTRUCTOR: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 3425 (iv).
LEDUO, FATHER, AND MR. MALONET, COMMUNICATIONS WITH GOVERN-

MENT : Ques. (fr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
LuXuRIES FOR THE VOLUNTEERS, FORWARDING OF : Remarks, 98 (ii).

MEMORIALS, &C., RESPECTING GRIEVANCES, ANSWERS TO ; Que,. (Mr.
Blake) 3424 (iv).

MIDDLETON, GENL., INSTRUCTIONS ISSUED TO, RESPECTING INSURGENTS:
Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2169 (iii). See "MIDDLETON" for DESPATCHES.

MONTREAL GARRisoN ARTILLERY: Que.. (Mr. Blake) 156 (il).
MOUNTED POLICE OPICERS, REPS. PROM OP ENGAGEMENTS: QueD.

(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
NORTH-WEST COUNCIL, RES. re BALF-BREED CLAIMS; Que.. (Mr.

Blake) 3425 (iv).
OFFICIAiL DESPATCHES RESPECTING ENGAGEMENTS, 2169 (iii), 2999 (iv),
YEINCE ALBERT AND ST. LAURENT SETTLEMENTS, REPS. OF MEsSRS.

RUSSELL AND ALDOUS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).
PRINCE ALBERT COLONIZATION Co.'s LAND, SETTLERS AND SQUATTERS

IMPRovEMENTS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).

oft
DISTURBANCE IN TE N.W.-Continued.

OBeAIZATIoN op Coxpàme mN Tm N.W.: Que«. (Mr. Blae) 1474;
Remarks (Mr. Watson) 816 (ii).

OTTER's, COL., MARCK To BATTLEFORD: Remarks (Mr. turon)
1386 (il).

OUMET's, COL., AIISENcE PROM DUTY : Remauk (Mr. Caron)
1167, 1205 (ii).

PILLAGE OF HoUES oP HALF-BRE ET VO LUNTUIER: QueS. (Mr.
Langelier) 2169 (iii).

PERSONAL EXPLAIATION (Mr. Caron) 966; Remarks, 968 (ii).
PETITIONS AND RES., &C., HALF-BREEDE AND SETTLERS OLAIMS: QueS.

(Mr. Blake) 3426 (Iv).
POUNDMAKER AND OTHER INDIANs, DEIPATO PROM GENL. MIDDLETON

ANNOUNING CAPTURE: Read (Mr. Caron) 2139 (iii).
POUNDMAIXR, SEIRMISH WITH: Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 1646; Telegram

from Herchmer: Read (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1649 (ii).
PRISONERI, SURRENDER oF, BY POUNDMAKER: Ques. (Mr. Edgar)

2065 (iii).
PRISoNEEs HELD FOR TRIAL : Remarks (Mr. Laurier) 844 (iv).
QU'APPELLE HALP-BREEDS, REP. oP MR. WALSH: Que.. (Mr. Blake)

3426 (iv).
RAID ON HOUSES AT BATTLEIORD : Remarkî (Sir John A. Macdonald)

889 (il).
RELIEF Op DESTITUTE FAMILIES (remarks) 3321.
RELIGIoUS RITES REFUSED PRISONERS : ReInaks (Mr. Blake)

2998 (iv).
RESCUE oF MRS. DELANET, GOWANLOCE AND oMHR PRMoNERs : Tele-

gram from Genl. Middleton read (Mr. Caron) 2357 (iii).
REWARDS FOR BRAVERY: Ques. (Mr. Ca8grain) 2359 (iii).
RIEL, CAPTURE Or, TELEGRAX PROM GENERAL MIDDLETON: De4d (Wr.

Caron) 1895 (vol. iii).
RIEL'S PROPOSAL TO ACCEPT MONEY: Queo. (Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).
RIEL, TRIAL oF: Ques. (Mr. MeMfulen) 2358 (iii).
RIVER LOT CLAIMI, SETTLEMENT OF, MR. PEARCE'S LUTTER RESPECTING:

Quel. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
ST. LAURENT, LAND AND SURvEys op: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
ST. LoUIs DE LANGEvIN, PET. PROM SETTLRU : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3424 (iv).
SCHMIDT, ANSWER To LETTER OF : Quel. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
SCOTT'S, COL., BATTALION : Ques. (Mr. Wateon) 1064 (ii).
STONEY INDIAN RISING : Stmnt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 863 (ii).
SURvEYS oF RIvER LOTS AT ST. ALBERT, &C. : Que.. (Mr. Blake)

3424 ; mode of (Ques.) 3424 (iv).
TACHÉ, ARCHBISHOP, COMMUNICATION FROM re HALF-BREEDS : Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
TRIAL op PRisoNiun : Remarks (Mr. Laurier) 3440 (iv).
TRooPs, MOVEMENTS or, 838, 872, 887; Telegram from Col.

ANYOT, 1328 (ii).
VIGEEVILLIS, FATHER, CoR. WITH MR. DETILLE : Quel. (Mr. Blake)

3424 (iv).
VICTORIA RIFLES, MONTREAL: Ques. (Mr. Curran) 1983 (iii).
VOLUNTEERS, RECoGNITIOE op SERviCs -. Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2029,

2170 (iii) ; in Com. on Res., 3370 (iv).
VOTE op TEANKS TO GENL. MIDDLETON AND VOLUNTEERS : (Mr.

Caron) 3459 ; Res., 3463 (iv).
WANT OP CONFIDBEiC RIs. 0ee " WAYS AND MUANS."
WAR SUPPLIES, CARRIAGE OF, EY AMERICAN RAILWAYS I Que.. (Kr.

Blake) 836 (ii).
WILLIAMS, COL., DEATH op : Remarks (Mr. Caron) and Tel. read

from Genl. Middleton, 3073 (iv).
[ee " H ALF-BREEDBS" "DOMINION LANDs, " bc.]

DIVISIONS:
ADMINISTRATION OP JUSTICE IN TH N.W.T. B. 141 (Sir John A.

Macdonald): on M. to conc, in Re., Amt. (Mr. Blake) neg.
(Y. 37, N. 67) 2957; on M. for consdn. of B., Amt. (Mr. Mili)
neg. (Y. 37, N. 79) 2968 ; on M. for 3?, Amt. (Mr. Villa) 3000;
neg. (Y. 35, N. 89) 3433 (iv).

ADULTERATION oP FooD, Dnues, bc. B. 143 (Mr. Cotigan): on M.
to conc. in Amts. from Com. of W., Amt. (Mr. Blake) neg. (Y.
42, N. 60) 2751 (iv).
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AXIXALS, I1RMcToUS, &c., DIauima AYFICTING B. 44 (Kr. Pope)
on M. for 30, Amte. to recom. (Mr. Sutherland, Oxford) 1321
agreed to (Y. 131, N. 16) 1324; (Kr. Mulock) 1324; neg. (Y
54, N. 90) 1327; (Ur. Catudil) 1327; neg. (Y. 58, N. 89) 1328;
(Kr. Casey) 1328; neg. (Y. 54, N. 94) 1332; (Mr. Armstrong
1332; neg. (Y. 50, N. 88) 1334; (Mr. Davies) neg. (Y. 50, N
84) 1334 (11).

Bgawans AND DISTILLERS, COxPENSATION TO : Prop. Res. (Mr
Kranz) 236; Amt. (Mr. Fisher) agreed to (Y. 105, N. 74) 253 (i)

CANADA True. A CT, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamiuson) : on M. for 2°
Amt. (fr. lues) 951 ; neg.[(Y. 17, N. 109) 954 ; 2

0 
agreed to (Y

108, N. 15) 934; on M. to conc. in Amts. from Com., Amt. (Kr.
Buee) 1047; neg. (Y. 49, N. 86) 1050; on M. for 30, Amte. to
recom. (Ur. Hickey) 1051; agreed to (Y. 68, N. 64) 1054; (fr
White, Cardwell) 1059; neg. (Y. 39, N. 78) 1062 (ii); on
consda. of Sen. Amts., Amt. (Ur. Jamieson) 2645; neg. (Y. 75,
N. 84) 2647 ; Amt., 2648 ; neg. (Y. 54, N. 108) 2651; Amt. neg.
(Y. 75, N. 90) 2552; Agît. (Mr. Small) 2660; neg. (Y. 78, N. 86)
2670 (IV).

0... R. Co.'s AcTS ANT. B. 153 (1r. Pope): on M. for Com. on
Res., Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2643; neg. !(Y. 51, N. 100)
2723; on M. to roc. Rep. of Com. on Bes., Amie. (Mr. Charlton)
2860; neg. (Y. 53, N. 91) 2881 (Mr. Casey) 2862; neg (Y. a
N. 91) 2863; (Kr. Laurier) 2863; neg. Y. 55, N. 89) 2864; (1r.
Weldon) 2864; neg. (Y. 53, N. 89) 2865 ; (Kr. Watson) 2865,
neg. (Y. 51, N. 93) 2868 ; 30 agreed to (Y. 77, N. 45) 3294 (iv).

O. P. R. TusTLES AND BRIDGES • M. for Stmnnt. (Mr. Edgar) 100;
Amt. (Kr. &cLelan) agreed to (Y. 101, N. 54) 112 (i).

CiNsus or MAN., N.W.T., &c., B. 21 (Ur. Pope): on conadn. of B.,
Amt. to recom. (Sir Richard Cartwright), 213; neg. (Y. 62, N.
120) 215 (i).

CHIIrMAN OF COMMITTEU's RULING : Appeal (Mr. .kdgar) from deci-
sion to House; Ruling sustained (Y. 78, N. 46) 1513 (ii); (Mr.
Cameron, Huron) Ruling sustained (Y. 67, N. 41) 1924 (iii).

OmL SERVICE ACTS AxT. B. 31 (Kr. Chapleau): on M. for 30t
Amt. 3 m.h. (Ur. Mtchell) 1282; neg. (Y. 67, N. 112) 1286;
Amts. to recom. (Mr. Casey) 1291 ; neg. (Y. 59, N. 107) 1293;
(Mr Blake) 1294; neg. (Y. 58, N. 104) 1296; (Ur. Davies)
1297; neg (Y. 57, N. 103) 1301 ; (Pesers. Lister and Mulock)
1303; neg. on same div. (ii).

OJIzKINAL LAW Ai T. (Lw or EVIDERNCE) B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,
Buron): on M. for 20, Amt. 6 m. b. (Mfr. Tupper) 182; neg.
(Y. 55, N. 87) 187; on M. for 3°, Amt. to recom. (Mr. Amyot)
neg. (Y. 34, N. 76) 504 (i).

CRIXINAL LAW AmT. (OFuNcEs AGAINIT TuE PERSON) B. 123 (Sir
John A. Macdonald): on M. for 30, Amt. (Mr. Charlton) rais-
Ing age of consent in girls, neg. (Y. 58, N. 72) 2767 (iv).

DAvis, AMANDA ESTHER, RELIEF B. 84 (Kr. White, Cardwell) : M.
to fix day for 20 agreed to (Y. 86, N. 61) 226 (i).

DEBATES, OFFIciAL REPS. : on M. (Mr. Wàite, Cardwell) to conc. in
Third Rep., Amt. (Mr. Tassé) 3665; neg. (Y. 18, N. 127) 3369 ;
Amt. (Mr. Wooi, Brockville) 3361; neg. (Y. 63, N. 82) 3369;
Amt. (Kr. Hickey) neg. (Y. 53, N. 91) 3370 (iv).

EXCHANGE BANX, GovT. ADVANCSs TO: Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
cenouring Govt., 363; neg. (Y. 59, N. 118) 394 (i).

FACToRIs REGULATION, &o., op LAsOR B. 85 (Ur. Bergin): on M.
to rame. adjd. deb., Amt. to subs:itute B. 92 (Can. Temp. Act)
940; agreed to (Y. 86, N. 62) 948 (ii).

FRANCHISE, ELECTOnAL, B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for
2?, Amt (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1137; neg. (Y. 59, N. 104)
1166; Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 1171 ; neg. (Y. 54, N. 86) 1204 ; 2°
agreed to (Y. 111, N. 63) 1277; on consdn. of B., Amt. (Mr.
Charlton) neg. (Y. 51, N. 96) 3053; Amt. (Mr. Jenkine) 3053 ;
Amts. to Amt. (Mr. Mclntyre) 3056 ; neg. (Y. 50, N. 95) 3058 ;
(Kr. Weldon) 3058; neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3060; (Mr. Watson)
neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3061 ; (Mr. Mulock) neg. (Y. 46, N. 96)
3061; (Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. 44, N. 95) 3062 ; Amt. (Kr.
Jenkins) agreed to (Y. 114, N. 17) 3062; Amts. (Ur. Langelier)
neg. (Y. 41, N. 92) 3063 ; (14r. Burpee) neg. (Y. 37, N. 89)
3063; (Kr. frow) 3063 ; Leg. (Y. 36, N. 88) 3064 ; (Ur. Arm-
strong) neg. (Y. 37, N. 87) 3064 ; (Ur. Somerville, Brant) neg.
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(Y. 38, N. 87)3085; (Mesrs. NoCraney and Ine) neg. (Y. 88,
N. 87) 3065 ; (Messrs. Camerots [iddlese] and Langelier) nog,
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3066 ; (Mesurs. Lister and Camoero, Ruron) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3067 ; (Mesurs. Weldon and Pairbank) ngoi.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3068; (Mesurs. Paterson [Brant] and Gillmor)
neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3069; (Messrs. Bolton and Fieher) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3070 ; on M. for 38, Amt. 8 m. h. (Mr. Nills)
3071 ; neg. (Y. 37, N. 88) 3072 (v).

. HALF-BRED GniEvANesCa: Res. (Mr. Blake) ln Amt. t oCom. OR
Ways and Means, 756; (Y. 57, N. 122) 771 (1); Re#. (Mr. Blake)

. censuring Govt., 3110; neg. (Y. 49, N. 105) 3213 (1,).

. HATZVELD, GEo. Louis EXIL, DivoRcE B, 107 (Mr. Kilsert)s S9
agreed to (Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (i).

. LAND GRANTS To Rys. B. 147 (Sir Hector Langevin) on Order for
3n, Am t. (Mr. Blake) 2890 ; neg. (Y. 46, N. 86) 2893 ; turther
Amts. (Mr. Blake) neg. on sane div., 2894 (iv).

LiisnmV oP PARLIAMINT B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for
30, Amt. (Mr. Laurier) neg. (Y. 51, N. 65) 2763 ; 39 on aMe
div. reverued, 2763 (iv).

PATENT ACT, 1872, AXT. B. 25 (Mr. White, Rerjrew) 20 m., 266 1
neg. (Y. 57, N. 70) 269 (1).

PU'LIC EXPENDITURe : R. (Sir Richard Cartwright) in Amt. bQ
Com. of Sap., 2868; neg. (Y. 42, N. 79) 2889 (iv).

REPRESENTATION OF THE N. W. T. IN PARLT.! Re&. (Mr. Cameron,
Buron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 3404 ; nog (Y. 85, N. 77)
3408 (iv).

SBORT LINE Ry., MONTREAL To ATLANTIC: Prop. Ro. (Mr. Laurier)
189; M. to adjn. deb. agreed to (Y. 104, N. 49) 200 (i).

SPEARa, DEPUTY, APPOINTHENT B. 26 (Sir John A. Macdonald) -on
Prop. Res., Amt. to ref. to Sel. Coin. (Mr. Blake) 70; neg (T,
59, N. 121) 72 (1).

SUBsIDIEs, FURTHER, TO RYs. B. 158 (Sir Fetor Langevin): on M. to
cono. in Amts. from Com. of W., Amits. (Mr. Kirk) 3401; neg.
(Y. 40, N. 83) 3403; (Mr. Blake) nog. (Y. 43, N. 79) 8404;
Amit. (Mr. Laurier) 3057; Amts. to Amt. (Mr. Langelier) 3266;
neg. (Y. 39, N. 101) 3292; (Mr. Lesage) 3292; neg. (Y. 88, N.
101) 3292; Amt. (Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. -35. N. 101) 2293,
(IVy).

SURENS COURT APPRLLATE JURJSDJOTIoN LIMITATIoN B. 3 (Mr.
Landry, Montmagny): 20 m., 151; neg. (Y. 34, N. 125) 169 (1),

WABHINGTON TREATY AND REOlPROCITT RO. (Ur. Davis#) 14 &mt.
to Coin. of Sap., 995; neg. (Y. 58, N. 98) 1023 (ii).

DIVORCE:
COURT, CREATION OC A: Ques. (11r. Farrow) 77 (1).
Cox, GEORGE BRANFORD. See B. No. 142.
DAvIs, AMANDA ESTREII. Ses B. No. 84.
EVANS, ALICE ELviA. Seo B. No. 106.
EviDENCE IN CASEB: Remarks (Mr. Jackson) 428 (i).
HATZFELD, GEoRGE Louis EMIL. Ses B. No. 107.
TERRY, FAIRY ExILy JANE. Sec B. No. 97.

DoDOE, BRENTIION, OF MENTVILLE, N.S., DISMISSAL OP: M.
for Rot.* (Mr. Mofat) 1442 (ii).

DOMINION AND PROVINCIAL FRANOHIBES, DESPATOH PROM
MR. FIELDING: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2170 (iii).

"DOMINION ANNUAL REGISTE," PAYMENTS ON ACCOUNT OP:
M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. McCraney) 1443 (ii).

DOMINION BUILDINGS IN CHARLOTTETOWN, CONSTRUCTION Or:

Ques. (frr. Davie8) 1039 (ii).
DOMINION DAY, SITTING OF THE ROUSE ON: QUei. (Mr.

Blake) 2773 (iv).
Dominion Drainage Co.'s incorp. B. No. 28 (Mr.

Haggart). 10*, 88; 20*, 113 (i); M. for Com., 1007;
deb. adjd., 1008; M. for Com., 1386 (ii); in COm. and
30*, 3053 (iv). (48-49 Vie., c. 95.)

DOMINION EXHIBITION: in COM. Of SUp., 1026 (ii),



INDEX.
Dominion Grange Mutual Pire Insurance Asso-

ciation B. No. 55 (Mr. White, Cardwell). 1°*, 170;
20*, 246 (i); in Com. and 30*, 1210 (ii). (48-49 Vi.,
c. 93.)

DOMINION LANDS:
AEcIucius: in Com. of Sup., 3346 (iv).
AGRICULTURAL, TImER, PASTURE AND MINERAL LANDS AND ToWN

SITES : M. for Rot.* (Kr. Charlton) 209 (i).

B31L 4 KAVANAGH LAND CLAIME: M. for copies of 0. C. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) 479 (i).
CoiL LANDS, SALES AND LEASis: M. for Stmnt.* (Kr. Charlton)

209 (i).
DITMONT's LOT ON TZE SASKATCHEWAN: Ques.(Mr. Blake) 2029 (iii).

FORESTS, PROTECTION OF, J. H. MORGAN'S REP. : M. for copies (Mr.

Cockburn) 202 (1).
FRAUDE, &., IN DEPT. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1915, 2170 (iii).
FRAUDE AND IRREGULARITIES IN DEPT.: QueS. (Kr. Blake) 1915,

2170 (iii).
GRA zINe LAND LEASEs : M. for Ret. (Mr. Charlton) 209 (i).

HOMESTEADS WITHIN RY. BELT: Ques. (Afr. Blake) 479 (i).

INDIAN LANDS ACQUIRED BY GOVT. IN ONT.: Ques. (Mr. Mille) 632 (i).
INDIAN LANDS sOLD IN VIGER AGENCY: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. De St.

Georges) 1443 (ii).
INDIAN LANDS UNSOLD IN Co. op PEEL: M. for List (Mr. Paterson,

Brant) 147 (i).
INDIAN LANDS UNSOLD IN Tp. op TORONTO: M. for List* (Mr. Fleming)

147 (i).

INDIAN LANDS UNSOLD IN TRAPALGAR: M. for List* (Mr. McCraney)

533 (i).
INDIAN RESEIRVES IN B.C. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 703 (1);

Purchase of by Govt.: M. for copies of Cor., &c.,* 1443 (ii).
ISLANDS IN THE ST. LAWRENCE, LEASE op, &C. : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Wood, Brockville) 147 (i).
LAND GRANTS TO RYS. IN MAN. AND N.W.T.: M. for copies of Cor.

(1r. Blake) 92. Sée B. 147.
LANDS IN Ry. BELT, B.C., AND HOMESTEAD ACT: Que.. (Kr. Heson)

289 (i).
LAND SALES, RUCEIPTB ON ACCOUNT OF: Que.. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 2854 (iv).
LAND SALES, &C., SOUTH or 24-MILE BELT: QUe.. (lir. Cameron,

Huron) 2530 (iii).
LANDS SOLD OR L EASED FOR TIMER, LoGs, &C.: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr.

Jackenzie) 40 (i).
MINING AND TImEUR LANDS NORTH oF LAKE SUPERIOR: M. for 0.0.,

&c. (Mr. Mille) 66 (i).

MORGAN, J. H., APPOINTMENT AS FORESTRY COMMISSIONER: M. for

0.0., &c.1 (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 147 (i).
PATENTS ISSUED TO SETTLERE IN PRINCE ALBERT: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

964 (ii).
PLANS AND SURVETS Or ST. LAURENT: Que. (Mr. Blake) 2358 (iii).
PRINCE ALBERT COLON. Co.'s TOWNSHIP SURVEYS: Ques. (Mr Bike)

2170 (iii).
PRINCE ALBERT, CLAIME OF SETTLERS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567 (ii),

2358 (iv).
QU'APPELLE VALLET FARMING Co.'a AGREEMENT: Que,. (Kr. Blake)

816 (ii).
Ry. LANDS IN B.C. : M. for Ret." (Mr. Blake) 1443.
REVENUE FOR SEVEN MONTHS, 1884-85: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 290 (i).
RIOnMIEU COUNTY, DoN. PROPERTIES : M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. fasuge)

147 (i).
RIVER LOT CLAIRS, N.W.T.: Ques. (Mr. Biake) 3424 (iv).
SALES FoR 1884-85: Ques. (Mr. Trow) 3072 (iv).
BUTTLER' OR SQUATTERS' IMPROVEIRNTS : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3426 (iv).
SImPSON, G. A., GoVT. LAND AGENT : Que.. (Mr. Blake) 57 (i).
SQUATTERS IN QU'APPELLE VALLET : M. for Ret. (Mr. Lister) 205 (i).

BURVEYS AID PLANS, BATTLEFORD AND EDMONTON: Ques. (Mr. Blake)
2357 (iii).

1URVETS AND ExMINATIoN Of RETURNS ; in Com, of Sup., 3344 (iv).

DOMINION LANDS-Continued.
ST. ALBERT RIVER LOTS, SURVEYS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
ST. LAURENT, SURVEVYS oF: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
TIMBER DUES IN B. C. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2240.

TIMBER LICENSES OR BERTHS IN B.C.: M. for Ret.* (Kr. Charlton)
210 (i).

TIMEuR LICENSEs OR PERMITS: M. for Rets.* (Kr. Charlton) 30, 121

(i), 863 (ii).

[See also " H ALF-BREFDS " and " INDIANS."]

DOMINION LICENSE ACT, WORKING OF : M. for Cor. (Mr. Ber-
geron) 307 (i).

DOMINION NOTES, ISSUE AND REDEMPTION: in Com. of Sup.,

897 (ii).
DOMINION RIFLE ASSOCIATION : in Oom. of Sup., 2913 (iv).

DONINION PROPERTIES IN COUNTY OF RICHELIEU: M. for

Stmnt.* (Mr. Massue) 147.

DOMINION STEAMERS. Sec " MARINE," " SUPPLY," &C.

DOMINION SUBSIDIES TO THE PROVS.: M. for copies of Cor.

(Mr. Aymot) 303 (i). See " SUBSIDIES."

DOUTRE, J., re iHALIFAX COMMISSION: in COm. Of Sup.,
3392 (iv).

DRAWBACKS ON MANUFACTURED EXPORTS: M. for Rot. (Kr.

Paterson, Brant) 139 (i).
DRAWBACK ON SHIPBUILDING MATERIALS: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Weldon) 100 (i).
DREDGES, TuGs, AND SoWS, BUILDING OF: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Jackson) 53 (i).
DREDGEs, TUGS, BARGES, &C., ON RED RIVER: M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).
DRILL PAY, &c.: in Com. of Sap., 2910 (iv).
DRILL SHED AT QUEBEC, TENDERS FOR OONSTRUCTION OF: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) 533 (i).
DRuGGISTs' LICENSES UNDER CAN. TEMP. A CT : QUes. (Mr.

McCraney) 1306 (ii).

Dry Docks, Encouragement of Construction,
B. No. 108 (Sir Hector Langevin). 1°, 693 (i); 2°
and in Com., 894; 3 4, 895 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 5).
See B. 7.

DRUGS. See " ADULTERATION."

DUcK: in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (ii).
DUCK LAKE, ENGAGEMENT AT, REP. oF: Tolegrama road

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 790; Ques. (Mr. Royal) 1567
(ii); (Mr. Trow) 1743 (iii).

DUMAS, MICHEL, APPOINTMENT oF AS FARM INSTRUCTOR:

Ques. (UKr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
DUMMy LiGlTHOUsz FOG-HORN : M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Jackson) 293 (i).
DUMONT, EXTRADITION OF : Ques. (Mr. Lister) 2358 (iii).

DUMONT, GABRIEL, FEnRY LICENSE GRANTED TO: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 3425 (iv).
DUNDAS AND WATERLOO MACADAMIZED ROAD, SALE OF BY

GOVT.: M. for copies of P9pers, &c. (Mr. Paterson,
Brant) 147 (i).

Dundas and Waterlco Road Sale and Transfer
B. No. 120 (Sir Bector Langevin). Res. prop., 451 (i);
conc. in and 10* of B., 892 (ii) ; Order dschgd. and B.

wthdn, 2396 (iii).
DUNDAS PUBLIC BUILDINGS, ERECTION OF: Ques. (Mr. Bain,

Wentworth) 290 (i).

ovi
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DUTIES, COLLECTION OF UNAUTHORIZED: Remarks (Mr.

Blake) 427 (i).
DUTIES, IMPOSITION OF, IN OLD PROV. OF CANADA: M. for

]Ret." (Mr. Watson) 1443 (ii).
DUTIES OF CUSTOMS AND EXCISE. See " CUSTOMS."
DuTr ON GRAIN, ABOLITION OF: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Cameron, Middlesex) 54 (i).
DUTiES ON FIsu EXPORTED TO THE U.S.: M. for Rot. (Mr.

Davies) 831 (i).
DUTIES ON MAY, COR. BETWEEN CANADA AND U.S. : M. for

copies (Mr. Irvine) 443 (i).
DUTIES COLLECTED ON WHEAT, FLOUR, &C., in N.S.: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Vail) 533 (i).
DYNAMITE, LEGISLATION RESPECTING : QueS. (Mr. Farrow)

57 (i).
EARNINGS AND WORKINa EXPENSES, C.P.R.: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 816 (ii).
EARTIIENWARE AND STONEWARE: in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (ii).
EARNINGS, C.P.R., MAIN LINE AND LEASED LINES: M. for

Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 61 (i).
EASTER, ADJMT. FOR: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 713 (i); M. (Sir

-Hector Langevin) 888 (ii).
EASTERN EXTENSION RY.,EARNINGS AND WORKING EXPENSES:

Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Inverness) 148; M. FOR STMNT.*,
313 (i) ; in Com. of Sup., 3300, 3384 (iv).

EASTERN SECTION C.P.R., QUANTITIES, &C., ENGINEERS'

ESTIMATES : M. for copies (Mr. Blake) 299, 302 (i).
EDGAR, MR. J. D.: Certificate and Election and Return of, 1.

EDUCATION OF INDIANS AND IMALF-BREEDS IN MAN. AND

N.W.T.: M. for Ret.' (Mr. Eirk) 1443 (i).
EDMONTON AND SASKATCHEWAN LAND Co.'s AGENT: M. for

Ret.-Y (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii) ; Tp. Surveys, 2171 (iii).-
EGYPT. 8ee " VOYAGEIRS."
ELECTION EXPENsEs: in Com. of Sup., 3451 (iv).

Election of inmembers Acts Amt. B. No.
Cameron, Huron). 1°, 41 (i).

ELECTIONS, CONTROVERTED:
Luxwox: Judge's Rep. and Oertificate, 1.
LEvis: Judgment of Supreme Court, 593 (i).
NORTHUMBERLAND: Judgment of Supreme Court, 593 (i).
SOULANGES: Judgment of SuDreme Court, 1.
WEST MIDDLE8EX: Judge's Rep. and Judgment, 1.

14 (Mr.

ELECTIONS SINCE GENERAL ELECTION, 1878: Date of certifi-
cates, date of receipt, issue of Speaker's warrants,
receipt, &c., M. for Stmnt (Mr. Blake) 210 (i).

Electoral Franchise. See "FRANCHISE."
ELGIN COUNTY JUDGE, CASE OF: M. for Ret. (Mr. Wilson)

98 (i).
ELGIN STATION, L'ISLET, ERECTION OF. Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)

148 (i).
ELGIN. See " REFUND OF BONUSES."

EMERSON, TOWN OF, GOVT. AID TO: Ques. (Mr. Cameron,
EHuron) 148; M. for copies of Claims, &c.,y 448 (i).

Employment of Prisoners. See " PRISON LABOR."
Employment of Women and Children in Fac-

tories B. No. 2 (Mr. Bergin). 10*, 29; Order for 21
dschgd, 362 (i). See B. 85.

EQUIPMENT OF THE 9OTÈI BATTALION: Qies. (Mr. Ros)
2854 (iv).

Erie and Niagara Ry. Co. See " CANADA SouHERN."
ESQUIMALT GRAVING DOCK, LENGTH OF: Q8. (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 743; SUBSTITUTION OF GRANITE TOR SAND.

STONE: Ques., 743 (i). See B. 7.
ESSEX CENTRE TO KINGSVILLE HARBOR RT. SUBSIDT : prop.

Res. (Mr. Pope) 3458 (iv).
ESTIMATES, THE, for 1885-86, presented: (Mr. Bowell)

289 (i); Suppl., 3359; Further Suppl., 3423; Suppl. for

1884,85, 2820 (iv).
ETCHEMIN RIVER LINE, SURVEY oF: Ques. (Mr. Lsage)

350 (i).

Evans, Alice Elvira Relief B. No. 108 (Mr. Edgar).
10 on a div., 672; 2° (Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (i) ; in Com.
and 3° on a div., 873 (ii). (48-49 Fic., c. 39).

EXCHANGE BANK, GOVT. ADVANCES: Res. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) censuring Govt., 295, deb. r8md., 363;

(Sir Leonard Tilley) 367, 391; (Mr. Holton) 368; (Mr.
Casgrain) 369; (Mr. Mulock) 370; (Mr. Ives) 372; (Mr.

Blake) 373 ; (Mr. White, Cardwell) 380; (Mr. Davies)
384; (Mr. Macmaster) 387; (Messrs. Lister and Mcý
Mullen) 390; (Sir Richard Cartwright) 392; (Sir John
A. Macdonald); 393 (i).

EXCHANGE BANK OF CANADA, GOVT. CLAIM AGAINST: QUed.
(Mr. Bolton) 89 (i).

EXCIsE DUTIES: in Com. on Ways and Means, 3294; OOno.,
3470 (iv).

EXCIsE. See " CUSTOMs."

EXHIBITIONS. See " ANTWERP," " COLONIAL" and l DOM-

INION."

EV1DENCE IN CRIMINAL CASES: Deb. on M. for 20 of B, 6
(Mr. Cameron, Buron) 176 ; (Mr. Tupper) 180 ; on Amt.

6 m. b. (Mr. Woodworth) 182; (Mr. Lister) 184; (Mr.
Beaty) 185; (Mr. Fleming) 186 (i). 8ee B. 6.'

EVIDtNCE IN DIVORCE CASES: Remarks (Mr. Jackson) 428 (i).

EXPENDITURE FOR Rys., CANALS, &C., IN B. C., N. W. T. AND

OTIIR PROVINCES: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Vanasse) 964 (ii).
EXPENDITURE ON ACCOJNT OF C. P. R.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.

Blake) 145 (i).
EXPENDITURE ON CAPITAL ACCOUNT: M. for Stmnt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 145 (i).
EXPENDITURE ON BRANCH LINEs o C. P. R., &C., COOT OT

EQUIPMENT, &C.: M. for Stmnts.* (Mr. Blake) 147 (i).
EXPENDITURE ON MAIN LINE BETWEEN CALLANDER AND PORT

ARTHUR AND SELKIRK AND KAMLOOPS: M. for Stmnt.*

(Mr. Blake) 100 (i).
EXPENDITURE TO COMPLETE GOVERNMENT CONbTRUCTION ON

C. P. R.: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1130 (ii).
EXTENSION OF C. P. R. TO CANADIAN PORTS ON ATLANTI0,

VERNON SMITR'S REP.: M. for copies (Mr. Lesage)
294 (i).

EXTENSION OF C. P. R. TO QUEBEC, PAPERS, &C.: M. for
Ret. (Mr. Blake) 1677 (ii). B. 2239 (iii).

Expense B. See "N. W. T."
EXPENSES OF ELECTION UNDER CAN, TEMP. ACT: in 0n. of

Sup., 3388 (iv).

eili
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EXPENSES OF MEMBERS OF THE GOVT., &., IN ENGLAND OR

ELSEWHERE: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Somerville, Brant),
124 (i).

Expiring Laws continuation B. N o. 165 (Sir
Bector langevin). 1°*, 20*, in Com. and 3°*, 3458 (iv).
(48-49 Tic., c. 52).

Explosive Substances B. No. 95 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald). 19*, 545 (i); 20, 893; in Com., 1167; 30,
1335 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 7).

EXPORT DUTY ON OAK, PINE AND SPRUCE Los: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Edgar) 1442 (ii).

EXTRACT OF FLUID BEEF: in COm. on Ways and Means,
857 (ii).

EXTRADITION ARRANGEMENT, COR. BETWEEN GOVT. OF CAN.
AND AMBASSADOR AT WASHINGTON: M. for copies of
0. C., &c. (Mr. Blake) 147 (i).

EXTRADITION OF DUMONT: Ques. (Mr. McZfullen) 2358 (iv).
EXTRADITION, DEMANDS FOR, AND PROCEEDINGS TAKEN: M.

for Stmnt.* (Mr. Blake) 67 (i).
EXTRA-MURAL EMPLOYMENT. See " PRISON LABOR."

FAgRE, MR., AGENT IN PARIS, REP. OF: Ques. (Mr. Caagrain)
290 (i) ; SALARY AND CONTINGENCIES: in Com. of Sup.,
8245 (iv).

Pactories B. No. 85 (Mr. Bergin). 1°*, 362 (i); 20 ,

873; deb. adjd., 886; M. to rsme. adjd. deb., 940; Amt.
(Mr. Jamieson) to substitute B. (No. 94) Can, Temp.
Act, 940; Amt. agreed to (Y, 86, N. 62) 948 (ii). See
B. 2.

IACTORY COMMISSION REP. (Mr. Blahe): Remarks, 455,
478 (i).

PACTORY LABOR REGULATION: Deb. on M. for 20 of B.
85 (Mr. Bergin) 873; (Air. Sproule) 881 ; (Mr. Mills)
882; Amt. (Mr. Jamieson) to substitute Can. Temp.
Act, 940; (Messrs. Bergin and Ives) 9J40; (Mr.Cameron,
Victoria) 941; (Mr. Scriver) 943; (Mr. Poster) 944;
(Mr. White, Cardwell) 946; (Mr. Landry, Kent) 946;

(Mr. Fisher) 947; (Mr. McNeill) 948 (ii).

Factory Labor, Regulation of, B. No. 2 (Mr. Ber-
gin). 1°*, 29; Order for 2° dschgd., 362 (i). See B. 85.

FACTORY OPERATIVES, NUMBER EMPLOYED: M. for Stmnt.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).

Pederal Bank of Canada Capital Stock, B. No.
10 (Mr. Small). 10*, 40 ; 2°*, 57; in Com. and 30*,
428 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 9.)

FEDERATION OF THE EMPIRE, PROPOSALS FOR: Ques. (Mr.
Edgar) 51 (i).

FEs FROM SETTLERS IN THE N. W. T.: Ques. (Mr. Blake)
2170 (iii).

Ferries, International, B. No. 17 (Mr. Patterson,
Essex). 1°*, 46; 2° m., 254; 2°*, 256 (i).

FERTILIZERS. See " AGRICULTURAL FERTILIZERS."

FINANCE AND TREASURY BOARD: in Com. of Sup., !01,
915 (ii).

FINANCE MINISTER, BIEALTH OF: QueS. (Mr. McGreevy)
2497 (iii).

FINANOES OF THE COUNTRY, CONDUCT OF : Remarks (Mr.

Blake and others) on M. for COm, of Sup., 8442 (iv).

FINANCIAL COMMISSIONER IN ENC.: in COm. Of Sup., 896 (ii).
FINANCIAL INSPECTOR: in Com, of Sup., 895 (ii).
FINES, CUSTOMS, EXACTED AND DISPOSITION oF sAME, &.:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 56 (i).

Fisheries Act Amt. B. No. 90 (Mr. Mulock) l",
426 (i).

FISHERIES, DEPARTMENT OF: in Com. Of Sup., 910 (ii).
FISHERIES:

ARRANGEMENTS WITH TEE U.S. : Remarks (Mr. Mitchell) 2980 (iv).
BOUNTIES, CLAIMS PAID: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Fortin) 56 (i).
BOUNTY To FiSHiNG VESSELS: M. for Stmnt. (1r. Burpee) 98 (i).

BoUNTY DISTRIBUTION: in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv),

BoUNTY PAID IN GUYSBOROUGH Co.: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 2751 (iv).

BOUNTY PAID ON FISH CAUGHT IN BRAS D'OR LAxEs : M. for Stmnt.*
(Mr. McDougall) 1443 (ii).

CANADIAN FISHERIES, 0.0., &C., RESPECTING * M. for copies (Mr.

fulock) 56 (i).
CARON, C., FISHERY OVERSEER, SALARY, &C. : Que.. (Kr. Blondean)

290; M. for copies of Rep.,* 532 (i).

COMMISSION, INCREASED REMUNERATION TO COUNSEL : in Com. of

Sup., 3391; cone., 3396 (iv).
DEEP-WATER FISHERIES or COAST oF B.C.: Ques. (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 3073 (iii).
EXTENSION oF ACT TO THE N.W. : QueS. (Mr. ieason) 51 (i).
FISN-RREEDING: in Com. of Sup., 2953 (iv).

FIsH CAUGHT IN BRAS D'OR LAKES, BouNTY PAID: M. for Stmnt." (ar.
.cDougall Cape Breton) 1443 (ii).

FISHERIES EXHIBIT : in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
FISHE: in Com. on Ways and Means, 859 (il).

FISHING LICENSES IN LAKE ERIE: M. for Ret. (Mr. Lister) 964 (ii).

FISH INSPECTOR IN CITY Or ST. JOHN: Ques. (Mr. Woldon) 2997 (iv).
FISH LADDERS IN LA HAVE RIVER, N.S.: Ques (Mr. Forbea) 2239 (iii).
FISH TAREN IN THE MIRAMICHI : M. for Ret. (Mr. Mitchell) 295 (i).
FISH WEIRS IN CO. o CHARLOTTE, LICENSES : M. for Ret.0 (1r

Gillmor) 1444 (ii).
FREE FISEING ALLoWED AMERICANS : Ques. (Mr. Porbes) 3321 (iv).
GAUVREAU, J., FISHERY OVERSEER, SALARY, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Blon-

deau) 290; M. for copies of Rep.,* 532 (i).

GREGORY, J. U., REP. oF ENQUIRY : M. for copies" (Mr. Blondeau)
532 (i).

HALIFAX COMMISSION, INCREASED REMUNRRATION TO COUNSEL : il

Com. of Sup., 3390-3392 ; conc., 3396 (iv).
INLAND FISHERIES Or ONT. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Vail) 229 (i).
INSPECTOR FOR B.C., APPOINTMENT or : Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

694 (i).
L ARE SIMCoE FISHERIES: M. for Ret.,* 1444 (ii); Ques. (Mr. Nul ock)

3073 (iv).
LEASES AND LIcENSES : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Weldon) 533 (i).

LONG POINT FISHING GReGUNDS : Ques. (Mr. Jackson) 289 (i>
MILLARD, OOLLECTION or FINES FROM : Queo. (Mr. Forbes) 1211 (ii).

NEGOTI&TIONS : Femarks (Mr. Vail) 3074 (iv).

PROTECTION AFTER JULY: Ques. (Mr. Vail) 2359 (iii).
PROTECTION IN THE N.W.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Ilesson) 700 (i).
PROTECTION STEAMERS: in Com. of Sup., 2955 (iv).

RIVERS AND STREAMS, RENTAL OF M. for Ret.* (Mr. MlfCulen) 448
(i) ; QueS., 2359 (iii).

ROGERS' FiSE LADDER, PURCHASE oR USE or: Ques. (Mr. Forbes)
3073 (iv).

ROGERS,W. H., BREACE or SAWDUST LAw: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Porbes)

147 (i).
SALMON FISHING IN BATHURST HARBOR : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2359 (iii).

STARR, J. E., REMovAL oF : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).

[SeC also " WASmINGTON TREATY."]

FLAG TREATY BETWEEN U. S. AND SPAIN: M. for copies of

Cor. (Mr. Vail) 219 ; deb. (Sir Leonard Tilley) 220;
(Mr. Blake and Sir John A. Macdonald) 221 ; (Mesrs.
Cartwright, Weldon and Davies) 222; (Mr. White, Card-

emll) 223; (Mr. Xitchelt) 224; (Mr. ffls) 225.
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PIvE PER CENT. CONSOLID. LoANS: M. for Ret, (Sir Nichard

Cartwright) 484 (i).
FLANNEL SHIRTS FOR THE MILITIA, C(ONTRACT FOR: Qnes.

(Mr. Binfret) 1306 (ii).
FLoUE AND CORNMEAL, INCREASE OF DUTY ON: Ques. (àfr.

Forbes) 148 (i).
FLOUE, CORN AND CORNMEAL IMPORTED AND ExPoRTED: M.

for Rot. (Mr. Cameron,.,Middlesex) 56 (i).
FoG HORN ON DUMMY LIGHTHoUsE : M. for Cor. (Mr. Jack.

son) 293 (i).
FoG HORNS AND LETTER-BOX FRONTS, TENDERS FOR: M. for

copies of advertisements, &c.* (Mr. Langelier) 313 (i).
FOOT AND CARRIAGE BRIDGE ON THE ST. JOHN RIVER: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Landry, Kent) 1443 (ii).
FoOT GREASE: in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).

FoRESTRY CoMMIssIoNERS, APPOINTMENT: M. for Rot. (Mr.
Paterson, Brant) 187 (i).

FoRESTS, PROTECTION OF, J. H. MORGAN's REP.: M. for copies

(Mr. Cockburn) 202 (i).
FORT FRANCIS CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 3385 (iv).

Fort Macleod Ranche Telegraph Co.'s incorp.
B. No. 80 (Mr. Ives). 1°*, 349; 20*, 428 (i); in
Com. and 3*, 1723 (ii); Sen. Amts. conc. in, 2357 (iii).
(48-49 Fic., c. 92.)

FORT WILLIAM, ONT., INDIAN RESERVE, ROAD oN: M. for
copies of Cor.* (Mr. Blake) 533 (i).

FORT WILLIAM INDIAN RESERVE, TIMBER LICENsES: M. for

Ret.*':Mr. Blake) 1442 (iii).
FORTY MILE BELT IN B.C.: Memo. read (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) 1983 (iii).
FRANcE AND CANADA, COMMERCIAL RELATIONS BETWEEN: M.

for copies of Cor. (Mr. Amyot) 825 (ii).
FRANCE AND QUEBEC, STEAMSHIP SUBVENTIONS: in Com.

of Sup., 2938 (iv).
FRANCE AND QUEBEC, FoRTNIGHTLY LINE, STEAMSIIIP SUB-

VENTIONS: in Com. of Sup., 2936, 2912, 3041 (iv).

FaANcE, COMMERCIAL RELATIONS. See " NIGH COMMISSIONER."
FRANCHIsE B. PETITIONS. See "PETITIONS."

Franchise, Electoral B. No. 103 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald). 1°, 629 (i); Order for 2° postponed, 1095; 2° m.,
1133; Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1137; neg. (Y.
59, N. 104) and deb.adjd., 1166 ; deb. rsmd., 1167 ; Amt.
(Mr. Laurier) 1171; neg. (Y. 54, N. 86) 1204; deb,
adjd., 1204; deb. rsmd., 1226; 2° agreed to (Y. 111, N.
63) 1277 ; M. for Com., 1336; in Com., 1385, 1388,
1444, 1475, 1568, 1608, 1646, 1680, 1712, 1745 (ii),
1782,1824, 1856,1895, 1915, 1956, 1983, 2052, 2065,
2086, 2104, 2139, 2172, 2210, 2241, 2274, 2301, 2321,
2345,2360,2393 (iii), 2757,3052,3062 ; on consdn. of B.,
Amt. (Mr. Charlton) neg. (Y. 51, N. 96) 3053 ; Amt.
(Mr. Jenkins) 3053; Amt. to Amt. (Mr. McIntyre)
3056; neg. (Y. 50, N. 95) 3058; Amts. to Amt. (Mr.
Weldon) 3068; neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3060; (Mr. Watson)
neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3061; (Mr. Mulock) neg. (Y. 46,
N. 96) 3061; (Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. 44, N. 95) 3062;
Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) agreed to (Y. 114, N. 17) 3062;
Amt. (M r. Langelier) neg. (Y. 41, N, 92) 8068; Amta

(r. .Burpee) neg. (Y. 37, N. 89) 3063; (Kr. Trow)
3063; neg. (Y. 36, N. 88) 3064; (Mr. Armstrong) neg.
(Y. 37, N. 87) 3064 ; (Mr. Somerville, Brant) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3065; Amte. (Messrs. McCraney and
Innes) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3065; Amts. (Messrs•
Cameron [Middlesex] and Langelier) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87)
3066; Amts. (Messrs. Lister and Caneron, Huron) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3067; Amts. (Messrs. Weldon and Fair-
bank) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3068; Amts. (Messrs. Pater-
son (Brant] and Gillmor) neg. (Y. 38, N. b7) 3069 ;
Amts. (Messrs. Bolton and Fisher) neg. (Y. 88, N. 87)
3070; on M. for 3°, Amt. (Mr. Mills) 3 m. b., 3071;
neg. (Y. 37, N. 88) 3072; 30 of B., 3072 (iv). (48-49
Vic., c. 40.)

FRANCR1ISE, ELECTORAL B., DEBATE:
ABBOTT, Mr. : in Com., "usufructuary," 1416 (ii); "revision

of lista," 2345, 2350 (iii); "general provisions," 1448 (il), 2352,
2355 ; "appeal," 2363 (iii).

ALLEN, Mr. : in Com., "person " (Indian) 1493 (Il); Ilqualifica-
tions," &c, 1853; "who shall not vote," 2166 (iii).

ARMSTRONG, Mr.: on M. for 21, 1272-1274; in Com., (woman
suffrage) 1469; "tenant'' (Amt.) 1481 ; "person " (Indian)
1492, 1506, 1542; "actual value," 1598; "qualifications, &o.,"
1643 (ii), 1880-1882; (manhood suffrage) 1970; (Amt.) 2001
"registration," 2247, 2318; "revision of lists," 2433 (iii); on
M for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 3064 (iv).

AUGER, Mir. : on M. for 20, 1239-1241 ; in Com., "usufructuary,"
1452, 1456, 1458 ; "1tenant" (Amt.) 1482; " person " (Indian)
1543; "actual value," 1597, 1606 (ii); "qualifications, &
1987, 1995, 2068 ; "'registration,"' 2296 (iii).

BAIN, Mr. (Wentworth): in Com., "person " (Indian) 1535;
"qualifications, &c.," 1709-1712 (ii), 1776-1779; (manhood
suffrage) 1952-1954; (Amt.) 1993, 2052, 2082 (iii), 2758 (iv);
"registration," 2252, 2280, 2289; "officers and duties," 2356
(iii).

BAKER, Mr. (Victoria): in Com., "personI" (Ohinese) 1587 (il).
BEATY, Mr., junr.: in Com., "qualifications, &c," 1874-1880 (iii).

BERGIN, Mr.: in Com. (remarks) 2203; "qualifications," tu.,
2085 (iii).

BLAKE, Mr.: on 10, 629 (i); on Order for 20 being called (re-
marks) 1095; on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 20, 1177-1192;
in Com., "usufructuzary," 1448, 1450, 1452, 1456, 1457; "per.
son " (Indian) 1487, 1565; "farm,'' 1591 (ii); on disqualifying
revising barrister, 2086; "who shall not vote" (Indians)
2104-2111, 2161, 2163; "registration," 2173, 2177, 2180, 2231,
2312; " revision of liats,"' 2346; "qualifications, &c.," 2393;
"appeal," 2395 (iii); "preamble," 2759; on Amt. (Kr.

Weldon) 3059 (iv).
BOWELL, Mr.: in Com, "actual value," 1596-1607; "occu.

pant," 1483; "tenant," 1478-1480 (ii); "qualifications,&c.,"
1995, 2061 ; "revision of lists," 2348; "appeal," 2361 ; "gen.
eral provisions," 2344 (iii).

BURNS, Mr. : in ocm., "qualifications, &c.," 1809 (iii).

BURPEE, Mr.: in Com., "person " (Indian) 1522 (ii); "quali.
fications, &c.," 1810, 1987, 1991, 2001, (manhood suffrage)
1959, 2004, 2058, (Amt.) 2060, 2073, 2079; "who shall not
vote" (Indians) (Amt.) 2120; "registration," 2251 (iii); on
Amt. (Kr. Weldon) 3058; on M. for consdn of B. (Amt.)
3063 (iv).

CAMERON, Mr. (Middlesez): on M. for Com., 1373-1379 (il); in
Com., (woman suffrage) 1440; "person" (Indian) 1493;
"qualifications, &c.," 1699-1707, 1890, 1895-1900, 1994, (Amt.)
1999, 2002, (manhood suffrage) 1973, 2061, (Amt.) 2071, 2073,
2077, 2084, 2085, 2395; "registration," 2193-2197, 2263; "who
shall not vote," 2102, (Indiana) 2149-2152, (Amt.) 2274, (Amt.)
2285, 2289, 2291 ; "appea," 2395 (iii); on M. for oona.ii tof B,
(Amt.) 806 (iv).
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CAMERON, Mr. (Victoria): in Com. (woman suffrage) 1393;
"tenant," 1477; "registration, " 2180, 2230, 2233 (iii).

CANERON, Mr. (Invernese): in Com. (woman suffrage) (cor-
rection re Indians) 1419; "qualifications, &c.," 1629-1632,
1836 (ii), 2395; "registration," 2278, 2283 (iii).

C AMERON, Mr. (Huron): on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M.
for 20, 1138-1143; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1394, 1438;
"owner," 1472; "tenant" (Amt.) 1475, 1478; "occupant,"
1483; "person" (Indian) 1502, 1527, 1580; "farm," 1591,
1592; "farmers' sons " (Amt.) 1594; "qualifications, &c.,"
1692-1699 (ii), 1924-1931, 2074; " registration," 2216-2220,
(Amt.) 2227, 2241, 2274-2277, 2281-2284, (Armt.) 2286, 2300,
2302-2305, 2313, 2317, 2319; "revision of liste," 2321, 2326-
2329, 2332, 2345-2348; "general provisions," 2314, 2345, 2351-
2354; "officers and duties," 2356, 2339; "appeal," 2360-
2366; "offences," 2390 (iii).

CAR TWRIGHT, Sir Richard: on M. for 20, 1131; (Amt.)
1137, neg. (Y. 59, N. 104) 1166; on M. for Com. (remarks)
1385; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1459; "tenant," 1479;
"person " (Indian) 1573 (ài); "qualifications, &c.," 1817,
1915-1918,1988, 1992, 1995, 2068, 2071, 2073, 2079, 2082, (Amt.)
2085; "registration," 2220-2223, 2232, 2279, 2281, 2285, 2288,
2297, 2299, 2300; "revision of liste," 2326, 2338, 2340, 2349;
"Igeneral provisions," 2344, 2355; "officers and duties" (In-
dians) 2382 (ii).

CAS1K, Mr.: on M. for 29, 1263-1266; in Com. (woman suf-
rage) 1401-1408, 1459; "usufructuary," 1452, 1458; "owner,"
1470; "tenant," 1477; " person" (Indian) 1496, 1528-1530,
1578, (Ohinese) 1582, 1590 ; "farm," 1592; "actual value,"
1596, 1604; "qualifications, &c.," 1739-1743 (il), 1828; (In.
dians) 1837, (Amt.) 1845; (manhood suffrage) 1956-1959,
1988, 2052, 2061; (Amts.) 2064, 2070, 2079, 2080, 2394; on
disqualifying barristers, 2086; " who shall not vote," 2086,
2093; "registration, " 2254-2258, 2270, 2272, 2282, 2283, (Amt.)
2288, 2290, 2308-2310; " revision of list s," 2321, 2323, 2325,
2333, 2343; "general provisions," 2344, 2347, 2350; "ofileers
and duties" (Indians) 2383-2385 (iii).

OASURAIN, Mr. : on M. for Com., 1384; (Woman suffrage)
1395: " usufructuary," 1447 ; "person " (Indian) 1516, 1519,
1538, (Chinese) 1588; "farm," 1591; "qualifications, &c.,"
1698-1692 (ii), (Amt.) 1791; "whoe shall not vote, " 2099 (iii).

CHAPLEAU, Mr.: on Amt. (1fr. Laurier) to M. for 2", 1171-
1177; in Com., "person " (Chinese) 1590 (il).

CitIARLTON, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20,
1158-1160; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1390, 1439; "person "
(Indian) 1503, 1523, (Chinese) 1587; "qualifications, &c.,"
1608, (Amt.) 1623 (ii), 1770-1773, (Indians) 1850, 1861-1871,
(manhood suffrage) 1917-1952; "registration," 2279, 2282,
2286, 2287, (Amt.) 2288, 2289, 2306-2308, (Amt.) 2317; "re-
vision of lists," 2340, 2350; "general provisions," 2341,
(Amt.) 2344; "appeal," 2363; "officers and dutiesI" (Indi-
ans) 2377; "offences," 2390 (iii); on M. for 30 (Amt.) 3053
(iv).

COCKBURN, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1258; in Com. (woman suf-
rage) 1438 (i).

COOK, Mr.: in Com., "personI" (Ohinese) 1590 (i); "registra-
tion," 2213-2216 (iii).

COSTIGAN, Mr. : in Oom., "qualifications, &c.," 1990; " revision
of liste, " 2343 (iii).

COURSOL, Mr.: on M. for 2Q, 1248; in Com. (woman suffrage)
1389 (ii).

CURRAN, Mr.: in Com. (woman suffrage) 1408; "qualifications,
&c.,'' 1623-1626 (ii).

DAVIES, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2,
1153-1158; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1418, 1458; "tenant,"
1476, 1478; "occupant," 1483; "person " (Indians) 1576,
(Chinese) 1583; "farm," 1582; "farmers' sous," 1594;

FRANCHISE, ELECTORAL, B.-Continued.
"qualifications, &c.," 1638-1643 (il), 1824-1828, 1939-1945;
(manhood suffrage) 1987, 1991, 1992, 1996, 2054, 2058, 2066-
2069, 2071, (Amt.) 2072-2074, 2077; "who shall not vote,"
2090, 2096, (Indians) 2157-2160, (Amt.) 2160; "registration,"
2210, (Amt.) 2211, 2229, 2230, (Amt.) 2234, 2269, 2271-2273,
2280, (Amt.) 2281, 2286, 2287, 2289, 2291, (Amt.) 2292, 2301,
2313, 2316, (Amt.) 2318; "revision of lista," 2326, 2329, 2231,
2347; "general provisions," 2353; "appeal," 2361; "officers
and duties " (Indians) 2378,2389 (iii).

DAWSON, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) te M. for 2Q,
1160; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1408; "owner," 1473;
"1person " (Indian) 1486, 1491, 1492, 1521, 1569, (explanation)
1503 (il); "qualifications, &c.," 1775, (manhood suffrage)
1979, (Indians) 2006-2008, 2012, 2078 ; "'who shall not vote "
(Indians) 2122, 2149; "registration," 2248-2268, 2298; "officers
and duties " (Indians) 2369, 2387 (iii); "preamble," 2758 (iv).

DE ST. GEORGES, Mr. : in Com., "person " (Indian) 1533 (ii).
DESJARDINS, Mr. : in Com.," usufructuary, "1451, 1455 (ii).
DUPONT, Mr.: on M. for 2, 1234 (ii).
EDGAR, Mr.: on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 20, 1197-1200; in

Com., (woman suffrage) 1399; "eowner," 1473; "occupant,"
1484; "person" (Indian) 1553, (Chinese) 1582, 1584 (ii);
"farm," 2393; "qualifications, &c." (manhood suffrage)
1968-1970, 1993, 2001, (Amt.) 2003, (Indian) 2022, 2053, 2066,
2080, 2394; "1registration," 2282, 2289, 2305, 2312, 2316-2319;
" revision of lists," 2330, 2331, 2334, 2337 (iii); on M. to
refer back to Com, 3052; on Amt. (Mr. McIntyre) to M. for
30, 3057 (iv).

FAIRBANK, Mr.: on M. for 2D, 1226 ; (woman suffrage) 1415;
"person " (Indian) 1519, 1531; "actual value," 1605; (il);
"qualifications, &c.," 1779, 1784 ; (u>anhood suffrage) 1971-
1973, 1993, 1997, 2082; "who shall not vote " (Indians) 2152 ;
"revision of lists," 2338, 2342, 2348 (iii); on consdn. of B.
(Amt.) 3068 (iv).

FARROW, Mr.: in Com., "tenant," 1482 (ii).
FISEER, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1254-1258; "usufructuary," 1455;

"tenant," 1479, 1482; " person" (Indian) 1504, 1538;
"actual value," 1595, 1599, 1602, 1604, (Amt.) 1595; "quali-
fications, &c.,"1647-1654 (ii), 1804, 1994, 1996, 2080, (manhood
suffrage) 1967; "-who shall not vote," 2098, (Indians) 2116-
2119; "registration," 2211, 2294 (iii); on consdu. ot B.
(Amt.) 3070, (iv).

FLEMING, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20,
1146-1149; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1410I; "usufructu-
ary," 1457; "owner," 1473; "tenant" (Amt) 1476, 1477,
1479; "person'' (Indian) 1545 (ii); "qualifications, &c.,"
1994, (Amt.) 1997, 2062, 2080; "who shall not vote " (Indiana)
2164; "registration," 2197-2199, 2298; "revision of lista,"
2341 (iii).

FOSTER, Mr. : on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2,
1156-1158; in Com., "person " (Indian) 1558 (ii); "qualifi-
cations, &c.," 1819, 1822, 2001, 2055, 2057; "who shall not
vote," 2089, 2098 (iii).

GAULT, Mr. : in Com., "person " (Chinese) 1582; "qualifica-
tions, &c.," 1638 (il).

GIGAULT, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1245-1248 (i); "qualifications, &c.,"
1789 (iii).

GILLMOR, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1226, 1269; "person " (Indians)
1534, (Chinese) 1585; "qualifications," 1707-1709 (il), 1807,
1984, 1990, 1997, 2054, 2060, 2072, 2074; "wh shall not vote "
(Indians) 2114-2116; "registration," 2258 (iii) ; on Amt. (M1r.
Weldon) 3059; on consdn. of B. (Amt.) 3069 (iv).

GIROUARD, Mr.: in Com., "nsufructuary," 1446; " tenant,"
1480 (ii).

BACKEIT, Mr.: in Com., "qualifications, &c ," 1654-1657 (ii);
"Iwho shall not vote," 2095 (iii); on Amt. (Mr. Jenkina) to
M. for Bq, 3054-3056 (iv).
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HRSSON, Mr.: in Com., "farmers' sons," 1595; actual value,"
1599, 1605 (ii), (explanation) 1752; "qualifications, &0 ," 1987,
2059, 2081, 2082, 2084, 2085 ; "who sh all not vote" (Indians)
2133 ; "registration," 2246, 2283, 2295, 2305 (iii).

RICKEY, Mr. : "actual value," 1600 (il); "qualifications, &c.,"
1887-1890, 1989; "revision of lists," 2330; "registration"
(Amt.) 2279 (iii).

BOL TON, Mr. : on M. for consdn. of B.(Amt.) 3070 (iv).
BOMER, Mr. : In Com., "person " (Chinese) 1582 (i).
INNES, Mr.: in Com., "qualification', &c.," 17386-1739 (ii);

"registration " (Amt ) 2279 (ii); on M. for consdn. of B.
(Amt.) 3065 (iv).

IRVINE, Mr.: in Com, "person " (Indian) 1544 (ii); "qualifiea-
tions, &c., " 1814-1817; " who shall not vote," 2097 (iii).

IVES, Mr.: in Coin., "qualifications, &c., " 1986-1988 (iii).
JACKSON, Mr. : on M. for Com., 1342 ; "person " (Indian) 1538:

"qualifications, &c.," 1712-1715 (ii).
JENEINS, Mr. : on M. for Coin., 1344 (i); in Com. (manhood

suffrage) 1981 (iii); on M. for 3Q (Amt.) 3053 (iv).
KING, Mr. : on M. for 20, 1261-1263; inCom., "person " (Indian)

1524 (ii) ; "qualifications, &c.," 1806 ; "who shall not vote '
(Indian) 2164 ; "registration " 2266, 2285, (Amt.) 2285 (iii).

KIRK, Mr. : on M. for 2Q, 1259-1261 (ii) ; "qualifications, &o.,"
1834, 2067, 2072, 2078; "who shall not vote" (Indians) 2166
(iii).

LANDERKIN, Mr. : on M.for Com., 1353-1360; "tenant, "1482;
"person " (Indian) 1520, 1539; "actual value, " 1602 (fi);
"qualifications, &c." (Indians) 1845-1849, 1985, 1997, (Amt.)
2000, 2021, 2074 ; "registration of voters, " 2267, 2301 ; "offi-
cers and duties'" (Indians) 2385.

LANDR Y, Mr. (Kent): in Com.,e" usufructuary," 1449; "person"
(Indians) 1554; (Chinese) 1584, 1588 (ii); "qualifications,&c.,"
1812, 2057 "who shall not vote, " 2100 ; "registration, " 2230,
2232, 2260 (iii); on (Amt.) (Mr. Weldon) to M. for 30, 3058 (iv).

LANDRY, Mr., (Vonitmagny) : in Com., "qualifications, &o" 1635,
1637 (ii).

LANGELIER, Mr.: on M. for Com., 1364-1373; in Com.,
(woman suffrage) 1388; "usufructuary," 1444, 1446, 1448,
1451, 1452, 1454, 1455, 1457; "tenant," 1475, (Amt.) 1476,
1480; "qualifications," 1632-1638 (ii), 1903-1908, 1984, 1996,
2064, 2067, 2070, 2394; "registration," 2185-2190, (Ant.) 2228;
"9revision of lista," 2331, 2333, 2342; "appeal," 23865 ;" officers
and duties, " 2388; "offences," 2390 (iii); on Amt. (Mr. Jonkins)
to M. for 3o (Amt.) 3962; on M. for conda. of B. (Amte.)
3063, 3066 (iv).

LANGEVIN, Sir Hector.. on Amt. (Bir Richard <artvright)
to M. for 29, 1137; In Com., "qualifications, &o.," 2085;
"registration of voters," 2299 (iii).

LAURIER, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1167, (Amt.) 1171; in Com.,
Ilusufructuary," 1415, 1446, 1448, 1451, 1454, 1455, 1456;
"tenant," 1480; "actual value," 1596, 1604; "parish," 1593;
"Iqualifications, &c.," 1626-1629 (iü), 1984 (iii) ; on Amt. (Mr.
McIntyre) to M. for 30, 3057; on Amt. (Mr. Fisher) to M. for
consdn. of B., 3070 (iv).

LISTER, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20,
1150-1153; on M. for Com., 1344-1347, 1352; "qualifications,
&c.,' 1732-1736 (ii), 1860-1864,(Indians) 2009-2012, 2066, 2070,
2075; "who shall not vote," 2088, (Indians) 2153 - 2155 ;
"registration," 2264, 2283, 2286, 2316; "revision of list,"
2324, 2338, 2343; general provisions," 2344; appeal," 2364;
"officers and duties " (Indians) 2371 (ii); on consdn. of B.
(Amt.) 3066 (iv).

MACDONALD, Bir John A.: 20 m., 1133; in Com., 1385;
(woman suffrage), 1388, 1458; "owner," 1444, 1445, 1449,
1452, 1453, 1457; "tenant," 1475, 1481; " occupant," 1483;
"Cperson" (Indians) 1484, 1486, 1487, 1489, 1563, 1574 (if),
2023 (iii); (Chineae) 1582, 1558; "farm," 1591; "parish,"

FRANCHISE, ELECTORAL, B.-ConineL
1593; "farmers' ions," 1591; "actual value," 1596,1600 (11)1
"qualifications, &c.,"1937, 1983-1988, 1992-2003, 2053, 2060,
2062, 2064, 2065, 2079, 2080, 2394 (iii), 2757-2759 (iv); "di.
qualifying revising barrister," 2086; "who shall not vote "
(Indians) 2104, (iAmt.) 2139; "4registration, " 2172, 2177-2180,
2228, 2231, 2241, 2244, 2269, 2273, 2279-2294, 2300, 2810-2819.
"revision of lists," 2321, 2326-2335, 2339-2345; "generai
provisions," 2314, 2351, 2353-2356; "appeal," 2360-23, 2895;
"oMoers and duties" (Indians) 2370, 2373, 2388, 2389;
"'offences," 2390; "farm," 2393 (iii); " preamble," 2758; M. to
refer back to Com., 3051; ln Com., 8052; on Amt. (Vr.
MfcIntyre) to M. for 3, 3056 (iv).

MACKINTOSH, Mr. : on M. for 20, 1241-1245 (i).
MACHASTER, Ur.: in Com., "revision of liste," 2824, 2343;

"igeneral provisions," 2352; "officers and duties" (lIndians)
2380-2382, 2386 (iii).

EcCALLUX, Mr.: ln Com , "qualifications, &c.," 1811, 1994.
1996; "registration, " 2258, 2272, 2283, 2284; " offloers and
duties"I (Indians) 2373, 2383 (iii).

NCRANEF, Mr. : in Com. (woman suffrage) 1410; "person"
(Indian) 1541 (i); "qualifications, he ," 1773-1775 (111); on
M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 3065 (iv).

McINTYR, Mr.: in Com., " qualifications, &c.," 1790 (iii); on
Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to M. for 30 (Amt.) 3056; neg. (Y. 50, N.
95) 3058 (iv).

McMULLEN, Mr.: on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 20, 1200-1204;
in Com. (woman suffrage) 1395; "tenant," 1476, 1477,
1479; "qualifications, &c.," 1885-1690 (il), 1853, 1858, 1866,
(manhood suffrage) 1961-1964, 1922, 1995, 2000, (Amt.) 2052,
2059, 2063, 2067, 2070, 2075, 2080, 2082; "who shall not vote,"
2100, (Indians) 2135-2137; "registration," 2190-2193; ire.-
vision of liîsta," 2396; "officers and duties" (Indians) 2386;
ifairm," 2393 (iii).

McNEILL, Mr.: in Com. (woman suffrage) 1412 (ii); "quali.
fication, &c." 2073 (iii).

MILLS, Mr.: on Amt.(Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2, 1161.
1166; lu Com., 1388, (woman suffrage) 1391, 1458; "usu.
frnctuary," 1449, 1453, 1454, 1455; "owner," 1472; "tenant,"
1477;; 'occupant, " 1483; "farm," 1591 (il), 2393 (iii) ; "por.
son"4 (Indians) 1484, (Amt.) 1485, 1507, 1588, (Chinese) 1583,
1589; "city," 1593; "farmer.' sons," 1594; "actual value,"
1599, 1605 (i); "qualifications, &c.," 1747, 1761, (Indiana)
1849, 1910-1913, 1934-1937; (manhood suffrage) 1964-1967,
(Indians) 1976, 1988, 1991-2003, 2004-2006, 2053, 2056, 2060,
2063, 2065-2069, 2072, 2075, 2078-2083, 2085, 2394 (ii), 2758
(iv); "disqualifying revising barrister," 2086; "who shall
not vote " (Amt.) 2087, (Indiana) 2149, 2160; "registration,"
2181-2185, 2229, 2233, (Amt.) 2227,,2243, 2266, 2270, 2273, 2280,
(Amt.) 2282, 2285, 2287, 2288, 2293, 2300, 2315, 2316, 2318 ;
"reviuion of lists," 2322, 2325, 2332, 2336, 2340-2343, 2345-
2349; "general provisions," 2353, 2354; "offoiers and duties,"
2356, (Indiana) 2373-2376, 2387, 2388, 2889; "offences," 2390 ;
"appeal," 2361, 2364, 2366, 2396; "preamble," 2759 (iii); on
M. to refer back t Com., 3051 ; in Com., 3052, 3062; on M. for
30 (Amt,) 3053; on Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) 3054; on Amt. (Mr.
Wldon) 3059; on M. for conadn, of B., on Amt. (Mr. Holton)
3070; (Amt.) 3 m. h., 3071 (iv).

MITCHELL, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartiright) to M. for 2,
1145, (explanation) 1149 ; in ComI., "peroson " (Indians) 1577,
(Chinese) 1582 (ii); "qualifications, &c.," 1807, (Amt.) 1938;
(manhood suffrage) 1959, 1980, (Amt.) 1987, 1991, 2009, 2072
(iii).

MULOCK, Mr.: on M. for Com., 1379, 1384, (woman suffrage)
1421, 1426-1430; " owner," 1473; "tenant," 1482; " occu-
pant," 1484; "person " (Indian) 1520, 15?-: "letual value,"
1607; "qualifications, &c.," 1715-1723 (ii) ,882, 1887; (man-
hood suffrage) 1978, (Amt.) 1985, 1992, 2000, 2053, (Amt.)
2054, 2059, 2064, 2070, (Argt.) 2072, 2073, 2076; "wio shall
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not vote" (Indians) 2137; "registration," 2223-2227, 2248,
2272, 2286, 2287, 2291, 2300, 2302, 2317; " revilon of list,"
2322, 2327, 2329, 2331, 2335, 2340, 2349 ; "general provisions,"
2354; "appeal," 2360, 2363; "officers and duties" (Indians)
2372 (iii); "preamble," 2758; on Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to M.
for 30(Amt.) 3061; on M. to refer back to 0om., 3052; in
Com., 3052 ; on M. for 30 (AMt.) 3052 (iv).

PAINT, Mr.: in Com., "qualifications, &c.," 1991, 2072, 2077,
2078I; "who shall not vote " (Indians) 2166 (iii).

PLAZTT, Mr. : on M. for Com., 1336-1341, (woman suffrage)
1439; "person" (Indian) 1525; "actual value," 1606 (ii) ;
"qualifications, &c.," 1784-1789; (manhood suffrage and
Indians) 1977; " revision of liste," 2343; " who shall not
vote" (Indians) 2127-2129 (iii).

PJ TERSON, Mr. (Brant) : on M. for Oom., 1360-1364; in Com.,
f'iperson" (Indian) 1489, 1492, 1571, 1574 (il); "qualifications,
hc.," 1793-1798, 1800-1804, 1931,' (manhood suffrage) 1981,
2004, (Indian) 2013-2019, 2056, 2059, 2074, 2079, 2084; " who
shall not vote" (Indians) 2123-2127, 2162; "registration,"
2259-2263, 2199-2205, 2269, 2273, 2279, 2283, 2285, 2291, 2298,
2300, 2315, 2318; "revision of liste," 2337; " officers and
duties," 2356, (Indian) 2367-2369, 2376, 2387; "appeal,"
2367; "offences, 2391 (iii); on M. to refer back to Com., 3052;
on M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 3068; on M. to con. in Amts.,
3071 (iv),

PAZTTERSON, Mr. (Emsez): in Com., "qualifications, &c.," 1986
(iii).

RINFRE, Mr.: in Com., "person" (Indian) 1506, 1538; "qua-
lifications, &c.," 1680-1683 (il).

ROYAL, Mr.: in com. (woman suffrage) 1390 (ii).
RYKERT, Mr. : in Oom., "usufructuary," 1450; "tenant," 1477

(ii) ; "qualifications, &c., " 1761-1770, 2002, 2058 ; "revision
of list," 2342 (iii).

SIJAKESPEARE, Mr. : in Com. (roman suffrage) 1391 ; " per-
son," (Chinese) 1583, 1591 (ii); "qualifications, &c." (Indians
an d Chinese) 1974 (iii).

SOMERVIL LE, Mr. (Brant): on M. for 20, 1269-1272; in Com.,
"woman suffrage," 1441; "personl" (Indian) 1549 (ii);
"who shall not vote" (Indians) 2129-2133; "registration,"
2276, 2291, 2296 (iii); on M. for consdn. of B. (Aimt.) 3065 (iv).

SPROULE, Mr.: in Com., "person" (Indian) 1492, 1551;
"actual value," 1598: "qualifications, &o." (Indians) 1850,
2012, 2073; "registration," 2248; "'appeal," 2361, 2366;
"ofmcers and duties," 2388, 2389 ; "offences,'' 2390 (iii).

STAIRS, Mr. : on Amt. (1fr. McIntyre) to M. for 30, 3057 (iv).
TASCHEREAU, Mr. : on M. for 20, 1236; in Com., "usufructu-

ary," 1447 (ii).
TASSE, Mr. : in Com., "who shall not vote," 2093, 2097 (iii).
TAYLOR, Mr.: in Com., "qualifications, &e.," 2061 (iii).
TEXPLE, Mr. : in Com., "4qualifications, &c.," 2054, 2058, 2084;

"revision of lists," 2341 (iii).
TROW, Mr. : in Coma. (woman suffrage)' 1460; " farmers' sons,"

1594; "actual value," 1596 (ii) ; "qualifications, &c.," 1908,
2056, 2073, 2076; "who shall not vote" (lIndians) 2133, (Amt.)
2163; "registration," 2240, 2280; "revision of list," 2343
(iii); on M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 3063 (iv).

TOWNSHEND, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1249-1254; in Com. (Amt.)
(woman suffrage) 1388; agreed te, 1442 (vol. ii).

TOPPER, Mr.: in Com., "qualifications, ko.," 1643, 1832,
2250 (iii).

VAIL, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1274-1277; in 0om., "farmera' sons,"
1594; " actual value," 1606 (il); "qualifications, &c." (Amt.)
1829-1832, 1990, 1991, 1999-2002, 2084, 2085, 2394; "who shall
not vote" (Indians) 2165; "registration," 2190, 2249, 2278,
(Amt.) 2280, 2288, 2294, 2316 (iii).

WALLACE, Mr. : on M. for Com., 1341; in Com., "tenant,"
1477, 1478; "person " (Indian) 1491; "actual value," 1602,
1004 (il) ; "qualffications, &o.," 2002, 2066, 2083 (iii).
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WATSON, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1274; in Oom. (woman suffrage)

1468; "person " (Indian) 1492, 1522, 1542; "occupant," 1484;
" actual value," 1606 (il); " qualifications, &o." (Indians)
1853, (Amta.) 1933, 1990, 1992, 2008, (Indian) 2058; "registra-
tion," 2268, 2295; "revision of lists," 2344(iii); on Amt. (1r.
Jenkins) to M. for 30 (Amt.) 3061 (iv).

WELD ON, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2,
1149; in Com., "usufructuary," 1452; "owner," 1472;
"tenant," 1478; "person " (Indian) 1493, (Chinese) "farm,"
1592; "pariah," 1593; " farmer' sons," 1595; " actual
value " (Amt.) 1596, 1600; "qualifications, &o.," 1727-1731
(ii), (Amt.) 1805; "registration," 2253, 2277, (Amts.) 2278,
2282, 2283, 2286, 2288, 2289, 2291, 2297, 2310, 2316; "revision
of liste,'' 2323, 2328, 2339, 2341, 2343, 2349 (iii) ; on Amt. (Mr.
Jenkins) to M. for 3° (Amt.) 3058; on consda. of B. (Amt.)
3068 (iv).

WHITE, Mr. (Oardwaeli): on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to K. for 20, 1192-
1197 (ii); "qualifications, &c.," (manhood suffrage) 1945,
1996, (Indian) 2019; "registration," 2245, 2283 (iii).

WHITE, Mr. (Hasting8): in Com., "person1" (Indian) 1492 (ii);
"qualifications, &o." (manhood suffrage and Indians) 1983,
2008, 2067; "who shall not vote," 2088, 2092, (Indians) 2155-
2157 (iii).

WHITE, Mr. (Renfrew): in Com., "qualifications, &o.," 1996 (iii).
WILSON, Mr. : lu 0cm. (woman suffrage) 1417; "occupant,"

1484; "person'" (Indian) 1515, 1536; "qualifications, hc.,"
1723-1727 (ii), 1901, (manhood suffrage) 1960, 1986, 1989, 2060,
2068, 2073, 2077I; "who shall not vote" (Indians) 2120-2122 ;
"registration," 2205-2207, 2265, 2287; "appeal," 2362, 2367
(iii).

WOOD, Mr. (Westmoreland): in Com, "qualifications, &o.,"
1731 (i).

WOODWORTH, 1fr.: on M. for 2°, 1228-1234; in Com., "person"
(Chinese) 1584 (il).

WRIGHT, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20,
1143 (il).

YEO, Mr.: in om , "qualifications, &c," 1647 (i).
[For Quss. cOr Onnan, &a., &c., Seo "OnaD," "PrvitIEsI and

"PaoConUna."]

FR XsEa, D. M., AND DEPT. OF AGRICULTURE, CG. BETWEEN:

M. for copieS* (Mr. Robertson Shelburna) 533 (i).
Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. Bridge Co.'s

incorp. B. No. 50 (Mr. Temple). 1°*, 170; 2°*,
289 (i); in COm. and 30*, 873; Sen. Amta. cone. in,
1386 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 26.)

FREz FIsHING ALLOWED AMERICAN FISHERMEN: Ques. (Mr.
Vail) 3321 (iv).

FREEMAN, J. N., AND SAWDUST LAW IN N.S.: M. for Rot.
(Mr. Forbes) 147 (i).

FREE TRANSPORT oF BODIES 0F YOLUNTEERS KILLED: QUeS.
(Mr. Blake) 2029 (iii).

FRENCH CANADIANS IN CUSTOMS DEPT.: Ques. (Mr. De St.
Georges) 1914; (Mr. Catudal) 2171 (iii).

FREN CANADIANS, REPATRIATION OP, SOHEME : M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Blake) 533 (i).

FUEL FOR SETTLERS IN TUE N.W.: M. for copies of Cor,, &o.
(Kr. Blake) 61 (i).

FUNERAL EXPENSES oF ACHILLE BLAIS : QUeS. (Mr.
Langelier) 2169 (iii).

Gas and Gas Meters Inspection Acts Ant. B.
No. 119 (Mr. Costigan). Res. prop., in Com. and P
of B., 837 (ii); 2°, 2419; in Com. and 3Q*, 2439 (iii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 69.)
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GAs COxE: in Com. on Ways and Means, 783 (ii).
GATINEAU Ry. Co.'s SUBsIDY: prop. Res.(Mr. Pope) 3458 (iv).
GATLING GUNS FOR USE oF TROOPS IN N.W.: Ques. (Mr.

Robertson, Uastings) 813 (ii).
GAUDET, MR. A.: Certificate of Election and Return of, 1.
GAUVREAU, JULES, SALARY AND EXPENSES AS FiSHîERY

OVERSEER: Ques. (Mr. Blondeau) 290; M. for copies of

Rep.,* 532 (i).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr.
Costigan). Res. (Chief Inspector) prop., 1306 ; in Com.,
1307; cOnc. in and 10* of B., 1320 (i) ; 2° and in Coin.,
2548; 30, 2555 (iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 66.)

GENEVA GIN AND BRANDY: in Coin on Ways and Means,

3224, 3229 (iv).
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY: in Com. of Sup., 3346 (iv).
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF THE DOM., MANAGEMENT OF: Ques.

(Mr. Hall) 114 (i).
GLAMIS POST OFFICE, ENQUIRY RE'SPECTING: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 1131 (ii).
GLUCOSE SYRUP: in COm. on Ways and Moans, 849 (ii).
GOLO DRESERVE, GOVT.: M. for copies of Cor. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 351; Stmnt. (Sir Leonard Tilley) 361 (i).
GOODS IMPORTED FOR CONSU-MPTION: M. for Stmint. (Sir

Richard Cartetright) 30 (i).
GOODWIN, GEORGE: See " TRENT VAL LEY CANAL."

GOSSELIN, EUGÈNE, RECORD IN THE MATTER OF: M. for copy
(Mr. Amyot) 703, 704 (i).

GOvT. AGENTS IN THE N.W.T., FEES FROM SETTLERS: Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 2170 (iii).
GOVT. BONDS, DISAPPEARANCE OF, FROM VAUL TS : Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 3371 (iv).
GOVT. BUSINESS: Remarks, 211, 595 (i), 1744 (ii), 2996,

3293, 3427, 3444 (vi).
GOVT. DEPOSITS IN BANKS: M. for Stmrnt. (Sir Bichard

Cartwright) 29 (i).

GOVT. EMPLOYÉS ALONG LINE OF C.P.R.: M. for names, &c.*
(Mr. McMullen) 56 (i).

GOVT. EMPLOYÉS IN B. C.: M. for Rot. (ffr. Baker, Victoria)
1442 (ii).

GOVT. LOANS: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 2465 (iii).
GOVT. MEASURES, PRECEDENCE: on Thursdays after Quee,

by Members, 451; on Wednesdays after Routine, 965;
on Mondays after Ques. by Mombers, 1336 ; Ms. to take
in Saturdays, 1821 (iii), 3246, 3459 (iv).

GOVT. MORTGAGE ON C.P.IR., CHANGES IN RELATION TO: Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 36 (i).
GOVT. NOTES IN CIRCULATION: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 2465

(iii).
GOVT. OFFICIALS IN TUE N.W., COMMUNICATIONS WITII : QueS.

(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
GOVT. oF THE N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup., 3243 (iv).

GOVT. PROPERTIES IN CO. oF RICHELIEU: M. for Stmnt.*
(àfr. Massue) 147 (i).

GOVT. PRINTING AND ADVERTISING: Btemarks (Mr. Somer-
ville, Brant) on M. for Com. of Sup., 3033-3039 (iv).

GOvT. RYS., RETURN TICKETS ON: M. for Rot. (Mr. Weldon)
706 (i).
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GOVT.' RIGHTS TO WATER LOTS ON RivERs: Ques. (Mr.
Vanasse) 2238 (iii).

GOVT. SECTIONS oF C. P. R. IN B. C., WORKING OF, BY CON-
TRACTORS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 632 (i).

GOVT. STEAMERS. See "MARINE " and " SUPPLY."
GOVT. YARDS IN MONTREAL: Ques. (Mr. Gault) 57 (i).
GOVERNOR GBNERAL:

COMMONS, SUMMONING OF, TO SENATE, 2 (i), 3175 (iv).
SPEECH FROM THRONE aN OPENINo oP PARLT., 2; Reply to Address,

113 (i).

SPEEC PROM THRONE PROROGUING PARLT., 3475 (Iv).

GOV. GENL.'S SECRETARY, LETTER FROM, re Royal Assent to
Bills, 1514 (ii); from Deputy, re Prorogation, 3473 (iv).

GOV. GENL.'S SECRETARY's OFFICE: in Com. of Sup., 898 (ii).
GRADES AND CURVES ON C.P.R. AS FAR AS CONSTRUCTED,

EXCLUSIVE OF LINE FROM FOOT oF ROCKY MTS. TO

KAMLOOPS : M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Blake) 145 (i).
GRADES AND CURVES ON LINE FROM FOOT OF ROCKY MTS.,

&C.: M. for Stmnt. and Plan* (Mr. Blake) 67 (i).
GRADES, CURVES AND TANGENTS ON C.P.R.: Quos. (Mr.

Blake) 632, 694, 744 (i), 888 (ii), 2239 (iii).
GRANDIN, BiSHor, COMMUNICATIONS WITIT GOVT.: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 3423 (iv).
GRANT, ALPIN, POSITION OF, UNDER GOVT.: Ques. (Mr.

Forbes) 429 (i).
GRANT, G. (MILITIA DEPT.) SUPERANNUATION Ou': QuOs. (Mr.

McMullen) 2531 (iii).
GRANT OF $1,700,000 FOR N. W. EXPENSES: in COM. On

Ways and Means, 2532, 2559 (iii).
GRAND PILES TO LAKE ST. JOHN RY. SIURsIDY: prop. Res.

(Mr. Pope) 3458 (iv).
GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY:

ACCIDENTS AND CASUALTIES : M. for Ret. (Mr. Mitchell) 226 (i).

DOUBLE TRACK BETWEEN MONTRIAL AND TORONTO, ASSURANCE, &C.,
GIVEN T> OOVT.: M. for copy, &c. (Mr. Mitchell) 143 (i).

IMPORTATION OF RAILS: Ques. (Mr. Afitchell) 1566 (ii).

MAIL SERVICE, TORONTO AND OTTAWA: M. for Stmat. (Mr. Cameron,
Middlesex) 816 (h).

RETU.RN, IMPERFECT, PRUSENTED BY MR. HICKSON: Remarks (Mr.
Mitchell) 860, 862; Ques. 1278 (i).

RETURNS REQUIRE) UNDER ACT O' 1879, &A., MILES oF MAIN LINE, &C.:

M. for Ret. (Mr. Mitchell) 229 (i).
RETCRNS, ENQUÀRIES FOR : (Mr. Mitchell) 566, 662 (1), 860, 964,

1278 (ii), 2393 (iii), 3000, 3395 (iv).

STOCKIIOLDERs LIsT, RET. RESPECTING: QueS. (Mr. Mitchell) 28,
101, 350 ; Remarks, 113 (i), 2210 (iii).

- M. for Ret. (Mr. Mitchell) 234.
ANSWER oF MR. HICKION: Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 927 (11).
AcrioN or Ma. HICKsoN: Que. (Mr. Mitchell) 1094 (Hi).
ENFORCEMENT OF ORDER OP HousE: Ques. (Mr. Mitchell)

3426 (iv).
GRADUATES OF ROYAL MIL. COL.: M. for Ret. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 313 (i).
GRAIN, &c , ABOLITION oF DUTY ON: M. for Ret. (Mr. Cam-

eron, Middlesex) 54 (i).
GRANTS OF DOMINION LANDS. See I LAND GRANTS," &c.
GRAVENUURST BAY AND RIVER SEVERN CANAL : M. for Cor.

(Mr. Cockburn) 56, 202 (i).
GRAVING DOCK, ESQUIMALT, B.C. See " ADVANCES TO PRO-

VINCES."

GRAZ[NG LAND LEASES, GEOGRAPHICAL POSITION, &C.: M. for
Ret.* (Mr. Charlton) 209 (i).
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IN D E X,
GREAT AMERICAN AND EUROPEAN SHORT UNE RY.: 'M. for

Ret. (Mr. Paint) 78 (i).
GREAT VILLAGE RIVER IMPROVEMENTS, COLCHESTER, N. S.:

M. for Stmnt. in detail*(Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 67 (i).

Great Western and Lake Ont. Shore Junction
Ry. Co.'s B. No. 38 (Mr. Ferguson, Welland). 1°*,
125; 2°*, 179; in Com. and 3°*, 490 (i). (48-49 Fic.,
c. 18.)

GREGORY, J. U., REP. OF ENQUIRY MADE ]BY, re FIsIERIEs: M.
for copies* (Mr. Blondeau) 532 (i). -

GRENVILLE CANAL : in COm. of Sup., 3418 (iv).
GRENVILLE, SOUTH, ELECTION: Ret. Of Member, 3072 (iv).
G-REY. Se IREFUND OF Ry. BONISES."

GUAY, MR.: Returned as Member elect for Levis, 1385 (ii).
GUERIN, LISTER, IREP. OF SURVEY OF IMPROVEMENTS ON TIIE

OTTAWA RIVER: QUes. (Mr. White, Renfrew) 1040 (ii).
GUNS USED IN THE FIGHT WITH POUNDMAKER: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 2170 (iii).
GUILLET, MR.: Unseated on judgment of Suprome Court,

593 (i); Returned and took seat 1192 (ii).

HALF-BREEDS:
CLAIMS OF FRENCH AT ST. LAURENT : Ques. (Mr, Blake) 2358 (iii).
CLAIMS OF UNENUMERATED (MAN.) : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1743, 3428 (iv).
CLAIMS RECOGNIZED AND REJECTED BY COMMISSION ; Ques. (Mr. Blake)

2169 (iii).
CLAIMS, &c., IN N.W.T. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1474 (ii).
COMMISSION: Ques. (Mr. Royal) 1566; Sittings of: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 1567; claims recognized and rejected by: Ques. (Mr.
Blake) 2169 (iii).

DUmAS, M., APPOINTMENT AS FARM INSTRUCTOR: Ques. (Mr. Blake)
3425 (iv).

DUMONT, G., AND FERRY LICENSE; Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
GRIEvANCES, DUTY OF Govr. : M. for adjmnt. (Mr. Blake) 2030

(iii) ; Memorials, Answers to: Ques (Kr. Blake) 3424 (iv) See
"WAYS AND MEANS."

INDIAN SYMPATIIY WITII : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
ISBESTER, APPOINTMENT AS FARM INSTRUCTOR: QueS. (Nr. Blake)

3425 (iv).
MINORS (MAN.) CLLIM PREFERRED AND REJECTED Ques. (Mr. Blake)

2169; temporarily absent : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1743; unenumer-
ated, 1743 (iii), 3126, 3428 (iv).

NORTH-WEST COUNCIL, Rs. re CLAIMS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
PETITIONS, &C., ON HALF-BREEDS AND SETTLERS' CLAIMS : Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).
PLOTS ON THE SASKATCHEWAN : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567 (ii).
QU'APPELLE, REP. OF MR. WALSII : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).
RESE1VES AND HOMESTEADS : Ques. (Kr. -Blake) 1567 (ii).
RESUMID OP EVENTS SINCE 1878 : Re. in Amt. to Com. on WayS

and Means (Mr. Blake) 3075 (iv).
SCIXImT, L., ANSWER TO LETTER OF ; Ques. (Kr. Blake) 3424 (iv);

Employment by Govt. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1915 (iii).
ScRIP : Ques. (Mr. Blake-) 1567, 1914 (iii).
SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS AND UNDISTURBED OCCUPATION : Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 1567 (il).
[See "DISTURBANCE IN TE N,.W."]

HALIFAX STEAM NAvIGATION CO., MONEYS PAID ?BY GOVT.
TO : M. for copies of Reps., & . (Mr. Blake) 210 (i).

IALTON. See "CAN. TEMp. ACT," "INDIANS, &C.

Hamilton, Guelph and Buffalo Ry. Co.'s incorp.
B. No. 77 (Mr. Kilvert). 1°*, 313 : 2°*, 405 (i);
in COm. and 3''*, 1007 (ii). (45-49 Vic., c. 22.)

Hamilton Provident and Loan Society B. No.
114 (Mr. Kilvert). 1°*, 783; 2°*, 816 ; in Com. and
30, 1352 (ii). (48-49 lVic., c. 30.)

HARBORS IN GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY, RE-SURVEY OF: QUoS.

(Mr. Kirk) 51 (i).
Harbor Commissioners of Three Rivers, Ad-

vance to, authorization B. No. 150 (Mr.
Bowell). Res. prop., 2497; Res. in Com., 2555 (iii) ;
1°* of B., 2751; 2° m., 2934; in Com., 2935; 3°*,

2957 (iv). (48-49 Tic., c. 76.)

Harbor Master, Halifax, Appointment of, Act
Amt. B. No. 148 (Mr. !cLelan). Res. prop., 2421;
in Com., 2522; Ros. cone. in and 10* of B., 2534 (iii);
20*, in Con. and 30*, 2772 (iv). (48-49 lic., c. 78.)

HIARBORS. SCe "MARINE " and "PUBLIC WORKS."
HARDWARE AND SUPPLIES FURNISHED DEPT. MARINE AND

FISHERIES AT HALIFAX: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Forbes)
533 (i); Ques., 1914 (iii).

HARDWARE AND RY. SUPPLIES, PURCIHASE OF BY DEPT. OF

Rys. AND CANALS: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Forbes) 1442 (ii);

Ques, 1915 (iii).

Hatzfeld, Geo. L. E., Relief B. No. 107 (Mr.
Kilvert). 10 on a div., 672; 2Q (Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (i);
in Com. and 30 on a div., 873 (ii). (48-49 ic., c. 38.)

HAY DUTIES. See IDIUTIES."

HEALTH OFFICERS. See "INSTRUCTIONS."

HEALTIH STATISTIOS: in COm. of Sup., 2766 (iv).

HEATING PUBLIC BUILDINGS, COST OF: M. fOr Stmnt. (Mr.

Blake) 90 (i).
HENEY, JOHN, GOVT. PROPERTY OCCUPIED BY: Ques. (Mr.

Blolton) 3126 (iv).
HIGH COMMISSIONER:

AMOUNTS PAID ON ACCOUNT; M. for Ret. (Mr. McMullen) 210 (i).

COMMERCIAL RELATIONS BETWEEN FRANCE AND CANADA: M. for Cor.

(Mr. Amyot) 825 (ii).
COR. re ANTWERP INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION: M. for copies (Mr.

Bergeron) 305 (i).
IMPERIAL FEDERATION, COR. BETWEEN AND GOvT.: Ques. (Mr. Edgar)

51 (i).
IN COM. oF Sup. : 3386 (iv).
INSTRUCTIONS TO, RESPECTING IMMIGRATION: Ques. (Afr. Mackinltosh)

290 (i).
OFFICE OF: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 44 (i).
PAYMENTS, CLAIMS, &C. : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 44 (i).

REP. AND DESPATCHES TO GOvT. : M. for copies (Mr. Blake) 56 (i).

SALARY AND POSITION: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Blake) 210 (i).

HOLLAND, GEO. AND ANDREW, SERVICES AS REPORTERS AND

SIIORT-IIAND WRITERS: M. for Stmnt.*(Mr.Auger)147 (i).
IHOMESTEADS WITHIN TUE IRY. BELT: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 479,

567 (i).
HOOP IRON: in Com, on Ways -and Meane, 807 (ii).

HOUGHTON, COL., MISSION To N. W. IN 1884: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 3425 (iv).
HoRsEs FOR TROOPS IN N. W., PURCHASE OP: QuOS. (Mr.

Trow) 1306 (ii).
HousE FURNISuINo HARDWARE: in Con. on Ways and

Means, 848 (ii).
hOUSE OF COMMONS:

ACCOMMODATION FOR MEmBERS: Remarks (Sir Richard Carltwright)

49 (i).
ANNUAL REGISTER, MORGAN'S : in Com. of Sup., 3351 (iv).

BLACK Ro»,: Mess. from Gov. Genl., 2 (i), 1516 (ii), 2475 (iii).
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IND E X.
HOUSE OF COMMONS-Continued.

COMMISSIONERS, REP. re STAFF: presented (Mr. Spea ker) 2497: Ques.
(Mr. Fisher) 2750; increased expenditure under: in Com. of
Sup., 3449 ; conc., 3470 (iv).

COMMITTEES, EXTRA ExPENsis : in Com. of Sup., 2795 (iv).
CONTINGENCIEs: in COM. Of Sup., 2796 (iV).
DnBATES, OFFIcIAL EP. .: M. for Com. to supervise, 28 (i). Sec

general heading.

ELECTION ExPENsEs, RETURNING OFFICERS, MONTREAL: in Com. Of

Sup., 3151 (iv).
FRANCHISE, ELECTORAL. Sec " FRANCHisE."

GRENVILLE, SouTH, ELECTION: Ret. of Member elect, 3072 (iv).

HACHÉ, JACQUES, GRATUITY TO: in Com of Sup , 3450 (iv).

INCREASED INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS: in Com. of Sup., 3470 (iv).

INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS ABSENT THROUOH SICKNEsS : Ques. (Mr. Trow)
3473 (iv). Sec B. 116.

INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS ON ACTIVE SERVICS: prop. M. (Mr. White,
Cardwell) 812 (ii).

INTERNAL ECONOMY COMMISSION: Mess. from. His Ex., 40 (i).
LENNox ELECTION: Judge's Rep. read (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
LÉvs ELECTION: Judgment of Supreme Court read (Mr. Speaker)

593 (i).
LIBaARY: M. for Joint Coin., 36 ; Mr. Bourinot's work: scarcity of

copies, 40; Office of Librarian : Remarks (1Mr. Blake) 41 (i).
MEMBERS' INDEMNITY ACT AMT. See B. 116.

MEXBERS INTRODUCED, 1, 133 (i), 1192, 1385 (ii), 3072 (iv).
NEW MEMBERS, RETURN OF, 1, 1192, 1385 (ii), 3072 (iv).
NORTHUMBERLAND ELECTION : Judgment of Supreme Court read (Mr.

Speaker) 593 (i).
OFFICIAL REP. Se6 I DEE TES."

OPEMiNG: Communication from G0v. Gen. by Black Rod, 1;
Speech from the Throne, 2 (i).

PRINTING COM.'s SECOND REP. : M. to conc. in (Mr. White, Card-
well) 149 (i) ; SEVENTH REP., 1822 (iii); NINTH REP., 3293;
TENTE REP., 3393 (iv).

PRINTING, PAPER AND BOoKBINDING : in Com. of Sup., 992 (ii), 2798
(iv).

PROROGATION: Communication from Deputy of Gov. Genl.'s Sec ,
3473; Speech from the Throne, 3475 (iv).

ROYAL ABSENT TO BILLS, 1516 (ii), 2475 (iv).
SALARIES, &C.: in COM. Of Sup., 991 (ii).
SELECT STANDING COMs.: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 2; M. for

Com. tO prepare Lists, 27; Liste presented, 30; coic. in, 32;
Remarks (Mr. Blake) 67 (i).

SENATE, COMMONS SUMMONED TO BY MEss, 1 (i), 3475 (iv).
SESSIONAL CLERKS, EXTRA EXPENsEs: in Corn. of Sup., 2795 (iv).
SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE: Irregularity in meeting: Remarks, 2996

(iv); M. to meet at 1 o'clock, 1744 (iii); M. for two sittings
each day, 3459 (iv).

SOULANGES ELECTIoN: Judgment of Suprema Court read (Mr.
Speaker) 1 (i).

SPEAKER, DEPUTY, SALARY: in Com. of Sup., 3351 (iv).
STAFF, COMMIssIoN ON REORGANISATION: Rep. presented (Mr.

Speaker) 2497 (iii); Ques. (Mr. Fisher) 2750; increased
expenditure under: in Com. of Sup., 3149; conc., 3170 (iv).

STATIONERY, &C., USED: Que3. (Mr. Caegrain) 290 (i).
VACANCIEs, NOTIFICATION OF (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
VENTILATION OF THE CHAMBER : Remarks (Sir Richard Cartwright)

2676 (iv).
WEST MIDDLESEX ELECTION: Judge's certificate and Rep. read (MT.

Speaker) 1 (i).
WRITS OF ELECTION: Warrants issued for, 1, 599 (i).

HUDSON BAY EXPEDITION, SUPPLIES FURNISHED TO: QUos.
(Mr. Vail) 783 (ii); in COm. of Sap., 3245 (iv).

HUGHES, D. J. CHARGES AGAINST: Ques. (Mr. Wilson) 77;
M. for copies of Papers and Cor., 98 (i).

HURON AND ONT. SIr CANAL Co.'s B. No. 69 (Mr.
Tyrwhitt). 1°*, 269; 2°*, 428 (i) ; in Coïm. and 3°*,
1007; Sen. Amts. cone. in, 1386 (ii). (48-49 Vic.,
c. 27.)

HURON AND SUPERIOR, LIAKEP, SURVEYS OF: in COm. Of

Sup., 3244 (iv).

Ice, Unguarded Openings, &c. Sec B. 22.
IMMIGRATION:

ALLAN LINE, PAYMENTS FoR AssIsTED PASSAGES : Ques. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 567 (i) ; M. for Ret.* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).

BUILDINGS AT LEVIs: Ques. (Mr. Belleau) 89 (i).
CHINEsE, REP. oF CoMMIssioNERs: presented (Mr. Chapleau).
MAN. AND N. W., CoR. BETWEEN C.P.R. Co. AND GOvT. : M. for

copies* (Mr. Blake) 147 (i).
OFFICE AT QuEnce, EMrLOYAS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Landry, lont-

magny).
PAUPER IMMIGRANTS, TunisHi: Ques. (Mr. Trow) 3475 (iv).
PRINTING AND ADVERTISING: M. for Ret.* (Sir Richard Cartwright)

202 ().

REPATRIATION OF FRENCH CANADIANS, ScHEmi : M. for Cor. (Mr.

Blake) 533 (i).
SETTLERS IN B. C.: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 189 (i).

DOM. DURING 1884: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 113 (i).
MAN. AND N. W. T. : Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 113 (i).
MAI. PRovs: Ques. (Mr. Gillmor) 148 (i).
N. W.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 45 (i).

SIIEDS AT MEDICINE HAT: Ques. (Mr. Watson) 350 ().
IMMIGRANT PATIENTS IN QUARANTINE : in Com. of S0p.,

3358 (iv).

IMITATION PRECIOUS STONES: in Con on Ways and Moans,
846 (ii).

IMPERIAL GOVT., COMMUNICATION WITII, re DISTURBANCE IN

THE N.W.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1744 (iii).
IMPERIAL FEDERATION, COR. BETWEEN H1IGI COMMISSIONER

AND GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 51 (i).
IMPORTATION OF PRISON MANUFACTURES: Ques. (Mr. Platt)

2169 (iii).
IMPORTS AND EXPORTS, DISTINGUISUINU PRODUcOTS OF CAN-

ADA: M. for Rep.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).
IMPORTS FOR CONSUMPTION: M. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 30 (i).
IMPROVED RIFLED ORDNANCE: in CJm. Of Sup., 2915 (iv).
INDIAN AFFAIRS, DEPT F., REP. : presented (Sir John A.

Macdonald) 28 (i); in Com. of Sup., 901 (ii), 3410 (iv).
INCREASED DUTY ON FLOUR: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

744 (i).
INDIANTOWN AND BOYSTOWN RY. SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr.

Pope) 3459 (iv).

Indemnity to Members Act. Amt. B. No. 116
(Mr. Farrow). 10, 813 (ii).

INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS. See " HoUsE oF COMMONS."

INDIANS:
ADVANCEMENT Acr oF 1884, APPLICATION OF: Ques. (Ur. Cockburn)

77 (i).
B. C., COR. BETWEEN GovT, oP CAN. AND B. C.: M. for capies (Ur.

fill*) 863 (ii).
CHERRIER, G. E., AGENT AT CAUGIINAWAGA: M. for Ret.* (Mr. IHol-

ton) 1443 (ii).
EDUCATION OF, IN MAN. AND N.W.T.: M. for Ret.* (Mr.Kirk) 1443 (ii).
FORT WILLIAM RESERVE: M. for copies of Cor.* (Mr. Blake) 1442 (ii).
IN COM. OP SUP. Sec " SUPPLY."
INDUSTRIAL SCIIOOLS AT QU'APPELLE, &c.: in Com. of Sup., 2922 (iii).
LANDS IN Tp. oF TORONTO: M. for List* (Kr. Fleming) 147 (i).
LANDS INVIGER AGENCY: M.for Stmnt.* (Ur. De St.Georgeg) 1443 (i).
LEBEL, A., AGENT ACTING WITHOUT SURETIES: Quee. (Kr. De Si.

Georges) 1211 (ii).
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INDEX.

INDIANS-Cntinued.
MANITOBA ÂGENCY, MANAGEMENT, COMMISSIONERS' REP.: M. for copy

(Mr. Charlton) 61 (i).
METLÂAATL&, TROUBLES AT: M. for Copies of Cor. (Mr. Shakespeare)

304 (i).
RESERvE LANDS IN B. C., PURCHASE OF, BY GOvT. : M. for copies of

Cor., &c-* (Mr. Baker, Vietorii) 1443 (ii).

RESERVES AND HOMESTEAIDS: Ques. (1r. Blake) 1567 (i).
RESERVE, VICTORIA ARM, B.C.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1211 (i).
RISING OF THE STONIES : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 863 (ii).
SCIHOOLS IN B. C., ESTABLISHMENT Or: M. for copies of Cor.* (Mr.

Baker, Victoria) 1413 (ii).
SCHOOLS IN MAN. AND N.W.T.: Qun. (Mr. Kirk) 568 (i).
SUPERINTENDENTS, OFFICE OF : Ques. (Mr. Lister) 88 (i).

SUPPLIES IN TE N.W., TENDERS: M. for Rets.' (Mr. Paterson, Brant)
532 (i).

SYMPTBYWITH HALF-BREEDSIN N.W.T.: Ques.(Mr. Blake) 3425(iv).
TITLES IN ONT. ACQUIRED BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Miil8) 632 (i).

TITLE TO DISPUTED TERRITORY: Ques. (Ur. Mills) 594 (i).
TRAFALGAR, LANDS UNSOLD: M. for List" (Mr. McCraney) 533 (i).

(See "DOM. LANDS," '"DISTURANCE N THE N.W.," &C.

INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS AT QU'APPELLE AND IIiGH RiVER :

cone., 2922.

INDUSTRIES OF CANADA, COMMISSION RESPECTING : M. for

copy of Com., O. C., Cor., &c., and also Rep., &o. (Mr.

Blake) 56 (i).
Infectious or Contagious Diseases. See "ANIMALS."

INLAND FIsHERIES OF THE Dom., QUEEN VS. ROBINSON :

M. for copy of JudgmOnt Of Supremo Court (Mr.
O'Brien) 229 (i).

INLAND REVENUE, DEpr. OF: Rop. presented (Ur. Costigan)
28; in Com. of Sup., 901, 916 (ii).

INLAND REVENUE COLLECTOR AT SUMMERSIDE, P.E.I.:
Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 350 (i).

Inland Revenue. See "CONSOLIDATED.
INSOLVENCY AND BANKRUPTCIY: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)

for Sel. Cam., 47; Mess. from His Ex., 101; M. tO ref.
Pots. t) Sel. Com., 125 (i).

Insolvency B. No. 32 (Mir. Billy). 1°, 101 (i).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, Loan Co.'s,

&c., B. No. 66 (Mr. Edjar). 1°, 235 (i).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, Loan Co.'s,

&c., B. No. 127 (Mr. Edgar). 1°, 1094 (i).
Insolvent Debtors, Distribution of Assets B.

No. 4 (Mr. Curran). 1°, 29; 20*, 619 (i) ; M. to tIansfor
to Govt. Orders, 1280; agreed to, 1281 Cii); Order

dschgd. and B. wthdn., 3375 (iii).

Insolvents, Discharge of past, B. No. 34 (Mr.
Beaty). 1°*, 113 (i).

Insolvents' Estates Equitable Distribution B.
No. 33 (Mr. Beaty). 1°*, 113 (i).

Inspection Act. See "GENERAL."
INSPECTION OF BANKS, LEGISLATION RESPECTING: QuOS.

(Mr. Casgrain) 51 (i); prop. Ros., 81 (i).
INSPECTION OF FACTORIES, IRES. RESPECTING, ON ORDER

FOR CoM..: Remarks (Mr. Bergin) 606 (i).
INSPECTORS OF PUBLIC WORKS, RET. RESPECTINGO: QueS.

(Ur. Mackenzie) 606 (i).
INSPECTORS OR CLERKS OF WORKS, PERSONS EMPLOYED AS:

M. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard Cartwriqht) 139 (i).

INSTRUCTIONS TO GENL. MIDDLETON RESPECTING INSURGENTS:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2169 (iii).
INSTRUCTIONS TO IEALTH OFFICERS IN N.B., AND QUARAN.

TINE REGS.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Weldon) 1443 (ii).
INSURA.NCE:

CANADA AGRICULTURAL: M. for Ret. (Mr. Amyot) 303 (i).
CONSOLIDATED INSURANCE ACT, 1877. See B. 20.
DOMINION GRANGE MUTUAL FîRE. Sec B. 55.
INSOLVENT CO'S. See Bs. 66 and 127.
LONDON LIFE INSURACE CO. See B. 76.
ROYAL CANADIAN INSURANCE 00. See B. 43.

SUPERINTENDENCE OF :-in Com. ofSup., 2957; conc. 2958 (iv).

INSURRECTION. Se6 4lDISTURBANCE IN THE N.W." &c.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY:
CASUALTINS TO TRAINS PROM COLLISIONS, &C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Burpee, Sunbury) 100 (i).
COAL CARRIED FROM SPRING HILL MINES* : M. for Ret. (Mr. tMullen)

533 (i).
COMMISSION RESPECTING CLAIMS AGAINST: M. for copies of 0. C., &C-*

(Mr. Burpee, Sunbury) 100 (i).
COMMISSION, SECRETARY TO, APPOINTMENT: M. for copy of 0. C.*

(Mr. Rykert) 187 (i).
CONSTRUCTION TO INDIANTOWN: Ques. (Mr. Weldon) 744 (i), 816 (ii).
COST OF EQUIPMENT.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 816 (i).
COST OF WORKING : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 202 (i).

EARNINGS AND WORKINGo EXPENSES: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3073 (iv).
EQUIPMENT, VALUATION OP: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 888 (ii).

FnaE PASSES AND REDUCED FARE TiCKETS: Ms. for Ret. (Mr. Gillmor)

234; (Mr. McYullen) 505 (i).
FRE10HT AND PASSENGER EARNINGS, &C. : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Daviae)

1442 (ii).
FREIGHT RATE ARRANGEMENTS BETWEEN CAN. SHIPPING CO. AND TH

BEAVIIR LiNE: M. for COr. (Mr. Blake) 144 (i).
PLANTE, J. B., CLAIM OF, FOR BORSES KILLED: M. for copies (Mr.

Landry, Montmagny) 147 (i).
PULLMAN CARS, COR. RESPECTING: M. for copies (Mr. Weldon).
RECEIPTs AND EXPENSES : Ques. (Mr. Cameron, huron) 1744 (iii).
RECEIPTS AND EXPENSES: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwriyht) 1744, 1914

(iii).
REVENUE AND WORKING EXPENSES: M. for Smnt.* (Mr. Burpee, Sun-

bury) 101 (i).
ROBERTSON, J. D., CLAIM OF, re EXPROPRIATION or FACTORY, &C. : M.

for Papers, &c.* (Mr. Milla) 1443 (ii).
ROLLING STOCK, PURCIIASE, &C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Burpee, Sunbury)

101 (i).
RY. CROSSING ON MILL ST.: MEMORIALS, &C.:' M. for copies (Mr.

Weldon) 1412 (ii).

Ry. SUPPLIES PURCHASED IN BALIFAX: M. fur Stmnt.' (Mr. Forbes)

1442 (ii).
SALE OF TICKETS ON CHATHAM BRANCH : Ques. (Mr. Bgar) 2238 (iii).
SIMARD, M, J., REP. RECOMMENDING PAYMENT TO G. LAVOIE FOR LAND

DAMAGES: M. for copies (Mr. Langelier) 1443 (ii).
WIRE FENCES, CONTRACTS MADE BY GOTT.: M. for copies' (Mr. Wel-

don) 532 (i).

INTEREST PAID TO GOVT. BY C.P.R. Co. ON LOANS: QueS.
(Mr. Blake) 350 (i), 1677 (ii), 1955 (iii).

INTERIOR DEPTL. REP.: Appeal to Members to speak louder
(Mr. Mitchell) 49 (i).

INTERIOR, DEPT. OP, REP.: presonted (Sir John A. .Macdon-
ald) 28 (i); in Com. of Sup., 915, 968 (ii), 2764, 3408;

cOr.c., 3433 (iv).
INTERIOR, DEPT. OF, RECEIPTs: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake)

54 (i).
INTERIOR, ALLEGED FRAUDS AND IRREGULARITIES IN Dzpr.

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1915, 2170 (iii).
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INTERIOR, MINISTER OF, ABSENCE OF: Remarks (Mr. Blake)
1131 (ii).

INTERNAL ECONOMY COMMISSION: Mess. from Ris Ex., 40 (i).

International Coal Co.'s B. No. 51 (Mr. Desjardins).
10*, 170; 2°*, 245; in Com. and 30*, 567 (i). (48-49

Vic., c. 29.)
INTERNATIONAL EXIIBITION. See "ANTWERP."

International Ferries B. No. 17 (Mr. Patterson,
Essex). 1°*, 46; 20 m., 254; 2°*, 256 (i).

Intoxicating Liquors, Traffic in, B. No. 70 (Mr.
Small). 10, 270 (i).

INTOXICATING LiQuoRs. See "CAN. TEMP. ACT," and
"LIQuoRi LIC ENSE ACT."

IRoN, BOUNTIES ON MANUFACTURES oF: M.Jor copies of O.C.,
&c.* (Mr. Blake) 100 (i).

18BESTER, J., APPOINTMENT AS FARU INSTRUCTOR: Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
ISLANDS IN RIVER ST. LAWRENCE, LEASE OF, &o.: M. for

Ret.* (-Mr. Wood, Brockville) 147 (i).
lSSUE AND REDEMPTION OF Do.M. NOTES: in Com. Of Sup.,

897 (ii).
JACKSON. See "IHALF-BREEDS."

JENKINS, MR.: Certificate of Election and Return of, 1 ().
JOINT CoMMISSIoN, SURVEYS BETWEEN B.C. ANI) ALASKA: M.

for copies of Cor. (Mr. Gordon) 705 (i).
JONES, L. K., APPoINTMENT AS SEC. TO I. C. R. CoMMISSIoN:

M. for copies of 0.0. (Mr. Rykert) 187 (i).
JONES, W. H. (SEC. OF STATE' 3DE PT.) SUPERANNUATION OF:

Ques. (Mr. .McMfullen) 2530 (iii).
JUAN DE FUCA STRAITS, CABLE ACROSS, CoST: M. for

Stmnt. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 1443 (ii).
JUDGE CLARK, REP. oF, re CLAIMS SECTION B.: Ques. (Ur.

Casey) 78; M. for copy, 132 (i).
JUDGE HUGHES, OFFICIAL CONDUCT OF: QUes. (Nir. Wilson)

77; M. for Ret., 98 (i).
JUDGE MEREDITH, RESIGNATION OF : M. fOr COpy (Ur.

Laurier) 43 (i).
JUDoES IN N. B., APPOINTMENT FoR YEAR'S CIRCUIT: Ques.

(Mr. Davies) 568 (i).
JUIDGES OF PRoVINCIAL COURTS. See B. 161.
JUDICIAL REFORM IN THE N. W. T., PETITIONS, &c.: Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 1306 (ii).
JUDICIARY OF MAN. See B. 162.
JUDICIARY OF QUEBEC. See 4"SUPERIOR COURT."

JUDGMENTS RENDERED BY SUPREME COURT: M. for cOpies,

&c. (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) 533 (i).
JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF : in Com. of Sap., 985 (ii).
JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. SeC "CRIMINAL LaAW."
JUSTICES OF THE PEACE, SUMMARY PROCEEDINGS BEFORE.

Ques. (Mr. Blake 1211 (i). See B. 128.
JUTE CLOTH : in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).

JUSTICE, DEPT. oF: in Com. of Sap, 898, 914 (il).
]KAVANAGH, J. C. See "DOMINION LANDS."

KEEWATIN DISTRICT: EXPENSES OF GOVT.: in Coma. of Sup.,
3244 (iv).

KENTVILLE, .S., DISMISSAL OF COLLECTOR : M. for Rot.
(Ur. Moffatt) 1442 (ii).

KIMBER, R. E. See "BLACK ROD."

KINGSTON HARBOR PREVENIVE OFFICERS' CLAINS: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Landry, -Kent) 1442 (ii).
IKINGSTON PENITENTIARY : in tom. of Sup., 985 (ii).
KINGSTON. Se "MARKET BATTERY and "TTE DU PONT."

KITS SERVED OUT TO THE MILITIA : Ques. (Mr. Blake)
1568 (ii).

Kootenay Ry. Co., B. C., incorp. B. No. 83 (&[r.
Smiall). 1°*, 349 ; 2°*, 545 (i).

La Banque du Peuple B. No. 53 (Mr. Girouard).
1JQ*, 170; 2°e, 245; in Com. and 30*, 693 (i). (48-49

Vic., c. 8.)
L ABoRERS' WAG ES, PAYMENT OF, ON C.P.R.: Ques. (Mr.Charl-

ton) 290 (i).

Lake Erie, Essex and Detroit Riv. Ry. Co.'s B.
No. 24 (Mr. Patterson, Essex). 1°*, 67; 20*, 113;
in Com. and 30*, 490 (i). (48-19 Vic., c. 21.)

LAKEFIELID AND YOUNG'S POINT DAMS: Ques. (Mr. Blake)
1130 (ii).

LAKE SIMCoE FISHERIEs, PERMITS GRANTED: M. for Ret.*
(Mir. Mulock) 1444 (ii); legislation respecting (Ques.)
3073 (iv).

LAKE TÉMISCAMINGUE, MESSRS. PERLEY & GUEIN'S REPS.

M. for copios (Mr. White, Renfrew). 1010 (ii).
LAND AND SURVEY8 OF ST. L&URENIr: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3424 (iv).
LAND AREA IN THE 48-M[LE BELT ACCEPTED BY C.P.R. Co.:

Stmnt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 782 ; Stmnt. (Sir
Ilector Langevin) 862 (ii).

LAND BOARD AT WINNIPEG: in Com. of Snp., 3345 (iv).
LAND CLAIMS IN N.W.T., DUTIES OF MR. RUSSELL: Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 2358 (iii).
LAND COMPANY AGENT. Sec "EDMoNToN."

LAND GRANT ACCEPTED BY C.P.R. Co., NuMiBEn OF ACRES:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 568, 744 (i).
LAND GRANT AND LAND GRANT BONDS C.P.R., PRISENT

PoSITIoN OF: M. for Stmnt.* (Mir. Blake) 100 (i).
LAND GRANTS AND LAND GRANT BONDS TO RAILWAYS IN

MAN. AND N. W.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake)
92 (i).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W.T. B. No. 147
(Sir ifector Langevin). Res. prop., 782 (ii); M. for
Com. on Res , 2440; in Com., 2461, 2483, 2497; M. to
conc. in Res., 2533; 1°* of B., 2534 (iii); 20 m., 2770,
2854 ; in Com, 2855; Order for 30 read, A.mts. (Mir.
Blake) 2890; neg. (Y. 46, N. 86) 2893; Amts. (MW.
Blake) neg. on same div., 2894; 30*, 2894 (iv). (48-49
Vic., c. 60.)

LAND IMPROVEMENT FUND SETTLEMENT: Ques. (Mr. Sproule)
1039 (ii).

LAND RESERVES OF B.C.: M. for Rot. (31r. Baker, Victoria)
703 (i).

LAND SALES oR SETTLEMENT IN N.W., SOUTII oF 24.MILI
BELT: Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2530 (iii).

LANDS IN Ry. BELT IN B.C. AND RIOMESTEAD &CT : Qums.
(Mr. iesson) 289 (i).
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LANDS NORTH AND WEST OPFLAKE SuPEaroR : M. for Rot.
(Mr. Mills) 66 (i).

LANDS. See " DOMINION."
LANDS REJECTED BY C.P.R. Cd. IN RY. BELT: Stmnt. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 965 ; outside Ry. Bolt, Que@. (Ur.
Blake) 927 (ii).

" LANSDOWNE," STE AMER, ENGINES AND BOILER: Ques.

(Mr. Vail) 189 (i) ; COMMUNICATION WITH P.E.I.:
Quos. (Mr. Jenkins) 927 (ii).'

LANGELIER, MR. F.: Certificate of Election and Re-
turn of, 1 (i).

LAURIE, MAJ. GENL., MISSI)N OF, TO THE N.W.: Ques. (Mr.

Kirk) 2997 (iv).
LAVIS'S PATENT POLE AND MILITIA TENTS : Ques. (Mr.

Langelier) 2029 (iii).
LAVOIE,ZGEO. Sec " I.C.R."

Law of Evidence. See " CRIMINAL LAw."
LAW REPORTS ONT.: in Com of Sup., 3351 (iv).

LEDUC, FATIIER, AND MR. MALONEY, COMMUNICATIONS WITI

GOVT.: Qaes. (hir. Blake) 3424 (iv).
LE FONDS POST OFFICE ESTABLISHMENT OF: Ques. (Mr.

Rinfret) 816 (ii).
LEBEL, ANTOINE, INDIAN AGENT ACTING WITIIOUT SURETIES:

Ques. (Mr. De St. Georges) 1211 (ii).
LENNOX CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judg0s Rep., warrant

issued and return of Member, 1.

LETTER CARRIERS. See 4 CIVIL SERVICE " B. 31.
LETTER POSTAGE REDUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Hesson) 33; M.

for copies of Cor., &-. (Mr. Charlton) 291 (i).

LETTER POSTAGE, REDUCTION OF: M. for copies of Cor., &c.,
(Mr. Charlton) 291 (i).

LEVELS, GRADES, TANGENTS, &C., FROM SUMMIT Or ROCKIES

TO MOODY: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 888 (ii).
LEvIs CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judgment of Supreme

Court, 593 (i); Return of Member elect, 1385 (ii).

Library of Parliament Act Amt. B. 139 (Sir John
A. Macdonald). Res. prop., 1658; in Co m, 1666; 1°*

of B., 1670 (ii); 2°, 2402 (iii); ini Com., 2759; 30 m.,
Amt. (Mr. Laurier) neg. (Y. 51, N. 65) 2763; 30 on

same div. reversed, 2763 (iv). (18-19 Vic., c. 45.)
LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT: M. for Joint Com., 36; Mr.

Bourinot's Work: scarcity of copies, 40; Office of

Librarian: Remarks (àfr. Blake) 41 (i); in Com. of
Sup., 2796 (iv).

LICENSE ACT, 1883, DECIsIoN OF SUPREME COURT re : M. for
Ret.* (Mr. Blake) 533 (i).

LftENSE ACT, Dom., COMMISSIONE|LS UNDER: M. for Ret.
(Mr. Bergin) 307 (i).

LICENSE ACT, QUEBEC, WORKING OF: Mi for Cor. (Mr.
Bergeron) 307 (i).

LICENSE COMMISSIoNERS IN EssEx: Ques. (Rr. Lister) 606 (i).
LICENSE COMMISSIONERS, BOARD OF, UNDER ACT OF 1883: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Cameron, Juron) 46 (i).
LICENSE INSPECTORS, PAY OF, UNDER ACT OF 1883: QueS.

(Mr. Gunn) 1568 (ii).
LICENSES, LAKE BRIE, FISHING, NAMES OF PERSONS GRANTED:

M. for Ret. (Mr. Lister) 964 (ii).

LICENSES OR PERMITS TO CUT TIMBER, &C., APPLICATIONS FOR

AND NOT GRANTED: M. for Rets.* (Ur. Charlton) 209 (i).
LICENSES. See " DOMINION LANDS."

LIEUT..GOV. oF N.B.: Ques. (Ur. Blake) 362 (i).

LIEUT.-GOV. OF QUEBEC, OATII OF OFFICE: Qus. (Ur. Cas-
grain) 479 (i).

LIFE BOATS AND STATIONS : in Com. of Sup., 2947 (iv).

LIFE SAVING APPAR ATUS 1N C.B.: Ques. (Mr. Dodd) 289 (i).
LIFE-SAVINa SERVICE AT PORT RoWAN: M. for copies of

Cor. (Mr. Jackson) 142 (i).
LIGHTHOUSES, &C. See " MARINE " and " PUBLIC WORi8.'
LIGITHOUSE AND COAST SERVICE: in Com. of Sap., 2951,

3250 (iv).
LIGHTIIOUSE AND ,FoG-ALARMS, CONSTRUCTION OF: in COm.

of Sup., 2952 (iv).

LIGHTHoUsE AT QUACO, MEMORIALS OR COR: M. for eopies*

(Mr. Weldon) 1442 (ii).

LIGTSHIP AT LOWER TRAVERSE, WOOD SUPPLIES: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Casgrain) 30 (i).
LINDSAY, D., DEPUTY COLLECTOR OF INLAND REVENUE,

SUPERANNUATION OF: Ques. (Mr, McMAullen) 2531 (iii).
LINGAN MINES, C.B., AIDING CIVIL POWER AT: in COm. Of

Sup., 3452 (iv).
"LION," SEIZURE OF SCHOONER, IN N.S.: M. for copies of

Rep., &c.* (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 533 (i).

LIQUtOR CERTIFICATES IN CO. OF HALTON: M. for Rot.* (Mr.

JlcCraney) 67 (i).
LiUOR LICENSE ACT, 1883, APPLICATION FOR AND LICENSES

GRANTED, &c.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Landerkin) 46 (i).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. No. 58 (Mr.
Foster). 1', 170; 2° m., 620; deb. adjd., 622 (i).

Liquor License Act, 1883, B. No. 134 (Sir John A.
Macdonald). 11, 1281 (ii) ; 2Q m., 2400; 2°*, 2402 (iii) ;
in COm., 2768, 2894; 30 m., Amt. (Mr. Mulock) 2958;
3°*, 2961 (iv). (48-49 Vie., c. 74.)

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT, 1883, BOARDS OF COMMISSIONERS

UNDER: Ques. (Mr. Poster) 77 (i).
LiQUoR LICENSE ACT, 1883, CONSTITUTIONALITY OF: QueS.

(Mr. Blake) 429 (i).
LiQUOR LICENSE ACT, REGULATIONS DIRECTING LICENSE

FUND UNDER : Ques. (Mr. Auqer) 76 (i).

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT, PUTTING IN FORCE OF: in COM. Of

Sup., 3244 (iv).

LiQUoR. See " CAN. TEMP. ACT," &C.

LIQUORS, REVENUE DÉRIVED FROM IMPORTATION, &C.: M.
for Stmnt. (Mr. Rykert) 313 (i).

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT, 1883, SUPREME COURT JUDGMENT:

Ques. (Mr. Desjardins) 29 (i).

LIVERPOL HARBOR, N.S., AUTOMATIC BUOYS: Ques. (Mr.

Forbes> 479 (i), 1914 (iii).
LIVERPOOL OR LONDON, AND ST. JOIHN, N.B., OR HALIFAX

STEAMSHIP SUBVENTION: in Com. of Sup., 2942 (iv).
LOANS:

ADVANCES TO LOCAL GOVTS.: M. for copies of Cor., &c. (Mfr. Blake)

45 (i).
ADVANCES TO PROVINCES. Se B. 7.
BANK ADVANCES TO Govr. Ques. (Mr. Blake) 113, 743 (i).

CONTRACTED BY GoVT.: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1744, 1914
(iii).
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LOANS-Continued.

U.P.R.: $30,000,000, PAYMENTS ON ACcOUNT OP: Ques. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 1130; payment ofinterest on: Ques. (Mr. Charlton)
1131 (ii). See B. 153.

DRY DocEs, ENCOURAGEMENT. Sec B. 108.
ESQUIMALT GAVINsG DoCK. See B. 7.
FIVE PER CENT. CONSOLID., RETIREMENT : M. for copies of 0. C., &c.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 484 (i).
FIVE PER CENT. LOAN SINiKIîG FUND: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

2465 (iii).
GOVT. LOANS: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 2465 (iii).
HARBOR MASTER OF HALIPAX. See B. 48.
LOAN, RECENT, PROSPECTUS, ADVERTISEMENTS, &C. : M. for copies

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).
LOCAL GOVTS.: APPLICATIONS FOR ADVANgES: M. for Cor. (Mr.

Blake) 45 (i).
MONEY BORROWED BY GOVT. IN CANADA : Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 743 (i); (Mr. Charlton) 1305 (ii).
PUBLIC SERVICE. Sec B. 145.
QUEBEo, ADVANCES ON ACCOUNT OF SUBSIDY: Ques. (Mr. Langelier)

235 (i).

TEMPORARY LOANS TO Govr.: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 350 (i), 2530 (iii).
TiHREE RIVERS HARBOR COMMISSIONERS. Sec B. 150.
£4,000,000 REOENTLY EFFECTED : Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 2998 (iv).

Loans for the Public Service authorization B.
No. 145 (Mr. Bowell). Ras, prop, 2391; M. for Com.
on Res., 2461; in Com, 2463; M. to receive Rep. of

Com., 2523; 1°* of B., 20*, in Com. and 3°*, 2526 (iii).
(48-49 Vic,, c. 43.)

LOBSTER TRAPS AND SEA LOTS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 61 (i).
LOCAL GOVTS. IN N. W. T.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Cameron, Euron) 292 (i).
LOCATION, &C., C.P.R., LAND SET APART, GRANTED, &o.: M.

for Map (Mr. Blake) 46 (i).

LOCATION OF Ç. P. R. IN B. C.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2239 (iii).
London Life Insurance Co.'s Amt. B. No. 76 (Mr.

Macmillan, Middlesex). 10*, 313 ; 2°*, 405 (i); in
Com. and 30, 1723 (ii). (48-49 fic., c. 94.)

LONGLEY, G. C., COLLECTOR OF INLAND REV., SUPERANNUA-,
TION OFP: Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 2530 (iii).

LONG SAULT AND LAKE TÉMISCAMINGUE Rr. SUBSIDY: prOp.
Res. (Mr. Pope) 3458.

LONG POINT FISHING GROUNDS: Ques. (Mr. Jackson) 289 (i).
LONGUEUIL AND LÉvIs Ry., SURVEY OFo: Ques. (Mr. Vanasse)

429 (i).
Lord's Day Observance. See "SUNDAY EXCURSIONS."
LOSSES AND EXPENSES TIIROUGII TROUBLES IN THE N.W.T.:

in Com. of Sup., 3451 (iv).
LOWER TRAVERSE LiGIITIIOUSE, SUPPLY OF WOOD TO: M.

for Rat.* (Mr. Casgrain) 30 (i).
LUGHiIN, CHAR-LES 11., AND SEC. OF STATE, COR. BETWEEN,

re CANADA TEMP. ACT: M. for Ret.* (Ur. Burpee)

1443 (ii).
Lutheran Church. See "SYNoD."
LYNCII's TREATISE ON BUTTER: in Com. of Sup., 3456 (iv).
LYTTON, B.C., WORK ON C.P. R., NEAR: M. for information

(Mr. Blake).
MADUXNAKIK RIVER OBSTRUCTIONS: M. for Ret. (Ur. Irvine)

443 (i).
MACKINLEY, A.& W., OF HALIFAX, ENTRY OF SCHOOL BOOKS

AT UNDERVALUATION: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Rykert) 1443
(ii).

MAIL BAos, FURNISHING oF: Quos. (Mr. Jackson) 964 (ii).

MAIL ROBBERIES IN MAN. AND N. W. T. : M. for copies of

Cor. (Mr. Blake) 91 (i).
MAIL SERVICE. See "POST OFFICE."

MAIL SUBSIDIES. See " SUPPLY."

MAIL TRAINS ON G.T.R., BROCKVILLE, ARRIVAL AND

DEPARTURE: M. for Rot. (MIr. Caneron, Middlesex) 816
(ii).

MANILA RATS; in COm, On Ways and MOans, 817 (ii).
MANITOBA:

BRANDON, POSTMASTER AT, SALARY, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Lieter)2029 (iii).
CANADIAN PACIFIo RY. Sec general heading.

CENSUS : Ques. (Mr. Farrow) 149 (i). See B. 21.

CLAIMS FOR A SUBSIDY: Ques. (Mr. Cameron, ITuron) 188 (i).

CLAIMs SETTLEMENT. See B. 155.

COUNTY COURT JUDGES: prOp. Re. (Sir Hector Langevin) 3395 (iv).

CUSTOMS SEIZURES AT WINNIPEG: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

293 (i); M. for Ret.,* 1443 (ii).

EMMRSON, ToWN OF, GOVT. AID TO : Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Huron)
148; M. for copies of Claims, &c., 448 (i).

EXPENDITURE FOR Ris., &c.: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Vanase)964 (ii).

INDIAN AGENCY, MANAGEMENT OP: M. for copy of Rep. of Commis-

sion (Mr. Charlton) 61; missing Ret. produced (Mr. Speaker)
67 (i),

LAND BOARD AT WINNIPEG: in Com.o f Sup., 3315 (iv).

MAIL ROBuERIs: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 91 (i).

MAN, AND NORTII-WESTERN RY. CO. Sec B. 147.

MAN. CENTRAL RY. CO. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 862 (i).

MAN. SOUTII-WESTERN COLONIZATION RY. CO. See B. 147.

PENITENTIARY : in Com. of Sup., 989 (i), 3351 (iV).

ROUNDHOUSE AT SELKIRK: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2171 (iii).
SEsSION oF LEGISLATURE, 1884: Ques. (Bir. Blake) 862 (ii).
SETTLEUS: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 113 (i).
TUG-BARGES, DREDGES, &o., ON RED RIVER: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Watson) 984 (ii).
[See also "DOMINIoN LANDS,"' "HAL-BREEDS,'' "INDIANS, " &0.]

Manitoba and North-Western Ry. Co. of
Canada B. No. 74 (Mr. Royal). 10*, 313; 2°*,
405 (i) ; in Com. and 3°*, 1180 (ii). (48-49 Vie.,
c. 86.)

MANITOBA CLAIMS SETTLEMENT: Deb. on M. for Corn. on

Res. (Mr. Bowell) 2775; (Mr. Watson) 2776; (Mr.
Boss) 2777; (Mr. Blake) 2778; (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) 2780; (Mr. Mulock) 2783; (Mr. White, Card.
well) 2783; (Mr. Mills) 2784; (Mr. White, Bastings)
2786; (Messrs. Trow and Woodworth) 2787; (Mr.
Fairbank) 2789 (iv). See B. 155.

Manitoba, Subsidy, to, increased, B. No. 155 (Mr.
Bowell). Res. prop., 2420 (iii); M. for Com., 2775;
in Com., 2789, 2823; further Res., 2889; in Com.,
2924; 1° of B., 2926 ; 2e and in COm., 3047; 30,
3075 (iv). (48-49 Vie., c. 50.)

MANUFACTURED EXPORTs, DRAWBACKS ON: M. for Rot. (Mr.
Paterson, Brant) 139 (i).

MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIES REP.: Information respecting
B. C. (Mr. Shakespeare) 594.

MARINE AND FIsEuaIEs DEPTL. REP.-: prosented (Mr.
McLelan) 113 (i); in Com. of Sup., 906, 922 (ii).

MARINE:
ALLAIN STEAMSHIP CO. AND CLAIM oF GovT. : Ques. (Mr. Forbeî)

148 (i).
AUTOMATIO BUoYs IN LIVERPOOL HARBOR: Que8. (Mr. Forbea) 479

(!), 1914 (iii).
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MARINE-Continued.

BAYFIELD BREAKWATER, EXTENSION : Ques. (Mr. XcIsaac) 77 (i).
BIRD ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE, MANAGEMENT : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Camp-

bell, J7ictoria) 1443 (ii).
BROOKLYN BREAKWATER, WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS : Ques. (Mr.

Forbes) 478 (i).
BUOYS IN VICTORIA AND NANAIMO IIARBORS: Ques. (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 479 (i).
BURLINGTON BAY CANAL, SOUNDINGS: M. for copy of Rep. (Mr.

Robertson, Iamilton) 1533 (ii).
CAPE RACE LIGaT ; in Com. of Sup., 2952 (iv).
CASCUMPEC HABILOR IMPROVEMENTS : Ques. (Mr. Peo) 479 (i).
COFFIN'S ISLAND LIàHTHOUSE, PROTECTION: Ques. (Mr. Forbes)

1915 (iii).
DIGBY PIER, WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS FOR 1881 M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Vail) 532 (i).
DIscoviRy ISLAND, B.C., LoiraousE: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

479 (i).
DREDaES, TuGS AND SCoWS: M. for Ret. (1fr. Jackson) 53; remarks

(Sir Hector Langevin) 56 (i).
Dummy LIGHTROUSE FOG-HORN : M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Jackson)

293 (i).
FoG-WHISTLES IN BAY OF FUNDY, TENDERS FOR COAL : M. for copies*

(Mr. Robertson, Shelburne ) 533 (i).
GREAT VILLAGE RIVER IMPROVEMENTS : M. for Stmnt." (Mr. Robert-

son, Shelburne) 67 (i).
HOSPITALS : inl Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).

HUDSON BAY EXPEDITION, SUPPLIES : Ques. (Mr. Vail) 783; in Com.
of Sup., 3245 (iv).

" LANSDOWNB," (STEAMER, ENGINE AND BOILER : QueS. (Mr. Vail)
189 (i) ; COMMUNICATION WITH P. E. I.: Ques. (lfr. Jenkins)
927 (ii).

LIFE-BOATS AND STATIONS : in Com. of Sup., 2947 (iv).
LIFU-SAVING APPARATUS IN C.B. : Ques. (Mr. Dodd) 289 (i).
LIFE-SAVING SERVICE AT PORT ROWAN : M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Jackson) 142 (i).
LIGHTHOUSE AND COAST SERVICE in Com. of Sup., 2950-2952,

3250 (iv).
"LIoN," SCHOoNBR, SEIZURE OF: M. for copies of Rep.* (Mr.

Robertson, Shelburne) 533 (i).
LowER TRAVERSE LIGITHOUSE, WoOD SUPPLIES ; M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Casgrain) 30 (i).
MASTERS AND MATES' EXAMINATION : in Com. Of Sup., 291G (iv).
MCISAAC'S POND AS A HARBOR OF REFUGE : Que3. (Hr. Cameron,

Inverness) 36; ENGINEERS' REPS. : M. for Copies, 60 (i).
METAGHAN RIVER FIER, WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS FOR 1884 : M. for

Ret.* (ffr. Vail) 532 (i).

NARROWS, ST. LAWRENCE, LIGHTHoUSE: Ques. (Mr. Wood, Brock-
ville) 112 (i).

NAVIGATION OF CANADIAN WATERS. See B. 132.

"NEPTUNE," STEAMER, SUPPLIES : M. for copies of Acets. (Mr. J'ail)
229 (l).

NEw HARBOR AND INDIAN HARBOR BREAKWATEBS : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Kirk) 147 (i).
OBSTRUCTIONS IN NAVIGABLE WATERS : in Com. of Sup., 2950 (iv).
OCEAN AND RIVER SERVICE : in Com. of Sap., 2915 (iv).

PARSBOROUGH BREAKWATER, TENDERS : M. for copies (àfr. Robert-
son, Shelburne) 66 (i).

PORT ARTHUR HARBOR : in Com. of Sup., 2916 (iv).

PORT MooDY DocK, TENDERS FOR REPAIR: QueS. (Mr. Casey) 816 (ii).
PORT RoWAN AS A HARBOR OF REFUGE : M. for Ret. (Mr. Jackson)

297 (i).
PORTS STANLEY AND BURWELL, HARBRS OF REFUGE : M. for Ret. (Mr

Wilson) 62 (i).
"QUIEN OF THE' ISLES," STEAMan, EMPLOYMENT OF: QueS. (Mr.

McMullen) 1131 (il).
RED POINT HARBOR BREAKWAER : QueS. (Mr. Macdonald, King's)

1039 (il).
RIVER ST. LAwaENCE NAVIGATION. SeC B. 159.

SALMON POINT BREAKWATER : M. for Cor. (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).

SATUMA IsLAND LIGUTROUSE : Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 479 (i).

MARINE- Continued.
SAWDUST IN LA HAVE RivER : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 2239 (iii).
SHINGLE SH AVINGS IN TEE MERSEY RIVER : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 1039 (ii).
SHIPPING, REGISTRATION: in Com. of Sup., 2950 (iv).
"Sin JAMES DOUGLAS," STEAMER : M. for Cor. (Mr. Baker, Vicloria)

831 (ii).
SOMERVILLE BREAKWATER, REPAIRS: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 57 (i).
STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT AMT. See B. 133.
STORES PURCHASED IN HALIFAX: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Forbes) 533 (i)

Que.., 1914 (iii).
TRACADIE BREAKWATER, EXPENDITURE: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. McIsaac)

147 (i).
TUG-BARGES, DREDGE, &C.e ON RED RIVER : M. for Ret.* (Ur.

Watson) 964 (ii).
WATER AND RIVER POLICE : in Com. of Sup., 295) (iv).
WELLER'S BAY " .RANGE LiGHTS " : M. for Cor. (Ur. Plati) 210 (i).
WmITE POINT BREAIKWATER : QueS. (gr. Forbes) 52 (i).
WHITE POINT BREAKWATER, REPAIRS : Que3. (Ur. Fortes) '52 (i)
WRECKS AND CASUALTIES : in Com. of Sup., 2950 (iv).

Maritime Court of Ontario Jurisdiction B. No.
11 (Mr. Allen). 10*, 40; 20 m., 127; 2*, 131; Order
for Com. read, 215; in Com., 496; 3°*, 616 (i).

MARKET BATTERY, KINGSTON, LEASE OF PROPERTY: M. for
copies of 0. C., &c. (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).

MARTIN, JOHN, CONTINUATION OF PENSION TO WIDOW OF: M.
for copies of Pets.* (Mr. Curran) 201 (i).

MASKINONGÉ, YACANCY IN THE REPRESENTATION : Warrant
issued and Ret. of momber, 1 (i).

MASTERS AND MATES, EXAMINATION OF : in Com. of Sup.,
2946 (iv).

MATTAWA, MOUNTAIN RAPIDS, AND LONG SAULT, IMPROVE-

MENTS AT: Ques. (Mr. White, -Renfrew) 1040 (ii).
MEDALS FOR VOLUNTEERS WIIO SERVED IN TUE N.W. : Ques.

(Mr. Mc.Neill) 2274 (iii).
MEDICINE HRAT AND FORT MACLEOD STAGE LINE: Ques. (Mr.

Watson) 351 (i).
MEETING OF THE HIOUSE, IRREGULAR TIME: Remarks (Mr.

Blake) 2996 (iv).
MEGANTIC: Return of Member to represent, 1 (i).
MEMBERS, ACCOMMODATION FOR: Renarks (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 49 (i).
MEMBERS' INDEMNITY, PAYMENT TO THOSE ABSENT TIIOUGU

SICKNESS : Ques. (Mr. Trow) 3473 (iv).
MEMBERS INTRODUCED, 1, 133 (i), 1192, 1385 (ii), 3150 (iv).
MEMORIALS, &C., RESPECTING GRIEVANCES, ANSWERS TO:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
MEREDITH, CIIIEF JUSTICE, RESIGNATION OF: M. for COpy

(Mr. Laurier) 43 (i).
MESSAGES FROM HIS EXCELLENCY:

ADDRESS, ANS. TO, 113 ().
CLAINS OF MANITOBA, 202 (i).
C IIINESE COMMISSIONERS' REP., 234 (i).
ESTIMATES, THE, 289 (i); Suppl. for 1884-85, 2820; Suppl. for 1885-

86, 3359; Further Suppl. for 1835-86, 3423 (iv).
BANKRUPTCY PETS., Rus., &C., 101 (1).
INTERNAL ECONOMY COMMISSIoN, 40 (i).
ALBANY, DeKE oF, DEATH OF, THANS OF QUEEN, 32 (i).
GRANT OF $700,00) FOR N.W. TROUBLER, 1064 (ii).

GRANT OF $1,000,000 FOR EXPENDITURE IN N.W., 2234 (iii).
MIDDLETON, GENL., VOTE TO, 3470 (iv).
PARLIAMENT : OPENING, 1 ; PROROGATION, 3475.
WASHINGTON TREATY, COR. AND PAPERS, 3232 (iV).

METAGUAN RIVER PIER, WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS FOR 1884:
M. for Ret.* (Mr. Vail) 532 (i).
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INDEX.
METLAKATLA INDIAN TROUBLES: M. fOr Cor. (M.r. Shakes-

peare) 304 (i).
METEOROLOGICAL OBSERVATORIES: in COm. Of SUp., 29 56 (iv.)
MIDDLETON, GENL., DESPATCHES FROM : 1822, 1835, 1895,

2139, 2357 (iii), 2750, 3073 (iv) ; Instructions to: Ques.

(Mr. -Blake) 1306 (ii), 2169 (iii); Thanks of Parlt., 3457;
Voteof $20,000, 3470 (iv).

MILITIA:
A, B AND 0 BATTERIES: in Com. of Sup., 2914 (iv).
ACTIVE MEMBERS, NUMBER: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Mulock) 533 (i).
AMMUNITION: iin Oom. of Snp., 2903 (iv).
ARMS, DESCRIPTION OF: Ques. (Mr. Gault) 814.
ARGYLE BIGHLANDERS, PAYEENT OF ARREARS : Ques. (Mr. Campbell,

Victoria) 888; M. for Ret.,* 1444 (ii).
BARRACKS AT LONDON : in Com. of Sup., 3412 (iv).

BARRAUK HUTS, B.C.: in Com. of Sup., 3112 (iv).

BATTERIES, TRANSFER OF : Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwrght) 235 (i).
BERGIN, SURGEON-GENL., SERVICES: Ques. (Mr. M1cfullen) 1914 (iii).
BLAIS, ACHILLE, FUNERAL EXPEN SES: Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 2169 (iii).
BOOTS FOR THE TORONTO CORPS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1744 (ii).
BRIGADE MAJORS' SALARIES, &C. : in Com. of Sup., 2903 (iv).

CANADIAN CONTINGENT FOR TIHE SOUDAN: Ques. (Ur. Blake) 568 (i).
CLOTH[NG AND GREAT COATS: in COMi. OfSup., 2903 (iv).

DoM. ARTILLERY ASSOCIATION: in COM. Of Sup., 2913 (iv).
DOm. RIFLE ASSOCIATION: in COm. Of Sup., 2913 (iv).

DRILL PAY, &C. ; in COm. Of Sup., 2910 (iv).

EQUIPIußNT Or THE 90TH BATT. : Ques. (Mr. Ross) 2851 (iv).
EXPEpITION TO THE N.W., COST OF: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 1678 (ii).
FLANNEL SHIRTS, CONTRACT FOR: Ques. (Ur. Rinfret) 1306 (à).

GATLING GUNi FOR UsE OF TRooP3: Ques. (1r. Robertsqn, flas'ings)
813 (ii).

GRANT, G., SUPERANNUATION: Ques. (Mr. McJIullen) 2531 (iii).
GUNS IN ACTION IN THE N.W.: QueS. (Mr. Blake) 2170 (iii).

HOUGITON, COL., MISSION TO TH EN.W. : Qaes. (Ur. Blake)3425 (iv).
IMPROVED RIFLED ORDNANCE : in Com. of Sup., 2915 (iv).
KITS SERVED OUT : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1568 (ii).
LAURIE, MAJOR GENL., MISSION TO THE N. W.: Ques. (Mr. Kirk)

2997 (ii).
LAvIS' PATENT POLE AND MILITIA TENTS: Ques. (Mr. Langelier)

2029 (iii).
MARTIN, J., PENSION TO WIDOW OF : M. for copies of Pet.* (Mr.

Curran) 201 (i).

MEDALS FOR VOLUNTEERS: Ques. (Mr. McNeill) 2274 (iii).

MIDDLETON, GENL., DEIPATCHES FROM, 1822, 1835, 1895, 2139,
2357 (iii), 2750, 3073 (iv).

MIDDLETON, GENL , INSTRUCTIONS: QueS. (Mr. Blake) 1306 (ii),
2169 (iii).

MILITARY COLLEGE GRADUATES, NUMBEIR, &c.: M. for Ret.' (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 313 (i).

MILITARY COLLEGE GRADUATES IN THE MILITIA: Ques. (Mr. Kirk)
1040 (ii).

MILITARY BRANCH, &c. :0in Com. cf Sup., 2889, 2893, 2903 (iv).
MILITARY COLLEGE : in Com. of Sup., 2913; cone., 2932 (iv).
MILITARY MAGAZINE AT ST. JOHN: M. for Ret. (Mr. Weldon) 603 ().
MILITARY ORGANIZATIONS IN MAN. AND N.W.T.: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

862, 1474 (ii).
MILITARY PROPERTIES, CARE OF: in Com. Sup., 2916 (iv).
MILITARY STOREHOUSE, QUEBEC : Ques. (Ur. Langelier) 1039 (ii).
MONTREAL GARRISON ARTILLERY : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1566 (i).
MOUNTED INFANTRY, WINNIPEG: in Coin. of Sup., 3411 (iv).
OFFICERS AND MEN, PAY, &C.: M. for Ret.*(Mr. Cameron, Afiddlesez)

313 (i).
O'MALLEY, LIEUT -COL., CHARGES AGAINST : M. for copy of Rep. of

Major-Genl. (Ur. Casey) 45 (i).
OTTER'S, COL, MARCH TO BATTLEFORD : Remarks, 1386 (ii).
OUIMET'S, COL , ABSENCE FRON DUTY: Remarks, 1167, 1205 (ii).
PENSIONS TO MILITIAMES OF 1812: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Bouraua)

101 (i).
PENSIONS: in Com. of Sup., 992 (ii).

POWDER MAGAZINES AT FORT HOwE: Queo. (Mr. Weldon) 246 (ii).
16

MILITIA-Continued.
PROTESTANT VOLUNTEERSE IN 65T BATTALION ; RemarkB, 2998; Tel.,

3094 (iv).

REBELLION. Sec general heading "DISTURBANCE."
REWARDS FOR BRAVERY: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 2359.
SCHOOL OF CAVALRY AT QUEBEC: M. tor Papers (Mr. Langelier)

88 (i).
SCOTT'S, COL., BATT. : Ques. (Mr. Watson) 1064 (ii).
TaooPs AT CLABKE'S CROSSING-: Telegram, 1205 (ii).

TaooPs, MOVEMENTS OF: Que3. (Mr. Blake) e38, 872; Tel., 1328 (I).
VETERANS OF WAR 1812: in Com.o f Sup., 992 (il).

-- EXTENSION OF PENSIONS TO WIDOWS: Ques. (Mr. Robertson,

JIatings) 36 (i).
VICTORIA RIFLES, MONTREAL : Ques. (Mr. Curran) 1983 (iii).
VOLUNTEERS OF MIL. DIST. No. 9: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Campbel,

Victoria) 1443 (ii).
-- TREATMENT OF HALF-BREEDS BY: Remarko, 2169 (ii).

-- KILLED, TRANSPOR T OF BODInS : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2029 (11î).
---- IN THE N.W. AND INTOXICATING LIQUoR : Que. (Mr. Foster)

1131 (ii).
---- CORPS IN THE N. W. IN 1879 : Remarkg (Mr. Watson) 816;

Ques. (Ufr. Blake) 1474 (ii).
- - or 1837-38, RECOGNITION OF SERVICES: Reo. (Mr. Hickey)

37 (i).
- - RECOGNITION OF SERVICES: Ques. (Mr. Small) 1563 (ii).

VOTE OF Tuns, xN. MIDDLETON AND VOLUNTEERS, 3159; Res.,

3163 (iv).
WAR SUPPLIES, CARRIAGE BY AMERICAN RYS. : Remarks, 839 (Ii).

WATERPROOF BLANKETS, PURCHASE 0F: Ques. (Mr. Catudai) 2171
(iii).

WILLIAMS, COL , DEATH 0Fo: Remarks and Telegram, 3073 (iv).
[See also general heading "DISTURBANCE."

Militia Acts. Se "CONSOLIDATED."
MILITIA AND DEFENCE, ANNUAL REP..: presonted (Ur.

Caron) 40 (i).
MILITIA, DEPT. OF: in COM. Of SUp., 898, 914 (ii), 2913 (iv).
Militia, Recognition of Services in the N. W. B.

160 (Mr. Caron). Res. prop., 3321; M. for Co.,
3376 ; in Com., 3377 ; 1°* of B., 3380; 2°*, in Com.
and 30*, 3470 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 73)

MILLARD, MR., FINES IMPOSED, COLLECTION OF :Ques. (Mr.
Forbes) 1211 (ii).

MILL ST., ST. JOHN, IRY. CROSSING ON, MEMORIAL AND COR.
M. for copies* (Mr. Weldon) 1442 (ii).

MINERAL WATERS : in COM. on Ways and Means, 808 (ii).
MINING AND TIMBER LANDS, NORTH 0F LAKES SUPEBIOR AND

.HURON, OwNERSHIP oF: M. for O.C., & . (Mr. Aills)
66 (i).

MINISTER oF Rys., OFFIcE OF : Qu'8. (Mr. Blake) 41 ().
MINISTER OF INT., ABSENCE OF: Quos. (Mr. Blake) 964 (ii).
MIRAIcI RIv&R, FIs CAUGIIT IN: M. for Ret. (Mr. Mit-

chell) 295 (i).

MISSION OF BION. MR. ROYAL: Attention of GOvt. called to
newspaper paragraph (Mr. Blake) 889 (ii).

MISSION OF MAJOR GENL. LAURIE TO THE N. W.: Ques. (Mr.
Kirk) 2' 97 (iv).

MODEL FARm, ESTABLISHMENT: in COM. Of SUp., 3453 (iv).
MONEY BORROWED BY GOVT. IN CANADA: Ques. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 743 (i).
MONTREAL AND CHAMPLAIN JUNCTION RY. CO.'s SUBSIDY:

prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 3458 ; in Co., 3472 (iv).

MONTREAL AND SOREL RY. 00.'à SUBSIDY : prop. los. (Kr.
Pope) 3457 (iv).

MONTREAL GARRISON ARTIL LERY. SUe "MILITIA."
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INDEX.
MONTREAL TURNPIKE TRUST DEBENTURES : leS. (-Ur.

Amyot) 567 (i).
MOODY, JOHN, EMPLOYMENT OF: Ques. (Mr. Lister) 148 (i).
MOODY. See "PORT MOODrY."

"MORAVIAN." See "ALLAN LINE."
MORGAN, H. J., PAYMENTS TO: M. for Stmtt. (Mr. McCraney)

1443 (ii). See "DOMINION ANNUAL REGISTER."
MORGAN, J. H., SERVICEs As FORESTRY COMMISSIONER: Ques.

(Mr. Cockburn) 77; APPOINTMENT: M. for O. C. (Mr.
Paterson, Brant) 147 (i).

MOULDINGS AND PICTURE kFRAMES: in COm. on Ways and
Means, 846 (i).

MORTON DAIRYING AND FARMING CO. See "SQUATTERS."

MOUNTED INFANTRY. See "MILITIA."

Mounted Police Augmentation B. No. 144 (Sir
John A. Macdonald). Ros. prop., 994 (ii); M. for Com.
on Res., 2402; in Com., 2415 ; M. to receive Rop. of
COm., 2421; 1°* of B., 2430 (iii) ; 20 and in Com.,
2770; 3° m., 2820; 3° on a div., 2822 (iv). (48-49
Vic., c. 53.)

MOUNTED POLICE BARRACKS, TENDERS FOR: Ques. (Mr.
Watson) 351 (i).

MOUNTED POLICE, COMMIssIONERs' iREP.: Ques. (Mr, Blake)
2359 (iii).

MOUNTED POLIE, COMPENSATION FOR INJURIES: M. for
Ret.* (Mr. Somerville, Brant) 505 (i).

Mounted Police Force B. No. 140 (Sir John A.
Macdonald). 1°*, 1670 (ii); 2° and in Com,, 2772;
3° m., 2832; 30, 2833 (iv). (48-19 17ïc., c. 54.)

MOUNTED POLICE; in Com. of Sup., 3243, 3392, 3421 (iv).
MOUNTED POLICE, INCREASE oF PORCE : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

2169 (ii).
MOUNTED POLICE OFEICERS, REPs. FROM, re ENGAGEMENTS:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3435 (iv).
MOUNTED POLICE RECRUITS: Remarks (Mr. Blake) 1566

(ii).
MURRAY CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 3303, 3307 (iv).
MURRAY CANAL ROUTE, COR. AND PETS.: M. for Rot.*

(Mr. Cockburn) 1442 (ii).
MUSK: in Com on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).
MUsKOKA LAKEs AND RIVER SEVERN CANAL SYSTEM: Ques.

(Mr. Bain, Wentworth) 289 (i).
MOCARTHY, C. (PUBLIC WORKS DEPT.) SUPERANNUATION OF:

Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 2530 (iii).
McDOUGALL, Ma. H. F.: Cortificate of Election and Roturn

of, 1 (i).
MCISAAC'S POND, INVERNESS, N.S., AS A HARBOR OF REFUGE

(Ques.) 36 ; ENGINEERs' REPs. RESPECTING: M. for
copies (Mir. (7amerqn, Inverness) 60 (i).

MOLEOD, N., ([NDIAN AFFAIRs) SUPERANNUATION OF: Ques.
(Mr. .McMullen) 2530 (iii).

McMANUs, GRATUITY TO WIDOW OF: in COm. Of Sup., 3350;
cOne., 3374 (iv).

NAPANEE, CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT: Ques.
(Mr. .Pruyn) 77 (i).

NAPANEE, TAMWO.THAND QUEBEC 1R. CO.'s SUBSIDY: prop.
Rs. (àMr. Pope) 3458.

NARROWS, ERECTION oF A LLGHTHOUSE AT: Ques. (Mr. Wood,
Brockville) 112 (i).

"NATIONAL POLICY" PAMPIILET: M. for copy* (Mr. Charl-
ton) 124 (i).

Navigation of Canadian Waters Act Amt. B.
No. 132 (Mr. McLelan). Res. prop. and in Com.,
1278; 10* of B., 1279 (ii): Order for 2* dschgd. and B.
wthdn., 2899 (iv). See B. 159.

NELSON & SON's SCHOOL BOOKs. See " CUsTOMs."

" NEWFIELD." See " ALLAN LINE."

NEW HARBOR AND INDIAN HARBOR, N.S., BREAKWATERS,
ENGINEERs' REPS.: M. for copies, &e.* (Mir. Kirk)

147 (i).
NEW MEMBERS, RET. OF (ANNOUNCEMENT) 1, 113 (i), 1192,

1385 (ii), 3072 (iv).
NEW MILITIA PENSIONS : cOnc., 2765 (iv).
NEW BRUNSWICK:

CARLTON BRANCE RY., PURCHASE OF; in COm. of Sup., 3415 (iv).
DODGE, BRENTON, DISMISSAL OF: M. for Ret.*' (Mr. Mofat) 1442(ii).
DORCHESTER PENITENTIARY: in O0m. Of SUp., 989 (ii).
EXPENDITURE FOR RTS., &C. - M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Vana3se) 964 (ii).
FIsH INSPECTOR IN CITY OF ST. JoHN : Ques. (Mr. Weldon) 2997 (iv).

FISH TAKEN IN THE MIRAMICIr: M. for Ret. (Mr. Mitchell) 295 (i).
FOOT AND CARRIAGE BRIDGE AT ST. JOHN : M. for Ret.' (Mr. Lancdry,

Kent) 1443 (ii).
INTERCOLONIAL RY. Se6 general heading.
JUDGES, APPOINTMENT FOR YEAR'S CIRCUIT: Ques. (Mr. Davie3)

56& (i).
LIEUT.-GOVERNOR : Ques (Mr. Blake) 362 (i).
MILITARY PROPERTIES AT ST. JOHN : M. for Ret. (Mr. Weldon) 606 (i)-
MILL ST., ST. JOHN, RY. CRossING, MEMORIALS, &c. : M. for Copies*

(Mr. Weldon) 1442 (ii).

NORTHERN AND WESTERN RY. CO. : M. for copies' (Mr. Temple)
533 (i).

POWDER MAGAZINES AT FORT HOWE, ST. JOHN : QueS. (Mr. Weldon)
246 (i).

RICHIBUCTO AND KINGSTON PORTS, CUSTOMS BUSINESS: M. for Ret.'
(Mr. Landry, Kent) 1442 (ii).

SALMON FisHING IN BATHURST HARBOR : QueS. (Mr. Blake) 2359 (iii).

ST. JOHN BRIDGE ANI) RY. EXTENSION Co. : QueS. (Mr. Weldon)

569 (i).
ST. JOHN CITY AND COUN TV, VACANCY IN THE REPRESENTATION : Queo.

(Mr. Weldon) 3127 (iv).
ST. STEPHEN'S POST OFFICE, RECEIPTS, &C. : M. for Stmnt. (Mr.

Burpee) 1100 (ii).
ST. STEPHEN'S PUBLIC BUILDINGS, CONSTRUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Gillmor)

1148 (ii).
SUPREME COURT, CAUSES ENrERED : M. for number (àfr. Foster) 294

(i).
WOODSTOCK PUBLIC BUILDINGS : QueB. (Mr. irvine) 606 (i).

" NEPTUNE," See "HUDSON BAY."

NEw BRUNsWICK AND P.E.. RY. CO.'s SUBSIDY : prop. Res.
(Mr. Pope) 3457; in Com., 3472 (iv).

NEWFOUNDLAND AND THE DOM., TRiADE RELATIONS BETWEEN:

Quos. (Mr. Mitchell) 3042 (iv).
NICOLET: Return of Member to represent, 1.
NORTH AMERICAN CONTRACTING CO., POSITION OF DEET OF

$600,000 : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i).
NORTHERLY AND WESTERLY ]3OUNDARIEs OF ONT., PRO-

OEEDINGS, MONEYS PAID, &C. : M. for Rot. (Mr. Lister)
210 (i).

NORTHERN AND PACIFIO JUNCTION RY. AND TUE C.P.R.:
Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 57 (i).

NoRTiiRN AND PACIFIC JUNCTION RY. LEASE : M. for copy

(Mr. Mulock) 56 (i).
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INDEX.
NORTEERN AND WESTERN RY., COR, BETWEEN DoM. AND

LOCAL GoYT. oF N.B.: M. for copies (Mr. Temple)

533 (i).
NORTHERN AND WESTERN RY. Co.'s SUBsIY : prop. RLs.

(Mr. Pope) 3157 (iv).
NORTH SASKATCHEWAN RIVER IMPROVEMENTS : M. for copy

of Reps., &c. (M r. McCallum) 615, 695 (i).
NORTH SEoRE LINE, SUBSIDY TO: M. for copie3 of Cor., &o.

(Mr. Laurier) 41 (i).
NORTH SHORE RY., PURCHASE oF, BY GoVT. : Ques. (Mr.

Laurier) 189 (i.
NORTI SHORE R-Y., USE oF BY C.P. R.: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

1915 (iii).
NORTHUMBERLAND CONTROVERTED ELECrION : Judgment of

Supreme Court, 593 (i); Return of Momber, 1192 (ii).

NoRTI-WESTERN COAL AND NAV. Co. See B. 147.

NoRTH-WEST CENTRAL Ry.: Remarks (Mr. Watson) on M.

for Com. of Sup., 3380 (iv).
N.W. COUNCIL, REs. re NIALF-BREED CLAIMS: QueS. (Mr.

Blake) 3425 (iv).

N.W. COUNCIL, SALARIES : in Cam. of Sap., 3392 (iv).

N.W.T. Expenses B. No. 149 (Mr. Bowell). Res., 2532,
1°* of B., 2559 ; 2° and in Com., 2855 ; 30*, 2894 (iv).
(48-19 Vic., c. 42.)

NORTH[-WEST TERRITORIES:
ADmINisrRATION OP JUSTICE. See B. 141.

BELL AND KAVAmGH LAND CLAIMS: M. for copies of 0. 0. (Mr.
Cameron, Huron) 479 (i).

CALGARY AND FORT MACLEOD STAGE LiE: Q nes. (Mr. Watson) 351 (i).
CANADIAN PacIFic Ry. See general heading.

CENSUS: Ques. (Mr. Farrow) 149 (i). See B. 21.
CHANGE OF NAMES oF LOCALITIES: Ques. (Mr. Tassé) 2359 (iii).
EXPEND.TUAE Fort RYs., &o.: M. for Stmnt (Mr. Vinasse) 9G1 (ii).
FEES FROM SETTLERS BY GOVT. AGENTS : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2170 (iii).
FISHERIEs Acr ExrENSIONe : QtIe. (.Ir. Ifesson) 51 (i).

FISHEREs PROTECrION : M. for copies of Gor. (Mir. Heuson) 700 (i).
FORT MACLEOD BARRACKS: ini COm. Of Sup., 3387 (iV).

FORT MACLEOD RANcH TEL. 0o. See B. 80.

FUEL FOR SETTLERS : M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 61 (i).

GovT. OFFICIALS, NAMES, &C.: M. for Ret. (1r. McMullen) 66 (i).

GRANDIN, BIsHoP, COMMUNICATIONS FROM : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3423 (iv.)

HALF-BREED GRIEVANCES: Res. (Kr. Blake) in A.mt to Com. on
Ways and Means, 761; neg. (Y. 57, N. 122) 771 (i); Speech,
2030 ; Resum of Events: Res. (Ur. Blake) in Amt. to Com.
on Ways and Means, 3075; deb. (Sir John A.'Macdonald) 3110;
(Mr. Laurier) 3119 ; (Mr. Girouard) 3128 ; (Mr. Cameron,
Huron) 3154, 3163; (Mr. Mackintosh) 3175; (Mr. Mills) 3190;
(Mr. Royal) 3199.

HOUGHTON, COL., MISSION IN 188t: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).

IMMIGRANT SHEDS AT MEDICINE HAT: Ques. (Mr. Watson) 350 (i).

IMMIGRANTS: M. for Strnnt. (Mr. Blake) 45 (i).
INDIANS. See general heading.
INDIAN SUPPLIES, TENDERS Fou: M. for Ret.* (Ur. Paterson, Brant)

532 (i).
INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS AT QU'APPELLE, &C.: conc., 2922 (iv).

JUDICIAL RZRORM, PETITIONS, &C.: Que.. (Ur. Blake) 1306 (ii).

LAND GRANTS To RYS. See B. 147.

LANIS. See " DoMINIoN LANDS."
LAUaIE, MAJoR GENL., Mission to N.W. : Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 2997 (iv).
LOSSEs AND EXPENSES THROUGH TROUBLES: in Com. of Sup., 3454 (iv).

MAIL ROBBERIES: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 91 (i).
MEDICINE HAT AND FORT MACLEOD STAGE LIs: Ques. (Mr. Watson)

351 (i).
MILITARY ORGANIZATIONS IN THE N.W.: Ques. (Mr, Trow) 862 (ii).

NO RTH-WEST TERRITORIES-Coninued.
MORGAN, J. H., APPOINTMENT AS FORESTRY CoMMIssIoNER: M. fo

0.0., &c.0 (Mr. Cameron, Middiesez) 147 (i).
MOUNTED POLICE BARRACKS : Ques. (Mr. Watson) 351 ().
N.W. COUNCIL, SALARIES: in Com. of Sup., 3392 (iv).
OFFICIALS, COMMUNICATIONS WITII: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3t25 (iv).

REAL PROPERTY IN TIE N.W. T. See B. 109.

REBELLION. See general heading I DISTURBANCE."
REPRESENTATION IN PARLT. : M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Cameront

Huron) 292 (i); Ros. in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 3404.

ROYAL, HON. MR., VISIT TO N.W. : attention cf Govt. called to (Mr.
Blake) 889 (i.)

RUSSELL, MR., DUTIES OF : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2358 (iv).
SASKATCIIEWAN RIVER IMPROVEMENTS: M. for Rot. (Mr. JIcOallum)

615, 695 (i).

SAUNDERS AND WOOD, TRIAL FoR LIBEL : M. for. Ret.* (Mr. Blake)
1443 (ii).

SErTLICRS DURING CALENDAR YEAR 1884: Ques. (Sir Richarl Cart-

wright) 113 (i).
SQUATTERS IN QU'APPELLE VALLEY : M. for Rot. (Mr. Lister) 205 (i).
SQUATTERS IN TP. 3, RANGKS 23 AND 24 WEST : M. for Rot. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) 231 (i).

ST. CLAIa RANCII (3o.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2240 (iii).

SURVEYS AND EXPLORATIONS: Ques. (Mr. Mills) 2029 (iii).

SYNOD OF THE DIocESE OF QU'APPELLE. Sce B. 39.

VOLUNTEER CORPS, ORGANIZKTION : R3marks (Mr. Watson) 816;
Ques. (Ur. Blake) 1474 (ii).

VOTE FOR RELIEF OF SETTLERS: Ques. (Mr Watson) 1741 (iii).

[See also " DISTURBANCE,' " DOMINION L ANDS," EI<ALF-BREEDS, &C."

NOVA SCO rIA:
ANTIGONISH AND SHERBROOKE MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. McfSaaC)

568 (i).
AUTOMATIC BuoYs IN LIVERPOOL HARRoR : Ques. (Mr.Forbe) 479

(i), 1914 (iii).
BAYFIELD HARBOR BREAKWATER, EXTENSION: QueS. (Mr. Efel/aae)

77 (i).
BIRD ISLAND L IGHITHoUSE, MANAGEMENT : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Campbell,

Victoria) 1443 (ii).
BRoOKLIYN BREAKWATER, WIIAIRFAGE COLLECTIONS: Quee.(Kr. Forbes)

478 (i).
CLAIMS FOR A SUBSIDY : Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 189 (i).
COFFIN'S ISLAND LIGHTIIoUSE, PROTECTION : Ques. (Mr. Forbea) 1915

(iii).
CUMBERLAND, VACAINCY IN THE REPRESENTATION, 1 (i).

CUSToMS DETECTIVES oR POLICE IN N.S. : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 889 (il).
DIGBY PIER, WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS FOR 1884 : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Vail) 532 (i).
EASTERN EXTENSION RY., EARNINGS, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Cameron,

Inverness) 148; M. for Stmnt.,* 313 (i); in Com. of Sup., 3300,
3384 (iv).

EXPENDITURE FOR RYS, &C. : M. for Strnt.* (Ur. Vanasse) 964 (il).
FISIIERMEN, PAYMENT oF BOUNTY, IN GuYsBoRouH Co. : Ques. (Mr.

Kirk) 2751 (iv).
FisHî LADDERS IN LA HAVE RIVER : Ques. (Ur. For bes) 2239 (iii).
GREAT VILLAGE RIVER IMPROVEMENTS : M. for Stmnt.* (Ur. Robert.

son, Shelburne) 67 (i).
HARRORS IN GUYSBOROUGH Co., RE-SURVEY : QueS (Mr. Kirk) 51 (j).
"LION," SCHOONER, SEIZURE OF : M. for copies of Rep.* (Mr. Robert,

son, Shelburne) 533 (i).
McISAAC'S POND AS A HARBoR oF R.Fua : Ques. (Mr. Cameron,

Inverness) 36 ; Engineers' Reps.: M. far copies, 60 (i).
METAGHAN RIVER PIER, WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS FOR 1884 : M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Vail) 532 (i).
OXFORD AND NEW GLASGOW RY., PROJEOTED LINE : M. for copies of

Cor., &c. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i) ; in Com. of Sup., 3413 (iv).
PARSnoRoUGH BREAKWATER, TENDERS : M. for copies (Mr. Robertson,

Shelburne) 66 (i).
PORT MULGRAVE AND GUYSBOROUGH, &C., OOMMUNICATION I Que.

(Mr. Kirk) 114 (i).
PORT MULGRAVE AS A SUB-PORT : M. for papers (Ur, Kirk) 445 (i).

cxxiii



INDEX.
NOVA SOOTIA-Continued.

RYs., 00NUOLrDATION AND COMPLETION : QueS. (àfr.Stairs) 2530 (iv).
SAWDUST LAW, BREAcH op: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Forbes) 147; Ques.,

1039, 12&1 (ii), 2239 (iii).
SUINGLE SHAVINGS IN TUE MERsEY R ER: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 1039

(ii).
SOMERVILLE BREAKWATER REPAIRS : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 57 (i).
STARR, J. E., FISHERY OVERSEER, RENOVAL OF : M. for Ret* (Kr.

Blake) 1443 (i).
MUPPLIES PURCHASD IN HALIFAX : Ms. for Rots.* (Mr. Forbes) 533

(i), 1442 ; Ques., 1914, 1915 (iii).
TRACADIE BREAKWATER, EXPENDITURE: M. for Stmit. (Mr. Mclsaac)

147 (i).
VACANCY IN A JUDICIAL DISTRICT : Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 2750 (iv).
WATER LOTS, APPLICATIONS FOR : Ques. (Mr. Tupper) 429 (i).
WHITE POINT BREAKWATER, REPAIRS : Ques (Mr. Forbes) 52 (i).
WINDSOR BRANCH RY., 0.0., AGREEMENTS, &C. : M. for copies* (Mr.

Kinnaey) 533 (i).

Oaths of Office. See " ADMINISTRATION."

OBSTRUCTIoNS IN NAVIGABLE WATERS : in COm. of Sup.,
2950 (iv).

OAK, PINE AND SPRUcE LoGs, EXPORT DUTY : M. for Ret.*
(lir. Edqar) 1442 (ii).

OBSTRUCTIONS IN RIVERS, COR. BETWEEN CANADA AND U.S.
M. for copies (Mr. Irvine) 443 ; wthdn., 415 (i).

OCEAN AND RIVER SERVICE. See "MARINE " and " SUPPLY."

OEAN 9AIL SERVICE, ANNUAL COST, &c. : M. for Stmnt.,
(fMr. Blake) 201 (i).

Ocean Mail Service, Renewal of Contract B.
No., 151 (Mr. Carling). Res. prop., 2440; Res. in
Com., 2555 (iii) ; M. to roc. Rep. of Com., 2751 ; M. to
conc. in Res., 2754; 1° of B., 2757 ; Order for 2°
dschgd. and B. wthdn., 3375 (iv).

O'CONNOR, HON. JoHN, SUMS PA1D TO, re
M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Lister) 210 (i).

Offences Against the Person.
LAW."

ONT. BOUNDARY :

See "CRIMINAL

OFFICIAL ARBITRATORS, LEGISLATION RESPECTING: Ques.

(Mr. Belleau) 88 (i).
OFFICIAL AssIGNEEs UNDER BANKRUPT ACT, 1869: M. for

Ret. of Estates, &c.* (Mr. Mitchell) 303, 533 (i).
OFFICIAL DESPATOTiES RESPEcTING ENGAGEMENTS IN N.W.:

Remarks (Mr. Blake) 2999 (iv); Ques., 2169 (iii).
OFFICIALS, GOVT., IN THE N.W., NAMEs, &C.: M. for Ret.

(Mr. McMullen) 66 (i).
OFFICIAL REPORTERS oF DEBATES, EMPLOYMENT OF, DURING

RECEsB: Ques. (Mr. Auger) 76 (i).
O'MALLEY, LIEUT..COL., CHARGES AGAINST : M. for Copy Of

Rop. of Maj.-Genl. (Mr. Casey) 45 (i).
O'MALLEY, LIEUT. -COL., CHARGES AGAINST AND SUSPENSION

oF: M. for copy (Mr. Wilson) 101; (i).
ONTARIO AND QUEBEC IRY. Co's. BONDS : M. for copy of Pro.

speCtus, &c. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i); Stockholders: M.
for Stmnt.,* 1443 (ii).

Ontario Pacifie Ry. Co.'s B. No. 72 (Mr. Bergin).
1°n, 213; 2°*, 405 (i); in Com. and 3Q*, 1007 (ii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 19.)

ONTARIO:
BouNARIus. ee general heading.
OiARLIN0E, POSTXASTER AT : M. for Papers (Mr. Blake) 708 (i).

ONTARIO-Continued.
CORNWALL CANAL: in Com. of Sap., 3301 (iv).
CORNWALL PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr. Lister) 2997 (iv).
DAKs AT LAKEFIELD AND YOUNG'S POINT: Quei. (Mr.
DUMMY LIGHiTHousE FOG-HORN: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Jackon)

293 (i).

DUNDAS AND WATERLOO ROAD, SALE OF: M. for Papers, &c. (Mr.
Bain, Wentworth) 147 ; prop. Res. (Sir HectorL angevin)
451 (i). Bee B. 120.

DUNDAS PUBLIC BUILDINGS, ERECTION OF: Ques. (Mr. Bain, Wnt-
worth) 290 (i).

EXPENDITURE POR Rvs., &C. : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Vanasse) 964 (il).
FORT FRANCIS CANAL: in COm. Of Sup., 3385 (iv).

GLAMMIS POST OFFICE, ENQUIRY: Ques. (M. Blake) 1131 (ii).
GRENVILLE, SOUTH, RETURN OF MEMBER, 3072 (iv).
EENEY, J., GOVT. PROPERTY OCCUPIND BY : QueS. (Mr. Jlolton) 3426

(iv).
HUGHES, D. J., CHARGES AGAINST: M. for Ret. (Mr. Wilson) 98;

Ques, 77 (i).
INDIAN TITLES ACQUIRED BY GOVT. : Ques. (Mr. Milis) 632 (i).
KINGSTON PENITENTIART: in OOM. Of Sup., 985 (i), 3350 (iv).
LAKE SIMCOE FIsHERiES: M. for Rot.* (Kr. Mulock) 1444 (ii); Ques.,

3073 (iv).
LAND IMPROVEMENT FUND SETTLEMENT : Quoi. (Mr. Sproule) 1039 (ii).
LENNOX CONTROVERTED ELECTION, JUDGE'S CERTIFICATE, &C., 1 (i).

LiFE-SAVING SERvICE AT PORT ROWAN: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.
Jackson) 142 ().

LONG POINT FISHING GROUNDS: Ques. (Mr. Jackson) 289 (i).
MAIL SERVICE ON CAN. SOUTIIERN RY. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Wigle) 120 (i).
MAITLAND, POSTMASIER AT: Ques. (Mr. M4ock) 1743 (iii).
MARITIME COURT, EXrTNSION OF JURISDICTION. See B. 11.

MIDDLESEX, WEST, CONTROVERTED ELECTION, JUDGE'S REP., 1 (i).

MILITIA BARRACK3 AT LONDON : in Cam. of Slp, 3412 (iv).
MINING AND TIMBER LANDS NORTH oF LAKE SuPERIOR: M. for 0.0.,

&c. (Mr. Mills) 66 (i).
MURRAY CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 3303 (iv).
MURRAY CANAL ROUTE: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Cockburn) 1442 (ii).
MUSKOxA LAKES AND RIVER SEVERN CANAL SYSTEM: Ques. (Mr. Bain,

Wrcntworth) 289 (i).
NAPANEE PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr. Pruyn) 77 (i).
NORTHUMBERLAND CONTROVERTED ELECTION, JUDGE'S REP., 593 (i);

Ret. of Member, 1192 (ii).

O'MALLEY, LIEUT.-COL., CHARGES AGAINST: M. for copies (Mr. Casey)
45; (Mr. Wilson) 101 (i).

ONTARIO AND QUEBEC RY. Co.'s BONDS: M. for copy of Prospectus

(Mr. Blake) 145 (i); Stockholders: M. for Stmnt. * (Mr. Blake)

1443 (ii).
ONTARIO, WEST, VACANCY IN THE REPRESENTATION, 1 (i).

OTTAWA, ALLOWANCE TO ASSISTANT POSTMASTER: iD 0011. of Sup.,

3393; conc., 3398 (iv).

OTTAWA RIVER SHIP CANAL: prop. Res. (Ur. White, Renfrew) 1211
(ii).

OTTAWA RIVER SURVEY AND EXPLORATIONS: Que. (Mr. White, Ren.
/rew) 131 (i), 1040 (ii).

PORT ARTHUR HARBOR: in Coin. of Sup., 2916 (iv).
PORT CREDIT HARBOR CO., REPS. MADE TO GOVT. : M. for copies (Mr.

Plait) 124 (i).
PORT ROWAN AS A HARBOR OF REFUGE: M. for Ret. (Mr. Jackson)

297 (i).
PORTS STANLEY AND BURWULL, HARBORS oF REFUGE: M. for Rat. (Mr.

Wilson) 62 (i).
REFUND OF RY. BODIUSES TO MUNICIPALITIES, MEMORIALS, &C. : M. for

copies (Mr. Cook) 569 (i).
RIDEAU CANAL: in Coi. of Sup., 3312, 3418 (iv).
RIDGETOWN AS A PORT OF ENTRY, PETS., &C.: M. for copies* (Mr.

Casey) 532 (i).
Rys. CENTREING IN OTTAWA, BONUsES: M. for Rot. (Mr. Landerkin)

86 (i).
RYS. IN CO. OP GREY, REPUND OF BONUsEs: M. for Ret. (Mr. Lander-

kin) 58 (i).
SALMON POINT BRuAXWATER : M. for Cor. (Mr. Plau) 210 (i).
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ONTARIO-Conlinued.

SHILoH AND FERGUS MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (M-r. Innes) 1211 (ii).
ST. THoMAs PUBLIC BUILDING3: M. for Ret. (Mr. Wilson) 79 (i).
TRENT RIvER NAvIGATION : in Com. of Sup., 3311 (iv).
TimBER PERMITS GRANTED IN TERRITORY AWARDED ONT. : Ques. (Mr.

Mills) 114,115 ; M. for Ret., 115; M. for copies,* 124, 210 (i).
WELLANDÎAND WILLIAMSBURG CANALS: in Com. of Sup., 3301, 3418

(iv).
WELLER'S BAY Il RANGE LIGHTS :"~M. for Cor. (M r. Plait) 210 (i).
WILKINsoN, J. A., SUMs PAID: Ques. (Mr. McM'ullen) 51 (i).
WOoD AND WILKINSON, SUMS PAID: M. for Ret.* (Mr. McMullen)

147 (i).
WooD SUPPLY TO PUBLIC BUILDINGS, OTTAWA : Ques. (Mr. Bain,

Wentworth) 1387 (ii).
OPERATIVES IN FACTORIES: M. for Rots , Stmnts. (Sir Rich-

ard Cartwright) 37 (i),
ORDER PAPER, OMISSION FROM, OF A QUESTION: Remarks

(Mr. Charlton) 2774; explanation, 2854 (iv).
ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE:

ORDER :
A DMINISTRATION OF' JUsTICE IN TIE N.W. B. 141: Interruption by

Members not in Order (Mr. Speaker) 3430 (iv)
CENSUS oF' THE N.W., &o., B. 21 : Member called to Order for

imputing motives (Mr. Speaker) 213 (i).
CIVIL SERVICE ACT AMT. B. 31. On Amt. to 30 : full discussion of

principles of B. objected to by Mr. Bowell ; Ruling (gr Deputy
Speaker) competent for members to enter largely into discus-
sion of B, but should confine their remarks to Resolution in
Amt., 1300 (ii).

DISTURBANCE IN TE N.W. Remarks (1fr. Girouard) on newspaper
paragraph : Ruling (Mr. Speaker) Ques. of Privi'ege should
conclude with a motion, and member cannot correct a speaker
until conclusion of speech, 3161 (iv).

FRANCHISE B. 103. Calling acrose floor not in Order (Mr. Chair-
man) 1432 (ii), 1733.

- Irrelevancy of deb., 1431, 1494, 1509, 1619, 1793, 2242, 1733
1800, 1923, 1964, 2146 (iii).

-- Member called to Order for.drawing a comparison : Ruled
in Order (Mr. Chairman) 1867 (iii).

-- Member called to Order for reading extracts : Ruling (Mr.
Chairman) readingextracts continuously an abuse of Privilege,
1461, 1465, 1467, 1496 (ii) ; Remarks (à1r. Oréon) 3161 (iv).

-- Members wearying House with repetitions : Authorities
quoted (Mr. Chairman) 1804 (iii).

- Objection (Mr. Davies) to member imputing statements,
1974; (Mr. Poster) 1825 (iii).

Objection (Sir Richard Cartwright) to Member calling
" Order " from his seat : Ruled (Mr. Chairman) in Order ; but
if a Member wants to raise a point of Order he must rise and
state it, 1975 (iii).

- On discussion of financial condition of the country: objec-

tion (Mr. McCallum) 1919; Ruling (Mr. Chairman) an elabora-
tion of financial condition cf the country not in Order, 1922;
appeal from decision of Chair to House (Mr. Cameron, ifuron)
1923; Ruling sustained (Y. 67, N. 41) 1924 (iii).

- On enfranchisement of Indians: objection (Mr. Dawson)
taken to discussing proprietory rights of Indians : Ruling (Mr.

Chairman) objection sustained, 2144 (iii).
- On Member keeping floor and not speaking, and disorderly

interruptions: Remarks (Sir John A. Macdonald and others)
1969 (iii).

- On M. to adjn.: Member called to order for irrelevancy of
remarks, 1509: Ruled out of Order (Mr. Chairman) 1510;
appeal from decision of Chair to House (Ur. Edgar) 1510;
authorities quoted, 1510, 1511; ruling sustained (Y. 76, N. 46)

1513 (ii).
- Ruling (Mr. Chairman) deb. must be confined to clause

before Com., 1800 (iii).

ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE-Continued.
ORDER-Coninued.

FaiSACHisE B. 103. UInparliamentary lanage, withdrawal re.
quested (Mr. Chairman) 1424; (Mr. Caey) 1435,1436, 1466, 1680
(ii), 1825 (iii)

FRANCHISE B. PETITIONS: Genuineness of Signatures questioned by
Mr. Woodworth, and "May" quoted, 2024; Remarku (Mr.
Speaker) as to duties of Clerk and officers, 2027 (iii).

INFEOTIOUs oR CONTAGIoUs DIsSASES AFFECTING ANIMAiLs B. 44: Full
discussion of B. not in Order on an Amt. (Mr. Deputy Speaker)
1330 (ii).

LAND GRANTS TO RYs. IN THE N. W. B. 147: Remarks (Ur. Mitchell)
on article in Toronto Mail re fro3ts in Manitoba, 2459; dia-
cussion on C. P. R. Contract declared not in Order (Mr.

Speaker) 2460 (iv).
MANITOBA CLAIMS SETTLEMINT: on Res , Member called to Order

(Ur. Speaker) for referring to what took place in Com., 2783;
reference to what took place in Com. of W. not in Order,
2786 (iv).

TORON TO "NEws," ARTICLE ON FRENCH AGGREssIoN: Objection taken
by Mr. Charlton to an hon. Membernaming another by some

other name than his own or constituency ; objection sustained
by Mr. Speaker and expression withdrawn, 1680 (ii).

VOLUNTEERS, RECOGNITION oF SERvicEs B. 160 : On alteration of
Res. witbout consent of the Crown ; Ruling (Mr. Speaker)
3380 (iv).

WASIIINGTON TREATY, TERMiNATION OF FIsHERY CLAUsEs : Ruling

(Mr. Speaker) allusion to previous deb. not in Order, 2899 (iv).
WAYS AND MEANS : Objection taken by Mr. B3well to Member

entering into full discussion of sugar duties, simply on a
change ; Ruling (Ur. Chairman) 852 (il).

PRIVILEGE :
BoNUsEs TO RYs. BY OWT. GovT. : Personal explanation (Ur. Blake)

3445 (iv).
CANADA TEMP. ACT : Explanation (Ur. Orion) on article in Neya

Record, re vote, 3,000 ; explanation (Mr. Kaulbach) 3073 (iv.)
C.P.R. BETwEEN EMERSON AND WINNIPEG : Remarks (Mr. Lister) on

Stmnt. of Minister of Marine, 693 (i).
- Remarks (Mr. Mitchell) re charge of being the defender of

the Co., 2460 (iv).
- RESOLUTIONS: PUBLICATION IN NswsPARs BEFOIRE PRESEN-

TATION TO IIoUsE : Remarks (Mr. Blake) 1712 (ii).
CoRREsPoNDENCE IN ?ORT AIRTIICR -HERALD " : Remarks (Mr.

Dawson) and repudiation (Mr. Macmaster) 3162 (iv).
DEBATES, OFFICIAL REP : Interpolation of remarks in Speech

remarks and repudiation (Mr. Blake) 2541 ; correction (Mr.
Macmaster) 2619 (iv).

DISTURBANCE IN THE N.W.: Article in the Electeur ; personal expla-
nation (Mr. Caron) 967 (ii).

Denial of Stmnt. in Montreal Post (Mr. Girouard) 3161 (iv).
Remarks (Ur. Cook) on newspaper paragraph re Col.

Amyot's Battalion, 1336 (ii).
- Repudiation of charge contained in article in Hamilton

Spectator (Mr. Blake) 813 (ii).
DoMINIoN AND ONTARIO PoLITIcs: Personal explanation (Mr. Blake)

1837 (iii)
FRANCHISE B. PETITIONS AND THE CLERY : Explanation (Ur. Sproule)

re paragraph in Canada Prebgterian and Meaford Monitor
2772 (iv).

FRANCHIsE B. PETITIoNs, GENUINENESS of SIGNATURus : Remarks (Mr.
Edgar) on article in Ottawa Citizen, 1935, 2103; (Mr. Allen)
2209 (iii).

FRANCHIsE B : Report of speech in Globe newspaper: Remarks (Ifr.
Wallace) 1824 (iii).

FRENCH AGGREssIoN : Article in Toronto News, Remarks (r.
Bergeron) 1678 (i).

GOVERNMENT PRINTING, &c. : Remarks (1r. Somerville, Brant) on
paragraph in Ottawa Citizen, 3162, 3213 ; personal allusions
(Mr. Mackintosh) 3247 (iv).

GRAND TaUNK RY. AND CONDUCT OF MR. Hc10soN : Remarks (Mr.
McMullen) on paragraph in Montreal Herald, 1131 (il).
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ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE-Continued.

PRIVILEGE- Continued.
HALF-BREED GRIEVANCES IN THE N.W. : Explanation (Mr. Blake) re

J. E. Brown's correspondence, 3246 (iv).

HYDaAULIC POwER ON CORNWALL CANAL: Explanation (Mr. Gault)
of paragraph«in Globe newspaper, 49 (i).

INTERPOLATION OF WORDS IN A DEsPATCH : Remarks (Mr. Mills)
3247 (iv).

LABORERS ON C.P.R. : Explanation (Mr. Dawson) of paragraph in
Globe newspaper, 247 (i).

LAND GRANTs AND LAND GRANT BoNDs, &C., RETURN : Personal
explanation (Mr. Mitchell) 94 (i).

MEssAGES FRom Bis Ex., MEMBERS RISING AND UNCOVERING ON
DELIVERY : Contradiction of Stmnt. in Ottawa Free Press
(Messrs. Royal and Girouard) 170 (i).

NOVA SCOTIA VOLUNTEERS: Remarks (Mr. Kaulbach) on paragraph
in Ottawa Free Press, 1094 (i).

PRINCE ALBERT CoLoNIZ&TION Ci. : Explanation (Mr. White,
ifastings) re paragraph in Ottawa Free Press, 3162 (iv).

TIMBoR LIMITs IN fHa N.W.: Denial (Hr. Sproule) of Statements
published in Ottawa Free Press, 566 (i).

TIMBER REGILATIONS IN B. 0.: Remarks (Mr. Ferguson, Welland)
on paragraph in Ottawa Free Press, 2240 (iii).

VERACITY QUEsTIONED : Remarks (Mr. Gurran) 725 (i).
WATER POWER ON WILLIAMSBURG CANAL: Explanation (Mr. Benson)

of paragraph in Globe newspaper, 48 (i).
WAYS AND MEANS: Remarks (Sir John A. AlNedonali) re working-

men of Montreal, 521 (i).
PROCELURE:

CAN. TEWIP. ACr AMT. B. 92: 0, Amt. (Mr. White, Cir lwell) to M.
for 2é: objection taken by Mr. Blake that a motitu in amend-
ment to 20 should be made as a substantive motion : Ruling
(Mr. Deputy Speaker) Amt. in Order, as it contradicts the prin-
ciple of the B., and " May " quoted in support of same, 952 (ii).

CAN. TEump. ACT: On M. to place B. Second Order on Pnb, Bills
and Orders: Ruling (à!r. Speaker) Order of proceedings regu-
lated by the Rules ; items standing on Order Paper taken up
according to precedonce; Order cannot be changel without
notice, 714 (i).

CAN TEMp. ACT: On Mr. Ilickey's Amt. to M. to conc. in Sen.
Amts., relevancy of Amt. questimned : Ruling (Ur. Speaker)
that Amt. is consequential to or relevant upon the Amt. adop ted
by the Senate, and Speaker Brand quoted, 2556 (iv).

DIVISIONS IN COMMITTEE, OBJECTION TO CHAIRMAN's RULING
Practice stated (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1470 (ii).

DUNDAs AND WATERLOO RoAD : On M. for Com. on Res. legalising
sale ; object of Rule stated to be that full time should be
given for consideration of all Bills, Motions or Resolutions
which may result in a charge on the Treasury, &c. (Mr.
Speaker) 451 (i).

FACTORIES, REGULATION oF LABOR B 85 : On M. for rsmng. adjd.
deb. for 20 ; Objection taken by Mr. Bergin to Amt. (Mr.
Jamieson) ubstituting Can. Temp. Act, 944 ; Rnling (Mr.
Speaker) that the Bouse may proceed to other Orders of the
Day in discussing an Order, or a particular Order may be
superseded by the House agreeing to an Amt. and " May"
quoted to sustain same, 944 (ii).

INsOLVENT DEBTORs' ASSETS B. 4 : On M. to transfer to Govt.
Orders : Votes and Proceeding quoted (Mr. Speaker) 1281 (ii).

INsPECTION OF FACTORIEs REs : Suggestion (Mr. Speaker) that same
stand first on Pub. Bills and Orders, 607 (i).

MILILIA ACT, 1883, AMT. B. 152: On Res. increasing number of
men : Exception taken by Mr. Blake as to whether B. ought
not to have been initiated by preliminary Res., 3045 ; Ruling
(Kr. Speaker) not necessary that Amt. should be founded on a
Res., and Journals of 1883 quoted, 3046 (iv).

PETITIONs, PRESENTATION : Signatures signed by proxy : Reception
objected to by Mr. Woodworth and " May " quoted, 2024.
Remarks (Mr. Speaker) and practice stated, 2027, 2029; Names

ORDER, PRLVILEGE AND PROCEDURE-Continued.
PROCEDURE-Coutinued.

obtained by frand : discussion to take place on M. to read
and receive same (Mr. Speaker) 2274; Petition having no
signatures not in Order and cannot be received (Mr. Speaker)
2319 (iii).

PETITIONs, READING AND REcEIVING : Objection taken by Mr. Edgar:

Cushing's practice quoted in support of same, 2319, 2320 (iii).
PEnTIONs, READING: Irregular for Member to read a Petition on

presentation, but if required it may be read by the Clerk at the
Table: Rule read (Mr. Speaker) 1891, and authorities quotede
1893 (iii).

PROHIBITION OF SPIRITuous LiquoRs : Ruling (Mr. Speaker) in Order
to move the Previous Question, &c., 1015 (ii).

PRIVILEGE, QUES. oF : Ruling (Mr. Speaker) should conclude with
a motion, 3161 (iv).

SCOTT ACT PETITIoNs AND FORGED SIGNATURES : On M. (Mr.
Foster) to erase name : Ruling (Mîr. Speaker) no practice to
warrant such a motion ; English practice stated, 2320 (iv).

SPEAKER, DEPUTY, APPOINTMENT OF MALAoHY DALY, EsQ: On Res.

objection on consent of Crown not having been signified (Ur.
Blake) and B.N.A. Act quoted, 73 (i).

SUPREME CoURT APPELLATE JURIsDICTIoN B. 68 : On M. to intro-

duce : Right to introduce questioned, because Bill of same

nature is before the House (gr. Casgrain), and remarks (Kr.

Speaker) 240 ; Ruled (Mr. Speaker) in Order to introduce Bill,
270 (i).

WAYs AND MEANS: Objection taken by Mr. Blake to Res. before
Com., a Res. on same subject having been already passed
upon : Ruled (Mr. Chairman) in Order, and authorities quoted
to sustain sane, 3 2 15 ([y).

WINNIPEG AND PRINCE ALBERT RY. B. 82: On m. for 20 : sugges-
tion (Ur. Speaker) that Order be discharged, 428 (i).

OSsLER, MR. JUSTICE: Rep. on West Middlesex Contro.
verted Election, 1 (i).

OTTER'S, COL., MARCH TO BATTLEFORD : Remarks, 1386 (à).
OTTAWA, RY. CONNECTION WITH : M. for Rot. (Mr. Lander-

kin) 86 (i).
OTTAWA RIVER SURVEY AND EXPLORATION: QUes. (Ur.

White, Renfrew) 131 (Q.
OTTAWA RIVER SiIIr CANAL : Res. (Mr. White, Renfrew)

1211 ; Deb. (Mr. Bryson) 1215 ; (Mr. Cockburn) 1217;
(Mr. Dawson) 1218; (Messrs. Cameron [ Victoria] and
Tassé) 1219 ; (Mr. Hilliard) 1224 ; (Sir Eector Langevin
and Messrs. Blake and White, Renfrew) 1225 (i).

OTTAWA, WADDINGTON AND NEW YORK Ry. AND BRIDGE

Co.'s SUBSIDY : prop. Res. (Mir. Pope) 3457 ; in Com.
3472 (iv).

OUIMET's, COL., ABSENCE FRoM DUTY: Remarks (Mr. Cas-
grain) 1167, 1205 (ii).

OUTBREAK. See " DISTURBANCE."

OXFORD AND NEw GLASGIW RY., N. S., PROJECTED LINE: M.
for copies of Cor., &c. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i); in Com. of
Sup., 3414 (iv).

PACIFIC RY. See " CANADIAN PACIFIC."
PAPERS IN RESPECT OF THE N. W.: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

2358 (iii),
PARLIAMENT, 5TH, THIRD SESSION, 1885, 48 VICTORIA:

Opening, 1; Speech from the Throne, 2 (i); Bills
assented to, 1516 (ii), 3475; Prorogation, 3475 (iv).
See " HoUSE OF CoMMoNS."

PARSBOROUGH BREAKWATER, CONSTRUCTION OF : M. for
copies of Tenders (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 66 (i).
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PARTRIDGE, PRAIRIE FOWLS, &C.: in Com. on Ways and

Means, 858 (ii).
PASSENGER, FREIGHT AND MIXED TRAINS, C. P. R., RUNNING

OF: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 67 (i).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. No. 25 (Ur. White, Ben-
frew). 10, 67 ; 2° m., 266 ; neg. (Y. 57, N. 70) 269 (i).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. No. 64 (Mr. McCarthy).
10, 234; 2° m., 622; Order for 2° dschgd., 629 (i).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. No. 89 (Ur. liay). 1°*,
362 (i).

PATENTS ISSUED TO SETTLERS IN PRINCE ALBERT: QueS.

(àfr. Blake) 964 (ii).

Patents of Invention Act Amt. B. No. 29 (Mr.
Smyth). 10*, 88 (i).

PAUPER TURKISH IMMIGRANTS: Ques. (Mr. Trow) 3475 (iv).

Pawnbrokers' further Provision B. No. 137 (Mr.
Small). 1°*, 1474 (ii).

PAYNE AND APPLEGARTH, MURDER OF, BY INDIANS INN.W.,

859 (ii).
PEACHY, J. W., SUPERANNUATION OF: QueS. (r. Rinfret)

1743 (iii3é
PENITENTIARIEB, REP.: presented (Sir Hector Langevin) 28

(i).
PENITENTIARY RULES, SUSPENSION: M. fOr Rot. (Mr. Shakes

peare) 823 (il).
PENITENTIARIES. See "SUPPLY."

PENSION, CONTINUATION OF, TO WIDOW OF JOHN MARTIN: M.
for Ret. (Mr. Curran) 201 (i).

Pension Fand of Bank of Montreal B. No. 49
(Mr. White, Cardwell). 1°*, 170; 20*, 245; in Com.
and 3 V*, 693 (i). (48-49 Vie., c. 13.)

PENSIONS: in Com. of Sup., 992 (ii).
PETITIONs, FRANCHiSE B. :Jom rk (.Ur. 6iarlton) on

reception, 1856-; on geruineness of Signatures (Mr.
Woodworth and otherà) 2023 ; (Mr. McNeill) 2171 ;
(Mr. Allen) 2209 ; (Mr. _Rykert) 2274; (Mr. Edgar)
2319 ; (Mr. Sproule) 2392 (iii), 2772 (iv) ; (Mr. Mc
Neill) 2495 (iii).

PETITIONS, SCOTT ACT : M. (Mr. Foster) to erase name,

2320 (iii).
PETITIONS, ON PRESENTATION OF: Remarks, 1891 (iii).
PETITIONS, RESOLUTIONS, &C., ON BANKRUPTCY: presented

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 101 (i).
PITITIONS, RESOLUTIONS, &C., ON IIALF-BREEDS' AND SETTLERS'

CLAIMS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).

PICKLES AND SAUCES: in Com. on Ways and Means, 843 (ii).

PICTURE PEAMES,&C.: in Com. on Ways and Means, 846 (ii).

PIERS AND WHARVES IN P. E. I., EXPENDITURE ON MAINTEN-

ANCE, &C.: M. for Ret.* (ir. Davies) 533 (i).

PIERS. See " MARINE."

PILLAGE OF 11OUSES AND HALF BREEDS BY YOLUNTEERS:

Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 2169 (iii), 2990 (iv).
PITCH PINE: in Com. on Ways and Means, 810 (ii).

PLANS AND SURVEYS OF ST. LAURENT SETTLEMENT, iRECEIPT

OF: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2358 (iii).

PLATE GLAss: in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (ii).

PLANTE, J. B., OF ST. CHABLES, CLAIM OF: M. for oopies*
(Mr. Landry, Montmagny) 147 (i).

POINTE AUX TREMBLES, CONSTRUCTION OF WHARF : M. for
copies of Cor. (Mr. De St. Georges) 234 (i).

POLARISCOPIC TEST FOR SUGAR : Ques. (Mr. Vail) 479 (i).
PoPoIsE FisING, REP. OF J. TU. GREGORY: M. for copy

(Mr. Blondeau) 532 (i).

Portage la Prairie and Lake of the Woods Ry.
Nav. Co.'s incorp. B. 63 (Mr. Watson). 1°*,
210; 2°*, 289 (i).

PORT ARTIIUR AND WINNIPEG, CONSTRUCTION OF C. P. Ré
BETWEEN, SUMS PAID : M. for Stmnts. (Mr. Casey)
123· (i).

PORT CREDIT HARBOR CO., REPORTS MADE TO GOVT., &a.

M. for copies* (Mr. Platt) 124 ; REPAIRS to : Que&.
(Mr. Fleming) 188 (i).

PORT MOODY AND SAVONA FERRY, EXTENSION OF TIME:

Ques. (Mr. Homer) 146 (i).
PORT MOODY, B.C., DOCK, TENDERS FOR REPAIR OF: QUes.

(Mr. Casey) 816 (ii).
PORT MOODY WHARF AND FREIGIT SHED : M. for copies of

Reps., Plans, &c. (Mr. Blake) 295 (i).
PORT MULGRAVE AND EAST BAY C.B., STEAMSHIP SUBVEN-

TION : in Com. Of Sup., 2942 (iv).

PORT MUIaRAVE AND GUYSBOROUGH, CANSO AND ARICTIAT,

COMMUNICATION BIETWEEN: Ques. (Mr. Rirk) 114 (i).
PORT MULORAVE, N.S., AS A SUB-PORT : M. for Papers, &o.

(Mr. Kirk) 445 (i).
PORT ROWAN AS A HARBOR OF REFUGE, CONSTRUCTION OF;

3M. for Ret. (Mr. Jackson) 297 (i).
PORT STANLEY AND BURWELL JIARBORS oF REFUGE.: M. for

Rot. (Mr. Wilson) G2 (i).
PORT WILLIAMS IIII11RY : M.for Rot.* (Ur.Blake) 1443 (ii).
POST OFFICE ANI) FINANCE TDE'TS, COMPUTING INTIEEST: in

COM. of Sup., 927 (ii).

POST OFFICE:
ANTIGONISH AND SHERDROOKE MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. NfcToaac)

568 (i).
ASSISTANT POSTMASTER AT OTTAWA, ALLOWANOE TO: in COM. of

Sup., 3393; conc., 3398 (iv).
BRANDON, POSTMASTEa AT, SALARY, &o. : Ques. (Mr. Lieter) 2029 (iii).
CALGARY AND FORT MACLEOD STAGE LINE : Ques. (Mr. Watson)

351 (i).
CHARLINOH, POSTUiSTER AT: M. for Papers, &c. (Mr. Blake)

703 (i).
DEPTL. REP.: presented (Mr. Carling) 76; in Oom. of Sup., 902

(ii); conc., 2764 (iv).
DEPOSITS IN P.O. SAVINS BANKS: Ques. (Mr. CUarlton) 2359, 2465,

2559 (iii).
DEPOSIToRS IN P.0. SAVINGS BANKS;: Ms. for Ret.* (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 533; (Mr. Fairbank) 819 (i).
GLAMMIS POST OFFICE ENQUIRY: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1131 (il).
LETTEIR POSTAGE REDUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Blesson) 33 i Mr. for copies

of Cor., &c. (Mr. Charlton) 291 (i).
LE FONDS POST OrFicEm: Ques. (lr. Rinfret) 816 (ii).

MAIL TRAINS BETWEEN BROCKVILLE AND TORONTO: M. for Rot. (Ur.
Cameron, Middlesea) 816 (ii).

MAIL BAas, FURNISIIING OF : Ques. (Mr. Jackson) 964 (i).
MAIL SERVICE ON CAN. SOUTHERN RY.': .M. for Ret. (Mr. Wige)

120 (i)
MAIL ROBBERIES IN MAN. AND N.W.T.: M. for copiesof Ofor. (Mr.

Blake) 91 (i).
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POST OFFICE-Continued.
MAIL SUBSIDIES. See I SUPPLY."
MAITLAND, POSTMASTER AT; Ques. (Mr. Mulock) 1743 (iii).
MEDICINE HAT AND FORT MACLEOD MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr.

Watson) 351 (i).
OCEAN MAIL SERVICE, ANNUAL COST, &C.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.

Blake) 204 (i). See B. 151.
POST OFFICE AT MONTMAGNY: Ques. (Mr. Oasgrain) 246 (i).

POSTAL PRIVILEGES, EXTENSION TO LOCAL GOVTS.: Ques. (Mr.

Amyot) 289 (i).
POSTAL AD TRANSPORT SERVICE ON O.P.R. : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

1744 (iii).
POSTAL REVENUE AT VICTORIA, B.C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Baker,

Vitoria) 1442 (ii).
SAVINGS BANKS IN THE MAR. PRovs.: Ques. (Mr. Staira) 148 (i).

SUILOH AND FERGUS MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. Innes) 1211 (ii).
SMALL SAVINGS, ENCOURAGEMENT OF: M. for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 90 (i).

SUPERINTENDENTS OF LETTER CARRIERS: prop. Res. (Mr. Chapleau)
218 (i).

. S. AND VICTORIA, B.C., MAIL SUBSIDY : in Com. of Sup., 2936 (iv).

POUNDMAKER. See " DISTURBANCE."

POWDER MAGAZINES AT FORT HOWE, ST. JOHN, N.B.: Ques.
(Mr. Weldon) 246 (i).

PRESQU'ISLE AND WELLER'S BAY HARBGRs: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Cockburn) 1442 (ii).

PRINCE ALBERT AND ST. LAURENT SETTLEMENTS; REPS. OF

MESSRS. RUSSEL AND ALDOUS : Ques. (Mr. Blake)
3426 (iv).

PRINCE ALBEar C)LON.CO.'S LAND, SET1LERS'OR SQUATTERS'

IMPROVEMENTS: Qucs. (1fr. Blake) 3426 (iv).

PRINCE ALBERT COLON. Co.'S TOWNSHIP SURVEYS : Ques.

(Ur. Blake) 2170 (iii).
PRINCE LEOPOLD. See " ALBANY, DuKE OF."

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND:
CAPE TORMEETINE HARBOR: in Com. of Sup., 2917 (iv).

CAPE TORMENTINE Ry. CONNECTION: Queos. (Mr. Davies) 2997 (iV).

CAPE TRAVERSE BRANCH RY., PAYMENT OF LABIRERS AND COONTRAC-
TORS: M. for copies of Pets., &c. (Ur. 1IacAett) 142; Ques. (Mr.
Teo) 691 (i).

CASCUMPEC HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 479 (i).
CHARLOTTETOWN PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques (Mr. Davies) 1039 (ii);

(Mr. Burpee) 2359 (iii).
OUSTOms APPRAISER AT SUMMERSIDE : QueS. (Mr. Teo) 350 (i).

EXPENDITURE FOR RYS., &C. : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Vanasse) 964 (il).
FREIGHT AND PASSENGER EARNINGS ON P.E.I. Ry : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Davies) 1442 (ii).
INLAND REVENUE COLLECTOR AT SUMMERSIDE : QueS (Mr. Yeo) 350 (i).
"LANDSDOWNE," STEAMER, COMMUNICATION WITH ISLAND: QueS.

(Mr. Jenkins) 927 (i).
PIERS AND WHARVES, EXPENDITURE, &C. : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Davies)

533 (i).
QUEEN'S CO., VACANCY IN THE REPRESENTATION, 1 (i).
RED POINT HARBOR BREAKWATER : QUes. (Mr. Macdonald, King'8)

1039 (ii).
REFUND TO MURCHANTS AND OTHERS, COMMIsSIONER'S REP.: M. for

cOpy (Kr. Davies) 831 (ii).

SEA LOTS, DEPTL. INSTRUCTIONS RESPECTING: M. for copies (Mr.
Blake) 61 (i).

WHARVES ON P.E.I, GRANT FOR CONSTRUCTION : Ques. (Mr. Davies)
351 (i).

WINTER CROSSING: M. for copies of Cor. (Kr. Macdonald, King's)
62 (i).

PRINGLE, H. H., OF COBOURG, EMPLOYMENT OF, BY GOVT.:

Ques. (Mr. Casey) 743 (i).
PRINTING AND ADVERTISING, GOVT.: Remarks (Mr. Somer-

ville, Brant) on M. for Com. of Sup., 3033 (iv).

PRINTING AND ADVERTISING, IMMIGRATION : M. tO rofer

charges to Publie Accounts Com. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 202 (i).
PRINTING AND ADVERTISING, RET. RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr.

McMullen) 28 (1).
PRINTING AND PUBLISHING CO.'S, SUMS PAID TO AND SERVICES

RENDERED: M. for Rets.* (Mr. McMu!len) 147 (i).
PRINTING COMMISSION: in Com. of Sup., 3392 (iv).
PRINTING DOMINION NOTES: in om. of Sup., 898 (ii).
PRINTING DONE OUTSIDE OF CONTRACT: M. for Ret. (Mr.

White, Renfrew) 860,(ii).
PRINTING OF PARLT.: M. (Mr. White, Cardwell) to conc. in

Second Rep., 149 (i); Seventh Rep., 1882 (iii) ; Ninth

Rep., 3293; Tenth Rep., 3393 (iv).
PRINTING, PUBLIC, CHANGES IN CONTRACT: M. for copies of

O.C. (Ur. Rykert) 246 (i).
PRISONERS. See " DISTURBANCE IN N.W.

Prison Labor without the walls of Gaols Act
Amt. B. No. 87 (Mr. Sutherland, Oxford). 1°¥,
362 (i) ; 20, in Com., and 3D*, 1658 (ii). (48-49 Tic.,
c. 81.)

PRIVATE BANKS AND BROKERS, LEGISLATION RESPECTING:

Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Middlesex) 51 (i).
PRIVATE BILLS, RECEPTION OF : Ms. to extend time (Mr.

Kranz) 88; (Mr. Abbott) 505, 782 (i); (Sir Hector
La*ngevin) 1094 (ii).

PRIVATE BILLS, PETITIONS FOR: M. to extend time for
receiving (Mr. Beaty) 40 (i).

PRIVY COUNCIL OFFICE: in Com. of Sup., 899, 914 (ii).
PROGRESS ESTIMATES. See "C.P.R."

Prohibition. See " SPIRITuous LIQuoRs."

PROH1BITORY LIQUOR LAW OF THE N. W.T., RELAXATION 01'

PROVIS[ONS: M. for Cor. (Mr. Foster) 101 ( ). See
"CAN. TEMP. ACT."

Proof of Entries in Books of Account B. No.
113 (Mr. Chapleau). 1°*, 964 (ii) ; 2°, 2397; wthdn.,
2398; 2°, 2465 ; in Com., 2466; 3°*, 2497 (iii). (48-
49 Vic., c. 48.)

PROROGATION, LETTEa FROm ACTING GOV. GEN.'S SEC., 3473;
Moss. from His Ex., 3475 (iv).

PROSECUTIONS UNDER CAN. TEMP. ACT: Ques. (Mr. Mc
Craney) 1306 (ii), 3320 (iv).

PROSSER, MR., FIsHERY WARDEN, LAKE ERIE : M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Lister) 964 (ii).

PROVINCES, ADVANCES TO. See B. 7.
PROVINCIAL ACTS, DISALLOWANCE OF : M. for Copies Of

0. C., &c. (Mr. Blake) 52 (i).
Provincial Courts Judges, Salaries, &c., B. No.

161 (Sir Hector Langevin). Res. prop., 3293 ; M. for
Com. on Res., 3375 ; in Com and 1°* of B., 3395 ; 2'y-,
in Com. and 3°¥Y, 3436 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 56.)

PROVINCIAL LEGItzLATION, COMPILATION OF COR., &C.: conc.,
3434 (iv).

PROVINCIAL RYS. TAKEN OVER BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Sproule)
188 (i).

PROVINCIAL SUBSIDIES. 866 4 SUBSIDIES.1
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PRO»tUCE, EXPORTS OP : Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

606 (i).
PRUSSIATE OF POTASHU: in Com. on Ways and Means 846 (ii).
PRUYN, MR. M. W.: Certificate of Election and Return of, 1.
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS: presonted (Sir Leonard Tilley) 28; M.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) to refer to Publie Accounts
Com., 76 (i).

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. See '<PUBLIC WORKS."

PUBLIC DEBT OF CANADA: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 29, 76 (i),
927 (ii), 2465 (iv).

PUBLIC EXPENDITURE: Re. (Sir Richard Cartwright) in
Amt. to Com. of Sup., 2869; (Mr. McLelan) 2878;
(Mr. Charlton) 2883; neg. (Y. 42, N. 19) 2889 (iv).

PUBLIC RESERVES IN B.C. AND " FoRE-SHoRE " RIGHTS: M.
for Ret. (3ir. Baker, Victoria) 703 (i).

PUBLIC SERVICE, ROOMS, &C., RENTED FOR, IN OTTAWA: M.
for Ret. (Mr. Somerville, Brant) 533 (i).

PUBLIC WORKS DEPTL. REP.: proeonted (Sir ilèctor Lange-
vin) 28 (i).

Publie Works, preservation of Peace in vicinity,
Acts Amt. B. No. 131 (Sir John A. Macdonald).
1°*, 1278 (ii) ; 2D m. and in Com., 2824; 3°*, 2854

(iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 80.)
PUBLIC WORKS:

AGENT AND CONTINGENCIES, B.C. : in Com. of Sup., 3308 (iv).
BARRACK HUTS IN B. C. : in CoI. Of SUp., 3412 (iV).
BARRAexs AT FORT MAcLEOD: in Com. of Sup., 3387 (iv).
BAYFIELD HARBOR BREAKWATER: QueS. (Mr. .2laac) 77 (i).
BUILDINGS: in Com. of Sup., 2916-2919, 3385, 3452 (iv).
CAPE TORMENTINE HARBOR : in COM. Of Sup., 2917 (iV).

CAScUMPEc HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS : Quee. (Mr. Ye0) 479 (i).
CHABLOTTETOWN PUBLIC BUILDINGS: QueS. (Mr. Davie8) ;039 (ii);

(Mr. Burpee) 2359 (iii).
CHURCH POINT AND TROUT COVE PIERS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Vail) 54 (i).
COAL, PURCHASE OF, FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS : M. for Stmrit.* (Mr.

Kirk) 313 (i).
CORNWALL PUBLIC BUILDINGS : Ques. (Mr. Lister) 2997 (iv).
DREOGEs, TUGS AND SCOWS : M. for Ret. (Mr. Jackson) 53 (i).

DREDGING: in Com. of Sup., 2921; cOnc., 2923 (iv).

DRY DocKS, ENCOURAGEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION. See B. 108.
DUNDAS PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr. Bain, Wentworth) 290 (i).

ESQUIMArLT GRAVING DOCK: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 743 (i); in

Com. of Sup., 2916 (iv). See B. 7.
FOG-HORNS AND LETTER-BOX FRONTS, TENDERS: M. for Rot.' (Mr.

Langelier) 313 (i).
GOYT. YARDS IN MONTREAL; Ques. (Mr. Gault) 57 (i).

HARBORS AND RIVERS: in Con. of Sup., 2920-2923, 3385, 3386, 3409,

3419, 3420, 3433 (iv).
HARBORS IN GUYSBOROUGH Co., RE-SURVEY: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 51 (i).

UEATING PUBLIC BUILDINGS, COST OF : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake)
90 (i).

HIGH COMMISSIONER: in COM. Of SUp., 3386 (iv).
IMMIGRANT BUILDINGS AT LivIs: Ques. (Mr. Belleau) 69 (i).
IMMIGRANT SHEDS AT MEDIcINE HAT : Que. (Mr. Watson) 350 (i).

INSPEOTORS OR CLERKS OF WORKs: M. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard Cart-
wrigh.t) 139; Ques. (Mr. Mackenzie) 606 (i).

INSPECTORS, RET. RESPEOTING: Que8. (Mr. Mackenzie) 606 (i).

MATTAWA, MOUNTAIN RAPIDS, &C., INPROVEMENTS : Quei. (Mr. White,
Renfrew) 1040 (ii).

NAPANIEE PUBLIC BUILDINGS : Ques. (Mr. Pruyn) 77 (i).

NORTH SASKATCHEWAN RIVER IMPROVEMENTS : M. for Ret. (Mr. Mc

Callum) 615, 695 (i).
OTTAWA, ADDITIONAL BUILDINGS; in COn. Of Sup., 2916 (iv).

OTTAWA RIVER SiuP CANAL : prop. Res. (Mr. White, Renfrew)1211 (ii).
l7

PUBLIC WORKS-Continued.
OTTAWA RIVER SURVEYs AND IMPROVEMENTS : Ques. (Mr. White,

Renjrew) 131 (i), 1040 (ii).
PORT ARTHUR HARUOR: in Com. of Sup., 2916 (iv).

PORT CREDIT HARBOR, REPAIRS: Ques. (Mr. Fleming) 188 (1).
PORT MOODY DoKa, TENDERS FOR REPAIR: QueS. (Mr. 0aey) 816 (ii).
BOADS AND BRIDGES: in Co. of Sup., 3420.
SABLE ISLAND TELEGRAPHIO COMMUNICATION: Que@. (Mr. Daly) 57(1).
SALMON POINT BREAKWATER: M. for Cor. (Ur. Plait) 210 (1).
SOMERVILLE BREAKWATER, REPAIRs: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 57 (1).
STOREHOUSES IN QUEBREC, EASE OF : Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 1039 (li).
ST. STEPIIEN'S PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr. Gillmor) 1148 (ii).
ST. THOMAS PUBLIC BUILDINGS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Wilson) 79 (1).
TELEGRAPH AND SIGNAL SERVICE, B. 0.: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

743 (i); in Com. of Sup., 3307 (iv).
TELEGRAPIIIC COMMUNICATION WEST oF WINNIPEG: RemarkB, 839 (Ii).
TELEGRAPUS: in Com. of Sup., 2922, 3307, 3386, 3420 (iv).
TELEGRAPH SYSTEM IN CAPE BRETON : Que2. (Mr. Cameron, Irnerna)

78 (i).
THaREE RIVERS HARBOR COMMISSIONERS. Sec B, 150.
TR A CADIE BREAxWATER, EXPENDITURE : M, for Stmut.0 (Mr. Nousaac)

147 (i).
TUG-BARGES, DREDGE, &C., ON RED RIVER - M. for Rot. (Mr. Watson)

964 (ii).
VENTILATION OF HOUSE OF COMMONS : Remarks, 2676 (iv).
WATER LOTS, APPLICATIONS FOR: Ques. (Mr. Tupper) 429 (i).
WATER LOTS ON RIvERs, GOVT. RIGHTS: Que.. (Mr. Vanasse) 2238

(iii).
WHARVES ON P. E. I.: QueS. (Mr. Davies) 351 (1).
WHITE POINT BREAKWATER, REPAIRS: Ques. (kr. Forbo8) 52 (i).

WOODSTOcK, N.B., PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr, Irvino) 606 (i).
WOOD SUPPLY: Ques. (Mr. HcCraney) 429 (i); (Mr. Bain, Went-

worth) 1387 (ii).
[See different PROVINCES; RISO 1 MARINE."]

PULLMAN PALACE CAR Co. ie 4ILC." .
PUMICE AND PUMICE STONE: in Com. on Ways and Means,

810 (ii).
PURCELL & RYAN, PAYMENT TO, FOR SUPPLIES PURNISItED

LoRD LoRNE AND PARTY: in Com. of Sup., 3152 (iv).

QU'APPELLE IIALF-BREEDS, REP. OF MR. WALSH : Que8.

(Mr. Llake) 3426 (iv).
QU'APPELLE, LONG LAKçE AND SASKATCIIEWAN RAILROAD

AND STMBT. CO. See B. 147.
QU'APPELLE VALLEY FARMING Co.'s AGREEMENT : Quo8.

(Mr. Blake) 816 (ii).
QUACo LIGHTIIOUSE, MEMORIALS, AC., RESPECTING: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Weldon) 1442 (ii).
QUARANTINE, APPOINTMENT OF PHYSICIANS TO ACCOMPANT

STEAMsriiPS : Ques. (Mr. Taschereau) 2169 (iii).

QUARANTINE. See " INsTRUCTIONS " and " SUPPLY."

QUEBEC AND LAKE ST. JOHN RY. Co.'S SUBSIDY: prOp.

Res. (Mr. Pope) 3457; in Com., 3472 (iv).
QUEBEC:

BEAUCE : Vacancy in the represoentation, 1 (i).

BOLDUC, CAPT., RESIGNATION OF: M. for Rot. (Mr. Landry, Mont-
magny) 29 (i).

BRAs ST. NICHOLAS, DEEPENING oF: M. for copies of Pets." (Mr.
Langelier) 312 (i).

BROUssiEAU LISABELLE, FRAUDS BT: Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 1387 (il).
CAPE ST. IGNACE STATION: Ques. (Mr. Ca8grain) 246 (i).
CARON AND GAUVREAU, FISHERy OVERsEERs, SALART, &c.: QueO.

(Mr. Biondeau) 290; M. for copies of Rep.,* 532 (i).

CATHOLI- POPULATION OF PROVINCE: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
363 (i).

CHEvRIER, G. E., DISMISSAL OF: M. for Rot. (Mr. Holton) 1443 (il).
CmII JUSTICE MEREDITH, RESIGNATION O: M. for Rot. (Mr. Laurur)

43 (i).
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QUBBBC-vontinued. iY. ONUSEs. SeeI" REFUND."
CUSTOMS SEIZURES AT MONTREAL: Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 1387 (ii). Ry. BELT ON VANCOUVER ISLAND: Ques. (Mr.Gordon) 290 (i)
DCEHENE, CAPT., COMPLAINTS AGA1NST: M. for Copies* (Mr. Cas-, Com3îs

grain! 30 (i). •RE OMISIONERS. See CouR.
DRILL SHED AT QUEBEC, TENDERS: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Landry, Mont. Ry. COMM1ISSIONERS AND DOMINION ARBITRATORS : Ques. (Mr

magny) 533 (i).
ELGIN STATION, L'ISLET: QUeS. (Mr. Casgrain) 148 (1). c.MullEN)1I)M
ETOUMIN RIvER LINE SURVETY: Ques. (Mr. Lesaqe) 350 (i). RYS. ENTREING IN OTTAwA, BONUBES GRANTED TO: M. fo
EXPENDITURE FOR RYS., &C.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Vanaase) 964 (ii). Ret. (Mr. Landerkin) 86 (i).
GOBSELIN, B., RECORD IN THE MATTER OP: M. for Copy (Mr. Amyot) RY. FROM MONTREAL TO THE SEA BOARD : Res. (Mr. Laurier

703 ().
GREGORY, J. N., REP. of ENQUIRY: M. for copieB* (Kr. Blondeau) 18

532 (i). RYs., REFUND OF RY. BONUSES TO COUNTY COUNCIL OF GREY
GRENvILLE CANAL : in Com. of Sup., 3418 (iv). M. for copy of Memorial (Mr. Landerkin) 58 (i).
IMMIGRATION OFFICE, EMPLOYÉS : M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Landry, Mont- *y. LANDS INB.C., CLAIMS OF CANADA UPON:M. for Rot.*

magny) 30 (i).
LAURINE CANAL : in COm. Of SU p., 330. (iv). (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).
LE FONDS POST OPFICE: Ques. (Mr. Rinjret) 816 (ii). Ris. OUTSIDE 0F MAN. AND N. W.T.,)MB TO: M. for
Livis, IMMIGRANT BrILDINGS AT: QueS. (Mr. Belleau) 89 (i). copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 92 (i).
Livis, ISSUE OF WRIT: QQues. (Mr, Blake) 633 (i).
LIEUT. GOv.'s OATH OF OFFICE: Ques. (Mr. Ca8grain) 479 (i). RAILWAYS. Sée respective headings.
LONGUEUIL AND LkvIs RY. SURvEY: Ques. (Mr. Vanasse) 429 (i). Y SUPPLIES, PURCHASE OF, IN IIALIFAX M. for Rot.
LowER TRAVERSE LIGETHOUSE WOOD SUPPLIES: M. for Ret.*(Kr. Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 1915 (iii).

Casgrain) 30 (i).
MASKINONGÉ: VaC&DCy in the Representation, 1 (i). Ry. TicKETS. See "SALE."
MEDICINE HA T, IMMIGRANT BUILDINGS: Ques. (Kr. Watson) 350 (i). RANGE LIGUTS. SeIlWELLER's BAY."
MEGANTIC: Ret. of Member, 1 (i).
MONTMAGNY VILLAGE POST OFFICE: Ques. (Mr. Ca8grain) 246 (i). 342's (iNo
MONTREAL TURNPIRE TRUST DEBENTURES : Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 567 (i).
NICOLET: Ret. of Member, 1 (i). Real Property in the N.W.T. B. 109 (Sir -ector
NORTE SHORE RY., SUBSIDY TO: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Laurier) Lonjevin). 10*, 749-(0).

41; Purchase of: Ques., 189 (i).

PLANTE, J. B., CLAIM OF: M. for Copies* (Mr. Amyot) 147 (i). IREBELLION. &e "DISTURBANCE IN THE N. W."
POINTE Aux TREmBL7S WHARF: M. for copies of Cor. (flr. De St. REcEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, CONSOLDATED FUND: QueS.

Georges) 231 (i).(i
REBELLION IN TRE N.W. See general heading "DISTURaANCE." (Si OFD Cartw rIht 7Ii).
RICHELIEU RIVER FLOODS, MEMIORIALS, &C.:; Ques. (Kr. 1echard)

606 (i)..Blake) 54 (i
SOnOOL oF CAVALRY AT QUEEEC : M. for Papers, (Mr. Langelier) 88 (i). RECIPROCITY wnm FOREIGN COUNTR1E9: Ques. (Mr.
SnooL OF NAVIGATION AT QUEEEC; Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 743 (i).
SEORT LINE Ry. See general heading; also " SUBSIDIES." I Burpee) 78; with JAmAicA: Ques. (Mr. Burpee) 429
SIMARD, J., REP. 0F: M. for copies" (1fr. Langelier) 1443 (i). (i); (Mr. Laurier) 9854 (IV); with MEXrCO: QUeS.

MOULANGES CONTROVERTED ELECTION : Judge's Rep. 1; Ret. ofj (di'. Paterson, Brant) 632 (i); witi the U S.: Dob. on
Member, 113 (i). Bes. (Mr.Da in Art boom. ofS 995-

SM. ROMUALD D'ETCHEMIN STATION: Ques. (Sfr. Guay) 1567 (ii).
ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENITENTIARY: in COMI Of Sup., 986 (i), 3350 Iiackett) 1001; (Ir. Yeo) 1004; (Mr. Burpee) 1004,

(iv). 1008; (Mir. Woodworth) 1010; (Mir. Kirk) 1011; (Kir.
SUPBRIOR COURT, CHIEF JUSTICE : Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 429 (i). Cameron, Inverness) 1015; (Ur. Weldon) 1016; (Mr.
SUPERIOR COURT JUDGEM. See B. 161.

SUPERVISOR OP OULLERS, ACC)UNTS DUE: M. for Ret.* (Ur. De St
Georges) 14 4 3 i). 1387; M. for Rot.* (Ur. Charlton) 1444 (à); Ques.

TiiREENRiains, 1AREOR COMMIîSSîoîiS OR.SeC B. 150. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 3163 (iv). See IDTO: M. Ti."
VICTORIA RIFLiS, MOqTREAL: Ques. (Ufr. urran) 1983 (iii). RUBEERIRE-OOVERED: in Com. on Ways and Means, 80(a(iM).

SQUE- THE ISLES," STRAMERA EMPLOYMENT O.: Ques. p L S C eans
(U r. M cM ullen) 1131 (i). ED P OITL i UR onRAsE. F, I N A IAXA: Q. rR

QUZN'S BIRTHDAY, ADJMT. FOR: M. (Sir John A. .Macdonald) RED zcae. (r .rbs) 1391 (ii).

2030 (iii).M
ReaEPopeyBANK IMPOSTS NW.CO. Of SUP., 3387; cono.,

Q uz N's Co NTY P E.I. VA AN y I v E R PR szLA- 3 nge(v). 1 *,7 3()

TioN: Warrant iRed and return Tf MSmber, 1S A. NU RES CNLe.
QUEEN vs. RoBINSON. See " INLAND FISHiERiEs." REFUND &0 .Ry. oU cpes TO MC . CuLn r GRE58 EC .
QREEREITRON OROOK BARK: in Co:. on Ways and Means, Rr n.

8B10 (ii). Elgin (Mr. Wilson) 356 ().
RAILS FOR GOVT. SECTION IN B. C. Q ues. (Mir. Blake) 1914 REFUNDP RY. BONUSES TO ONT. MUNICIPLITIES M. for

copiesof Meorials, &1. (Mr. Cook) 569; Dob. (Mers.

r

RY. ACCIDENTS. See " CASUALTIES."

Ry. Act. See " CONSOLIDATED."
RYS. AND CANALS, DEPTL. REP. : presented (Mr. Pope)

76 (i); in Com. of Sup., 914 (ii) ; Remarks (Mr. Mills)
on M. for Com. of Sup., 3436 (iv).

McCallum and Mills) 570; Messrs. OBrien and Fleming)
571; (MIr. White, Cardwell) 573; (gr. Casey) 576
(Messrs. Wallace and McMullen) 578; (Mr. White,
Renfrew) 581, 588; (Mr. Sproule) 583; (Mr. Lister)
585; (Messrs. Dawson and Desjardim) 587; (Mr.

1



INDEX.
Armstrong) 588; (Mr. Wilson) 589; (Mr. Allen) 590;
(Mr. Fairbank) 591; (Messrs. Trow and Cook) 592;
(Mr. Pope) 593 (i).

REFUND OF DUTIES TO MERCHANTS AND FISH ERMEN IN I.E..L,

COMMISSIONERS' REP.: M. for opy (Mr. Dauies) 831
(ii); in Com. of Sup., 3455; oonc., 3470 (iv).

RELIEF OF DISTRESSED IN N.W.T.: Ques. (Mr. Ross) 3321
in Com. of Sup., 3454 (iv).

REMOVAL OF PRISONERS: in Com. of Sap., 3411 (iv).
RENTAL OF OFFICES FOR USE OF GOVT. IN OTTAWA: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Somerville, Brant) 533 (i).
REPATRIATION OF FRENCII CANADIANS, COR., REPS., O. C., &c.,

RELATING TO: M. for copies* (Mr. Blake) 533 (i).
REPORTS PRESENTED:

AUDITOR GENERAL (Sir Leonard Tlley) 28 (i).
CHINEsE CoMMIssION (by Me3s. from His Ex.) 234 (i).

INDIAN AFFAIRs (Sir John A Bacdonald) 28 (i).
INLAND REVENUE (Mr. Co3tigan) 28 (î).
INTERIOR (Sir John A. Macdonald) 28 (i).
MARINE AND FisHiERiEs (Mr. McLelan) 113 (i).
MILITIA AND DEF&NOE (Hr. Caron) 40 (i).
PENITENTIARIEs (Sir Bector Langevin) 28 (1).
POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Carling) 76 (i).
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS (Sir Leonard lilley) 28 (i).
PUBLIC WORKS (Sir Hector Langevin) 28 (i).

RAILWAYS AND CANALS (Mr. Pope) 76 (i).

EECRETARY OF STATE (1fr. Chapleau) 127 (i).
STATUTE3, CONSOLIDATION, CoMMISSIONERS' REP. (3r John A, Sac-

donald) 32 (1).
TRADE AND NAVIGATION RETURNs (Mr. Bowell) 28 (1).

REPRESENTATION OF N.W.T. IN PARLT.: M. fOr Copies Of

Cor., &c. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 292 () ; Res. in Aimt.
to Com. of Sup., 3404 ; neg. (Y. 35, N. 77) 3408 (iv).

Representation of the N.W.T. in Parliament
B. No. 45 (Mr. Cameron, Huron). 1°*, 147; 2° m.,
362, 490-; debt. adjd., 495 (t).

RETURNS, ENQUIRIES FOR: t 3, 211, 2S9, 363, 4?7, 455, 490,
501, 534, 566, 662, 715, 746 (î), 782, 895, 966, 1038,
1063, 1132, 1167, 1206 (ii), 1608, 1913, 2392 (iii), 2854,
2936, 3000, 3395 (iv).

RETURNS, INCOMPLETE : Remarks, 67, 101, 534 (i), 860,
1064, 1209, 1278 (ii).

RETURNS, C.P.R., ORDERED BY HlOUsE SîNCE DATE OF CON-

TRACT: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. esson) 481 (i).
RETURNS, PREPARATION OlF: in Com. of Sup., 3245 (iv).
RETURN TICKETS ON GOVT. RYs : M. for Ret. (Mr. Weldon)

706 (i).
RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &c., MOTIONS FOR:

A, B AND 0 BATTERIES, Officers, &c. (Mr. Cameron, Jliddlesez) 313 (i).

ABOLITION oF DUTY on Grain, &C. (Mr. Cameron, Middlesez) 54 (i).
ACTIVE MILITI,Number and Annual Drill, &c.* (Mr.Mulock) 533(i).

ADVANCES TO GOVERNMENT » Y BANKs (Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).
ADVANCES To LOCAL GOVERNMINTS (Mr. Blake) 45 (i).
ADVERTIBEMENTS FoR LoAN (Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).

AIm TO RYs. OUTSIDE Man and N.W. (Mr. Blake) 92 (i).

ALABKA AND B.C. BOUNDART LINEi (Mr. Gordon) 705 (i).

ALGOMA, CUSTOMS COLLEcTIONS IN (àfr. Dawson) 39 (i),

ALLAS STEAMSHIP Go., Claim of Govt. againot* (1r. Forbes) 312 (i).

Se "AssISTED PASSAGES."
AmIMAL CHuRooi, Imported and Duties collected" (Mr. Stairs)

533 (i).
'<"NNUAL RuqIsTa.'' SeI " DomINioN."

RETURNS, STATE MENTS, &.-Continued.
ANTWERP INTERNATIONAL EXIIIBITION (Mr. Berget on) 305 (i).
ARGYLE HIGHLANDERS, Payment of Arrears due* (Mr. Campbel,

Victoria) 1444 (ii).

Ass,"rm' PAssAGES, &c., Sums paid Allan Line*(Mr.Blake)1443 (il).

"A 'i sP TO TUiE DoM. oF CAN." Pamphlet* (Mr. RobertaouShalburne)

533 (i).

AUDITOR GENERAL and Dept. of Marine ani Fisheries re Rental of
Rivers and Streame* (5fr, McMullen) 448 (1).

AUSTRALIAN COLONIES, Trade with (Ur. Mitchell) 36 (i).
BANK ADVAiCES TO GovT. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).
BANKRUPrT ESTATEs and Official Assignees*(Mr. Mitchell) 303, 533 (i).
BAY o FUNDY FOG-WHISTLES, Coal Supply, Tenders (fr.Roberteon,

Shelburne) 533 (i).
BEAVER LINE 0F STEAMERS, Intercol. Ry. Freight Rates (Mr. Blake)

144 (i).
BELL & KAVANAGIH, Land Claims of (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 479 (1).
BILL, S.J.R., and Breach of Sawdust Law in N.S.* (Mr. Forbea)

147 (i).
BINGHAM, LT. COL., deprivation of Oommaud while on Duty" (Mr.

Campbell, Victoria) 1444 (ii).
BIRD IsLAND LIGuH, N. S., Management oP (Mr. Campbell, Victoria)

1443 (il).
BOLDUC, CAPT., Resignation (Mr. Landry, Nontmagny) 29 (1).
BOLToN, STAFF GOMMANDER, Dept. of Marine and Fisheries in

account with (Ur. McMullen) 135 (i).
BOLTON, STAFF COMMANDER, VS. Mr. Tilton' (Mr. McMullen) 312 (i)
BONUSEs GRANTED TO RYs., Memorials, &c.* (Mr. Fleming) 1443 (i).
BoNuus, RY., RiFUuD to ounty Council of Grey (Ur. Lander-

kin) 58 (i).
BONUSS TO RIYS. in Ont., Refund (Ur. Wilson) 356, 616 (i); (Mr,

coq.k) 569.
BoUNDARIES. See general heading.
BOUNTIES TO FISHERMEN, Sums paid under (1r. Fortin) 56 (i).

BOUNTY TO FISHING VESSELS (Ur. Burpee, Sunbury) 98 (i).
BOUNTIES TO MANUFACTURERS O F[RON (Ur. Blake) 100 (i).
BRADLEY, W. INGLES, Clerk, Ry. Dept. (Mr. Someroille, Brant)

479 (i).
BRAS D'OR LAirus, Bounty paid on Fish caught' (Mr. MeDougall,

Cape Breton) 1443 (ii).
BRAS ST. NICuiOLAs, Deepening of* (Mr. Langelier) 312 (i).
BRITISa MEDICAL ACT and Amt." (Mr. Bergin) 33 (i).
BURLINGTON BAY CANAL, SoundingS, &c. (Mr. Roberteon, Hamilton)

633 (i).
BYE-ELECTIONS SINOE 1878 (Mr. Blake) 210 ().
CANADA AGRICULTURAL INSURANCE Go. (Mr. Amyot) 303 (i).
CANADA AND JAKAICA, Confederation (Mr. Burpee) 505 (i).
CANADA CENTRAL RY., Bonuses to (Ur. Landerkin) 86, 89 (i).

CANADA SHIPPING Co. and Intercol. Ry. Froight Rates (Mr. Blake)
144 ().

CANADA SOUTHERN RY. Mail Service (Mr. Wigle) 120 (j).
CANADA TEimp. ACT, Oonstitutionality of. Se "LUGRIE, O. H."
CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT, Memoriais, &c., respecting" (Mr. Kranz)

448 ().
CANADA TEMPERANCEACT, 1878, Voting on (Mr. Fisher) 121 (i).
CANADIAN AGENT AT PARIs (Mr. Bergeron) 928 (il).
CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY. Se general heading.

CANADIAN VOYAGEURS, Names, &c.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 210 (1).
CAPE TRAVERSE BRANCo, P.E.I. Ry., Payment of laborers (Mr

Backett) 142 (i).
CAPITAL ACO0UNT, Expenditure on (Sir Richard Cartwright) 45 (i).
CARON, CLOVIS, Fishery Overseer, Rep. of, &c.* (Mr. Blondeau)

532 (i).
CAUGHNAWAGA INDIAN AGENCY INVESTIGATION* (Ur. Holton) 1443 (il).
GAVALRY AND INFANTRY SROOLS'* (Mr. Cameron, Middlesex) 313 (i).

CAVALRY, ScHooL or, at Quebec* (Ur. Landerkin) 88 (i).

OERTIMoATU TO SELL LIqUoR granted in County of Halton' (Ur.

McCraney) 67; (Mr. Kirk) 147 (i).
CEARooAL, ANIMAL, imported and Duties collected (fr. 9S4ir)

533 (i).
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RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &c.- Continued.

CHABLINC POST OFFICE CHANGES (Mr. Blake) 708 (i).
HCRRIER, G. E., INDIAN AGENT at Caughnawaga, Dismissal of*

(Mr. Holton) 1443 (ii).
CHINESE COMMIssION, Date of Appointment, &c.1 (Mr. McMullen)

56 (i).
CGHUECH POINT and Trout Cove Piers, N.S. (Mr. Vail) 54 (i).
OIVIL SERVIcE EMPLOYTS IN B.C.* (Ur. Baker, Victoria) 1442 (ii).
C.A1Ms OF CANADA TO Ry. LANDS IN B.C.* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (i).
CLARx, G. M. K., Sums paid to (Sir Richard Cartwright) 697 (i).
OLERS oF WoRxs or Inspectors (Sir Richard Cartwright) 139 (i).
0OAL, CARRIAGE by I.C.R. from Spring Hill Mines* (Mr. McMullen)

533 (i).
GOAL ENTERE» Ex-warebouse, &c. (Mr. Burpee) 100 (i).
Co"L LANDS, Sales and Leases* (Mr. Charlton) 209 (i).
0OAL, PURCHASE OP, for Public Buildings, Ottawa* (Mr. Kirk)

a13 (i).
COAL SUPPLY to Fog-whistles, &c., Tenders* (Ur. Robertson, Shel-

burne) 533 (i).
COLLINE, J. E., Employment of (Mr. McMEllen) 699 (i).
COLONIZATION COMPANIES and modified Agreements (Mr. Blake) 92 (i).
COMPTON, Ma., Evidence taken re J. D. Robertsons's claim* (Mr.

Milis) 1443 (ii).
CONUOLIDATED FIvE PER CENT. LOAN (Sir Richard Cartwright) 484 (i).
CONSOLIDATED FUND, Receipts and Expenditure* (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 30 (i).
CONTRACTs FOR PRINTING sine 1867* (Mr. Rykert) 246 (i).
CULLERS, SUPERVISOR op, Amounts due (Mr. De St. Georges) 1443

(ii).
CUSTOMS COLLECTIONS in Algoma (1fr. Dawson) 39 (i).
CUsTOMs LAws, Violation of by John Leander MceKeLzrie* (Mr.

Ioffat) 1442 (ii).
CUsTOMs SEIZURE Or SCHOOL-nOOKs AT TORONTO* (Mr. Rykert) 1443

(ii).
CUSTOMS SEIZURES AT WINNIPEG* (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 1443 (ii).

CUsTOMS SEIZURES N N.S.* (Mr. Staira) 532 (i).
CusTOMs SEIZUREs made at different Ports' (Mr. Blake) 56 (i).

DE CHiNE, CAPT. A. M., Enquiry respecting* (Mr. Casgrain) 30 (i).
DEPOsITS, GOVERNMENT, in Banks (Sir Richard Cartwright) 29 (i).

DIGBY PIER, Wha4fage Collections at'• (Mr. Vail) 532 (i).
DISALLOWANCE of Provincial Acts (Mr. Blake) 52 (i).
DODGE, B., Disnmissal from office of Collector' (Mr. Moffat)1442 (ii).

DOMINION "Annual Register," Payments on account of* (Mr. Nc-
Craney) 1443 (il).

DOMINION LANDS. See general heading.
DOMINION LIoENSE COMIssIONERS (Mr. Bergeron) 307 (i).

DOMINION SusiDiEs to Provinces (Mr. Amyot) 303 (i).

"Doi. op CAN., A TRIP TO THE," Pamphlet* (Ur. Robertson, Shel-
burne) 533 (i).

DEAWEACKs on Manufactured Exports (Mr. Paterson,Brant) 139 (i).
DRAwBAEORSon Shipbuilding Materials (Mr.Burpee,Sunbury) 100 (i).
DREEDs, TUGs and Scows Built (Mr. Jackson) 53 (i).
DREDGING ON RED RIVER* (Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).

DRILL SHED AT QUEBEC, Tenderers and Securities' (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) 533 (i).

Dumxy LIGHTHOUsE Fog Horn (Mr. Jackson) 293 (1).

DUNDAS AND WATERLOO Macadamized Road, Sale of« (Mr. Paterson,

Brant) 147 (i).
DUTIEsimposed under Old Prov. of Oan.,&c.* (Mr. Watson) 1443 (ii).
DuTIEs ON HAY exported to the U.S. (Mr. Irvine) 443 (i).
DUTIES ON FisH exported to the U.S. (Mr. Davies) 831 (ii).

DUTIEs ON WHEAT AND FLOUR, Memorials, &c.* (Mr. Paterson,

Brant) 532 (i).
EASTERN EXTENSION RY., Earnings* (Mr. Cameron, Inverness) 313.(i).

EDMONTON AND SASKATCHEWAN Land Co.'s Agent* (Mr. Blake)

1443 (ii).
EDUCATION OP INDIANS and Half-breeds in Man. and N.W.T.* (Mr.

Kirk) 1443 (ii).
ELEOTIONS, BYx, since 1878' (Mr. Blake) 210 (i).
E.GIN, Connty Judge, Case of (Ur. Wilson) 98 (i).

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &o.-Oontinued.
EMERsON, Claim of Town on GOvt.* (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 448 (i).
EXHIBITION AT ANTWERP (Mr. Bergeron) 335 (i).
EXPENDITURE On Capital Aceount (Sir Richard Cartwright) 45 (i).
EXPENDITURE oN PUB. WORKs in the different Provs.* (Mr. Vanasse)

964 (ii).
EXPENSES OF GOVT. OFFICIALS iu England* (Mr. Somerville, Brant)

124 (i).
EXPORT DUTY;ON OAK, PINE, &c., Receipts* (Mr. Bdgar)'1442 (ii).
EXPORTS AND IMPORTs, distinguishing Products of Canada from

other countries* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).
EXTRADITION, Demands for, &c. (1Mr. Blake) 67 (i).
EXTRADITION* (Mr. Blake) 147 (i).
FABRE, MR., Appointment as Canadian Agent at Paris (Mr. Ber-

geron) 928 (ii).
FACTORY OPERATIVEs, number employed (Sir Richard Cartwright)

37 (i).
FISH CAUGHT IN BRAS D'OR LAKEs, Bounty paid* (Afr. McDougall,

Cape Breton) 1443 (ii).
FisH1, EXPORT OF, FROM P.E.I., Refund of Duties (Mr. Davies) 831 (ii).
FIsH TAKEN in the Miramichi (Mr. Mitchell) 295 (i).
FisH WEIRS IN CO. OF CHARLOTTE, Licenses, &c.* (Mr. Gillmor)

1444 (ii).
FISHERIES OF ONT., Inland (Mr. Vail) 229 (i).
FISHERIEs, CANADIAN (Mr. Ztulock) 55 (i).
FISHERY BOUNTIES, Sums paid (Mr. Fortin) 56 (i)

FISHERY PROTECTION in the N. W. (Mr. Hesson) 700 (i).

FIsrERY OVERsEERS in N.S. and breach of SawdustLaw*(Mr. Forbes)
147 (i).

FIsHiNG LEASEg, &., in non-tidal Waters in N.B.* (Mr. Weldon) 533

(i).
FISHING LICENSES granted for Lake Erie* (Mr. Lister) 964 (ii).
FisIIING VEssELs, Bounty to (Mr. Burpee, Sunbury) 98 (i).
FIVE PER CENT. CONSOLIDATED LOAN (Sir Richard Cartwright) 484(i).
FLAG TRUATY between U. S. and Spain (Mr. Fail) 219.
FLOUR AND WHEAT DUTIEs, Memorialis, &c.* (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

532 (i).
FLOUR, COliN AND CORNMEAL, Importa and Exports f rom Provinces"

(Mr. Cameron, Middlesex) 56 (i).
FOG-HORN on Dummy Lighthouse (Mr. Jackson) 293 (1).
FOG-HORNs and Letter-Box Fronts" (Mr. Langelier) 312 (i).

FOOT AND CARIAGE BRIDGE on St. John River* (Mr. Landry, Kent)
1443 (ii).

FORESTRY COMMIssIONER, Appointment of (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 147;

(Mr. Rykert) 187 (î).
FORESTS, PROTECTION OF, Rep. of Commissioner (Mr. Cockburn) 202

(i).
FORT WILLIAM INDIAN REsERvE, Road on* (Mr. Blake) 533 (i).
FORT WILLIAM INDIAN REsERVE, Timber Licenses* (Mr. Blake) 1442

(ii).
FRANCE AND CANADA, Commercial Relations (Mr. Amyot) 825 (ii).

FRASER, D. M. AND RUGH, payments tO* (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne)
533 (i).

FREEMAN, J. N., and breach of Sawdust Law in N.S.* (Mr. Forbes)
147 (i).

FRENCH CANADIANS, Repatriation of, Scheme of Immigration* (Mr.

Blake) 533 ().
FUEL OF NORTH-WES'r SETTLERS (Mr. Blake) 61 (i).
GAUVREAU, J., FisheryOverseer, Rep. of* (Mr. Blondeau) 532 (i).
GOLD REsERVE, GOVT. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 351 (i).

GOODs IMPORTED FOR CONsUMPTION (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).

GOODwIN, GEO., Contract, Trent Valley Canal (Mr. Blake) 823 (i).

GOsBELIN, EUGÈNE, vs. THE QUEEN, RECORD oF (Mr. Amyot) 703 (i).

GOVERNMENe DEPOsITs IN BANKS (Sir Richard Cartwright) 29 (i).

GOVERMMENT EXPENSES OF YIsITs TO ENGLAND* (Mr. Somerville,

Brant) 124 (i).
GOVERNMENT OFFICIALs IN THE N W. (Mr. McMullen) 66(i).

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYÉis IN B C. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 1442 (si).

GOVERNMENT Rys., Return Tickets on (Mr. Weldon) 706 (i).
GRADUATES OF ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE* (Sir Richard Cartwright)

313 (i).
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GRAND TRUNr Ry. See general heading.
GRAIN, &C , Abolition'of Duty on (Mr. Cameron, MidIlesex) 54 (i).
GREAT AMERICAN AND ECROPEAN SH)RT LINE RY. (Mr. 1'aic.t) 78 (i).
GREAT VILLAGE RIVER, N. S,, IMPROVEMENTs* (Mr. Robertson, Shel-

burne) 67 (i).
GREGORY, J. U., Rep. of Enquiry, &c.' (Mr. Blondeau) 532 (i).
GREY, COUNTY OF, Rys. in, Refund of Bonuses (Mr. Landerkin)

58 (i).

HALtPAX STEAm NAVIGATION Co., Moneys paid t0 by GOVt.* (Mr.
Blake) 210 (i).

HALTON, COUNTY OF, Liquor Certificates granted* (Ur. McCraney)
67; (Mr. Kirk) 147 (i).

HARBORS OF REFUGE, Ports Burwell and Stanlev (Mr. Wilson) 62 (i).

HARDWARE AND RY. Supplies purchaaed in Halifax* (Ur. Forbes)
1442 (ii).

HARDWARE SUPPLIES purchased by Marine Dept. at Halifax* (Mr.

Forbes) 533 (i).
HEALTH OFFICERS IN N. B., Instructions to* (Mr. Weldon) 1443 (il).

HEATING PUBLIC BUILDINGS, Cost (Mr. Blake) 90 (i).

HiGH CoMMsIssioNER. See general heading.
IfOLLAND, G. & A., Payments to for Short-land work* (Mr. Auger)

147 (i).
HUDsON BAT STEAMER Neptune, Supplies for (Mr. Vail) 229 (i).
HUGHEs, D. J. (County Judge of Elgin) Case of (Mr. Wilson) 98 (i).
IMMIGRANTS into the N. W. (Ur. Blake) 45 (i).
IMMIGRATION OFFICE, Quebec, Employés* (Mr. Landry, Montmagny)

30 (i).
IMMIGRATION, ScHEME FOR, mentioned by Sir Hector Langevin in

a speech at Montreal* (Mr. Blake) 533 (i).
IMPORTS AND EXPORTS, distiUguishing prOducts Of Canada from

other Countries* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).
IMPORTs AND EXPORTS Of Wheat, Flour, &c. (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

138 (i).
IMPORTS FOR CONSUMPTION (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).
IMPORTS oF SUGAR at Halifax from Jamaica* (Mr. Vail) 40 (i).

IMPROVEMENTS oF NAVIGATION in the North Saskatchewan (Mr. Mc
Callum) 615, 695 (i).

INDIAN AFFAIRS IN B. C. (Mr. Mills) 863 (ii).
INDIAN AGENCY, Man. (Mr. Charlton) 61 (i).

INDIAN HARBOR, N. S., Rep. of Engineer' (Mr. Kirk) 147 (i)

INDIAN LANDs in Township of Toronto unsold (Nir. P'aterson, Brant)
147 (i).

INDIAN LANDS sold in the Viger Agency' (1r. De St. Georges)
1443 (ii).

INDIAN LANDS unsold in Tp. of Trafalgar* (Ur. McCraney) 533 (i)
INDIAN REsERVE, Fort William, Road on* (Mr. Blake) 533 (1).
INDIAN RESERVE Lands in B. C., Purchase of* (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

1443 (ii).
INDAN SCHOOLS IN B. 0., Establishment* (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

1443 (il).
INDIANS of Fort William ReserVe* (Mr. Blake) 1412 (ti).

INDIAN SUPPLIES for the N. W.* (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 532 (i).
INDIAN TROUBLES at Metlakatla (Mr. Shakespeare) 304 (i).

INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS for Indians and Half-breeds in Man. and
N.W.T.* (Mr. Kirk) 1443 (ii).

INDUSTRIES OF CANADA, Commission respecting* (Mr. Blake) 56. (i).

INLAND FIsHEus of Ont. (1fr. O'Brien) 229 (i).

INTERCOLONIAL RY. Ses general heading.

INTERIOR DEPT., Receipts, &c., (Mr. Blake) 55 (i).

INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION at Antwerp (Mr. Bergeron) 305 (i).

INSPECTORS OR CLERKS OF WORKS (Sir Richard Cartwright) 189 (i).

IRON, BOUNTIES to Manufactnrers' (Mr. Blake) 100 (i).

ISLANDs LEASED in River St. Lawrence* (Mr. Wood, Brockville)

147 (i).
JoNEs, L. K., Appointment of, as Secretary to Intercolonial Ry.

Commission' (Mr. Rykert) 187 (i).
JUAN DE FUCA STRAITs, Tel. Cable across, Cost* (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

1443 (i).
KAVANAEA k BELL, Land Claims by (Mr. Careron, Huron) 479 (i).

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &o.-Continued.
KENTVILLE, N. S., Dismissal of Collector' (Mr. Mofat) 1442 (11).
KINGSTON HARBOR Preventive Officers Claima* (Mr. Landry, Kent)

1442 (ii).

LAKE SIMcoE FissaRIEs, Applications and Permita granted* (Mr.
Mulock) 1444 (ii).

LAND REsERvus oF B.C. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 703 (i).
LANDS NORTH AND WEsT of Lake Superior (Mr. Millk) 66 (i).
LEÂSEs OR LICENSEs to Fish in non-tidal Waters of N.B. (Mr. Wldon)

533 (i).
LETTER POSTAGE, Reduction on (Mr. Charlton) 291 (i).
LICENSE ACT and decision of Supreme Court" (Mr. Blake) 533 (1).
L ICENsE ACT, DOM , Commiaioners under (r. Bergin) 307 (i).
LICENsE COMMISsIONERs, Board of, under &ct of 1883* (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) 46 (i).
LICENSES OR PEMITTS tO eut Timber (1r. CÂarlton) 30 (i).
LIFE-SAVING SERVICE at Port Rowan (Mr. Jackson) 142 (i).
LINGAN, Cape Breton,.Services of Argyle Highlanders" (Ur. Camp.

bell, Victoria) 1444 (ii).
"LIoN " SCHOONER, Seizure of, at Barrington, N.S. (Mr. Robertson,

Shelburne) 533 (i).
LiquOR CERTIFICATEs in COunty of Halton granted under Canada

Temperance Act, 1876' (Mr. McCraney) 67 (i).

LiqUOR LICENsE ACT, 1883, Factum, Arguments and Short-hand
Writers' Notes (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 45 (i).

LiQUOR LICENsE ACT, 1883, Licen3es granted undere (fr. Landerkin)

46 (i).

LIQUORs, REVENUE derived from Importation and Manufacture* (1r.
Rylkert) 313 (i).

LOAN, FIvE PER CENT. CONSOLIDATED (Sir Richard Cartwright) 484

().
LOAN issUEi) IN LONDON (L884) AmOunts subscribLd and Advertise.

ments for same (Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).
LOCAL G OVTS., Advances to (Mr. Blake) 45 (i).

LOCAL GOVTS. in N.W.T. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 292 (i).
LOWER TRAVERsE LIGHTSHIP, Supplying of Wood to' (Mr. Casgrain)

30 (i).

LuwRI, C. H., and Sec. Of State, Cor. re Can. Temp. Act* (Mr.
Burpee) 1443 (ii).

MACKINLEY, A. &. W., Entry by of School Books at undervaluation*

(Mr Rykert) 1443 (ii).
MCISAAC's POND, InvernesF, N.S., Improvements (Mr. Cameron,

Inverness) 60 (i).
McKENZIE, J. L., Violation of Customs Laws* (Mr. Mofat) 1442 (ii).
MAIL ROBBERIES in Man. and N. W. (Mr. Blake) 91 (i).

MAIL SERVICE On the Canada Southern Ry. (Mr. Wigle) 120 (i).

MANUFAC rURED EXPORTs, Drawbacks (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 139 ().
MARINE AND FiSiHERIEs and Quaco Lighthouse 8ite* (1r. Weldon)

1412 (ii).

MARINE STORES, Purchase of, at Halifax* (Mr. Forbea) 533 (i).

MARINE. See general héading.

MARKET BATTERY, Kingston, Lease of* (Mr. Plati) 210 (i).

MARTIN, JOHN, Widow of, continuation of Pension to (Mr. Curran)
201 (i).

MEREDITII, CHIEF JUSTICE, Resignation of (Mr. Laurier) 43(i).

METAGIIAN PIER, Wharfage COllectiOns' (Mr.Vail) 532 (i).

METLAKATLA INDIAN TROUBLEs (Mr. Shakespeare) 304 (i).

MILITIAMEN, Names and Places of Residence' (Mr. Bourasea) 101 (i).
MILITIA RESERVE, Enrolments in Military Dis. No. 9' (Mr. Campbel4

Victoria) 1443 (il).
MILImIA. See general heading.
MILLARD, JOHN, and breach of Sawdust Laws in N. S.' (Kr. Forbes)

147 (Î).
MILL ST. RY. CROSSING, St. John* (Mr. Weldon) 1442 (ii).

MIRAMiCHi RIVER, Fish taken in (Mr. Mitchell) 295 (i).
MORGAN, H. J., Payments to (Mr. McCraney) 120 (i).

MoRGAN, J. H., Forestry Commissioner* (fr. Paterson, Brant)
147; (Mr. Rykert) 187; Report of(Mr. Cockburn) 202 (i).

MOUNTED POLICE, Amounts paid for Injuries* (Mr. SomrvilleBrant)
505 (i),
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MURRAY CANAL, Moneys paid for Valuation* (Mr. McMullen) 147 (i).
MURRAY CANAL, Selection of Route, &c.* (Mr. Cockburn) 1442 (ii).
NATIONAL POLICY PAMPHLET* (Mr. Charlton) 124 (i).

NELSON & SON's, COnsignments Of SchOOl Books* (Mr. Wallac.,

York) 1443 (ii).
"NEPTUNE," STEAMER, Supplies for (Mr. Vail) 229 (i).
NEW HARBOR, Rep. of Engineer (àfr. Kirk) 147 (i).
NORTHERN AND PACIFIC JUNCTION RY. Co., Lease of" (Mr.

mulock) 56 (i).
NORTHIEN AND WESTERN RY., N.B.* (Mr. Temple) 533 ().
NORTE SASKATCHEWAN RIVER Navigation, Improvements (Mr.

McCallum) 615, 695 (i).
NORTH SHORE LîiNE, SUnsmDY (hIr. Laurier) 41 (i).
OAK, PINE AND SPRUCE LoGs, Export Duty* (Mr. Edgar) 1442 (ii).
OBsTRUCTIONs IN RIVERS IN N.B. (Mr. Irvine) 443 (i).
OCEAN MAIL SERVICE (Mr. Blake) 201 (i).
O'CoNNoR, HON. JOHN, Sumo paid to, in connection with Ontario

Boundary* (Mr. Lister) 210 (i).
OFFICIAL ÅssIGNEEs under Bankrup t Act* (Mr. Mitchell) 533 (i).
OFFIoIALs IN THE N.W. (Mr. McJIullen) 66 (i).
O'MALLEY, LIEUT.-COL., Charges against (Mr. Casey) 45; (Mr.

Wilson) 101 (1).
ONT. AND QUE. RY., Original Stockholders (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).
ONTARIO BOUNDARIES, See genral heading.
OPERATIVEs IN FACTORIES, Number employed (Sir Richard Cart-

woright) 37 (i).
OTTAWA, Premises leased or rented for the Public Service* (Mr.

Somerville, Brant) 503 (i).
OTTAWA, RY. COMMUNICATION WITH (Mr. Landerkin) 88, 89 (i).
OXFORD AND NEW GLASGOW RY., N.S. (SJr. Blake) 145 (i).
PARRsBORO' BREAKWATER (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 63 (i).
PAYMENIS, CLAIMs, &C , to High COmmissioner (Mr. Blake) 44 (i).
PENITENTIARY RULES, Suspension Of, in B. C. (Mr. Shakespeare) 823

(ii).
PENSION, Continuation of, to widow of John Martin (Mr. Curran)

201 (i).
PiERs AND WHARVEs IN P.E.I., Construction and Maintenance* (Mr.

Davies) 533 (i).
PLANTE, J. B., CLiuM op" (Mr. Lanîdrgy, Montmagny) 147 (i),
POINTE AUX TREMELES WiARF' (Xr. De St. Georges) 231 (i).
PORPOIsE FIsHERY of St. Anne la Pocatière* (Mr. Blondeau) 532 (i).
PORT CREDIT HARBOR COMPANY* (Mr. Platt) 124 (i).
PORT MOODY Wharf and Freight Shed (Mr. Blake) 295 (i).

PORT MULGRAVE, N.S., as a Sub-port (Mr. Kirk) 445 (1)
PORT ROWAN Harbor of Refuge (Mr. Jackson) 297 (i).

PORT ROWAN LIFE-sAVING STATION (Mr. Jackson) 142 (i).
PORT STANLEY and Port Barwell Harbors of Refuge (Mr. Wilson)

62 (i).
PORT WILLIAMS, N.S., Fishery Overseer* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).
POSTAGE ON LETTERS, Reduction of (Mr. Charlton) 291 (i).
POSTAL REVENUE AT VIe., B.0., for eight months* (Mr. Baker, Vic-

toria) 1442 (ii).
POsT OFFICE SAVINGs BANKS and small Savings (Mr. Blake) 90 (i).
- - Receipts at Stephen's, N.B. (M r. Burpee, Sunbury) 100 (i).
-- SAVINGS BANKS DEPOsITORs* (Sir Richard Cartwright)

533 (i).
- - SAVINGs BANKs (Mr. Fairbank) 819 (ii).
PREsqu'Isnu and Weller's Bay Harbors* (Mr. Cockburn) 1442 (ii).
PRINTING AND PULISHI1NG Co.'s, Sums paid to' (Mr. McMallen) 147

(i).
PRINTING CONTRACTS since 1867* (Ur. Rykert) 246 (i).
PRORIBIToRy LIquoa LAW of the N.W.T.* (Mr. Poster) 101 (i).

PROHIBITORY LIQUOR LAw, Petitions praying for* (Mr. Poster) 533
(i).

PROssER, Mr., Fishery Warden, Lake Erie* (Mr. Lister) 964 (ii),
PROTECTION to the Fisheries in the N. W. (Mr. Hes8on) 700 (i).
PROVINCIAL AcTS, Disallowance of (Mr. Blake) 52 (i).
PUBLIC BUILDINGS at St. Thomas (Mr. Wilson) 79 (i).

Oost of heating (Mr. Blake) 90 (i).
PuBLic Ra=aEs op B.O. (Ur. Bak#r, Victoria) 703 (i).

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &c.-Continued
PUBLIC WORKS in different ProVs., Expenditure on (Mr. Vanasu)

964 (ii).
PUBLIC WORKs. See general heading.
QUAcO LIGHTROUSE SITE, Purchase, &c.* (Ur. Weldon) 1442 (üi).
QU'APPELLE VALLEY, Squatters in (Mr. Lister) 205 (i).
QUARANTINE REGULATIONS issued to Ports in N.B.* (Kr. Weldon) 1443

(ii).
QUEBRC DRILL SHED, Tenderers and Securities' (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) 533 (ii).
"RANGE LIGHTs"'' at Weller's Bay, (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).

RECEIPTS, &c , of Interior Department (Kr. Blake) 55 (i).
RECIPROCAL TRADE RELATIONS with the U. S.* (Mr. Charlton) 1444

(il).
REFUND oF DUTIEs to P. E I. Fishermen (Mr. Davies) 831 (ii).
REFUND OF HAY DUTIES (Mr. Irvine) 443 (i).
RENTAL OR LEASE OF ROOMs, &C., in Ottawa for the Public Service*

(Mr. Somerville, Brant) 503 ().
REPATRIATION OF FRENCH CANADIANS, Scheme of Immigration* (Kr.

Blake) 533 (ii).
REPRESENTATION oF N.W.T. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 292 (i).
RESERVES, PUBLIC, 0F B.C. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 703 (i).
RESIGNATION of Capt. Bolduc (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) 29 (i).
RESIGNATION of Chief Justice Meredith (Mr. Laurier) 43 (i)
RETURN TICKETS On Govt. Rys. (Mr. Weldon) 706 (i).
REVENUE from Imported and Manufactured Liquors* (Ur. Rykert)

313 (i).
RICHELIEU OOUNTY, Dom. Lands in' (gr. Massue) 147 (i).
RICMBUCTO HARRO,CustOms business' (Mr. Landry, Kent) 1442 (ii).
RIDGETOWN as a Port of Entry* (Mr. Casey) 532 (ii).
RIFLE ASSOCIArIONxs, Number, Annual Grant and Names of Members*

(Mr. Bergin) 46 (i).
RIVERS AND STREAMS, Rental of* (Mr. McMullen) 448 (i).
ROIBING MAILS in Man. and N.W. (Mr. Blake) 91 (i),
ROBERTSON, J. D., Claim re Intercol. Ry.* (Mr. Mills) 1443 (ii).
ROGERS' FISR-LADDER (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 870 (ii).
ROGERS, W. H., and Sawdust Law in N. S.* (Mr. Forbes) 147 (i).
ROOTS, WEIGH T AND MEASUREMENT oF* (Mr. McDonald, King's) 20 (i).
ROYAL MILITARY COL. GRADUATES' (Sir Richard Cartwright) 313 (i).
RY. BONUSES IN ONT., Refund (Mr. Wilson) 356, 616 ; (Mr. Cook)

569; (Mr. Landerkin) 58 (i); (Mr. Fleming) 1443 (ii).
RY. CoMMUNICAriON with Ottawa (Mr. Landerkin) 86, 89 (i).
RY. COMPANIES OF CANADA* (àr. Cameron, Middlesex) 312 (i).
Ry. LANDS IN B.C , Claims of Can.* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).
RYs., AmD TO, outside Man. and N.W. (Mr. Blake) 92 (i).

Ry. SUnesmIEs in N. S. and Cape Breton (Mr. McDougall)140 (i).
RY. SUPPLIES purchased in Halifax* (Mr. Forbes) 1442 (ii).
ST. JOHN, N.B., Military Properties (Kr. Weldon) 606 ().
ST. LAWRENCE RIVER, Islands leased in* (Mr. Wood, Brockville)

147 (i).
ST. LAWRENCE Ry., Bonuses to (Kr. Landerkin) 86, 89 (i).
ST. RocH DES AULNETS, ENQUIRY REsPECTING CAPT. A. M. DECHiENE'

(Mr. Casgrain) 30 ().
ST. ISTIPHENs, N. B., Post Office Receipts* (Mr. Barpee, Sunbury)

100 (i).
ST. THOMAs PUBLIC BUILDINGS (Tr. Wilson) 79 (i).
SALMON POINT (Ont.) Breakwater at* (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).
SAVINGS BANKs, DEPOSITORs* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 533 (i).
SAVINGS BANKS, POST OFFICE (Ur. Fairbank) 819 (ii).
SAUNDERS & WOOD, Criminal Libel against* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).
SAWDUST LAw, Breach of, in N.S.' (Mr. Forbes) 147 (i).
SCHOOL BOOKs, Consignment by Nelson & Sons* (Mr. Wallace,

York) 1443 (il).
ScROOL BooKs, Seizure of, at Toronto' (Mr. Rykert) 1443 (ii).

iCHOOL OF CAVALR AT QUIBiC* (Tir. Landerkin) 88 (i).
SEA LOTS 0F PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND (Mr. Blake) 62 (i).
SECTION B. Sec "CANADIAN PACIFIC Ry."
SEIZURE OF SCHOONER Lion' (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 533 (i).
SEIZURES AT DIFFERENT PORTS* (Ur. Blake) 56 (i).
SEIZURES, CUSTOMS, at Winnipeg (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 293 (i);

1443 (li).
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SEIZURES, CUSTOMS, in N.S.* (Mr. Stairs) 532. (i)
SELLON, MR., and breach of Sawdust Law in N. S." (Mr. Forbes)

147 (i).
SETTLERs, FUEL Fon, in the N.W. (Mr. Blake) 61 (Î).
SHIPBUILDING MATERIALs, Drawbacks on (Mr. Burpee, Sunbury)

100 (i).
SEORTHAND WRITING, payment to G. and A. Holland" (Mr. Auger)

147 (i).
SHORT LInE ROUTE TO MARITIME PROVINCES (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) 33 (i).
SIMARD, M. J., Rep. recommending payment to G. Lavoie* (Mr.

Langelier) 1443 (ii).
"SIR HECTOR," TUG, Depth of water drawn' (Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).

"S1 JAimis DoUGLAs," Repairs, &c., to Steamer (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 831 (i).
BMALL SAVINGs AND P.O. Savings Banks (Mr. Blake) 90 (i).
SQUATTERS in the Qu'Appelle Valley (Mr. Lister) 205 (i).
SQUATTERS IN ToWNsHIP 3, Ranges 23 and 24 west (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) 231 (i).
STARR, J. E,, Removal of, as Fishery Overseer* (Mr. Blake)

1443 (ii).
SOUNDINGs, Ac., Burlington Bay Canal' (Mr. Robertson, Hamilton)

533 ().
SBSIDiEs, DOMINION, TO PROVINCEs (Mr. Amyot) 303 (i).
SUusIDIEs TO RAILWAYS AND PAYMENTS* (Mr. Blake) 56 (i).
SUESIDIES TO RYs. in N.S. and Cape Breton (Mr. McDougall)

140 (i).
SUBsIDY TO THE NORTH SHORE LiNE (Mr. Laurier) 41 (i).
SUGARS IMPORTED AT FAL'FAX FROM JAMAICA* (1r. uVal) 40 (i).
SUPERANNUATION FUND* (Mr. Blake) 56; (Mr. McMullen) 58 (i).
SUPERVISOR OF CULLERS, Amounts due* (Mr. De St. George) 1443 (ii).
SUPREME COURT, Contested Cases, &o.* (Mr. Curran) 210 (i).

SUPREME COURT Decision re License Act* (Mr. Blake) 533 (i).
SUPREME COURT JUDGMENTs and Queen's Bench, Quebec* (Mr.

Landry, Montmagny) 533 (i).
SUPREME COURT OF NEw BRUNSWICK (Mr. Poster) 294 (i).
TARIF under Old Prov. of Can., &c.* (Mr. Watson) 1443 (ii).
TELEGRAPH CABLE across Juan de Fuca Straits, Coüt' (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 1443 (ii).
TEMP. Acr, 1878, PZ'£îrioNs, Number presente-* (Ur. Foster) 533 (i).
TENDERS FOR COAL SUPPLY to Fog-whistles, &c.* (Mr. lober tson,

Bhlburne) 533 (i).
TENDERS FOR IND1AN SUPPLIES for the N. W.* (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

532 (i).

TÉTE DU PONT BARRACKs, Lease of* (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).
TILTON, Mr., ve. Staff Commander Bolton* (Mr. Mc Mullen) 312 (i).
TIMBER LANDS SOld or leased in Ont.* (Sr. Mackenzie) 40 (i).
TIMBER LiciNsss, Fort William Reserve* (Mr. Blake) 1442 (ii).

TIMBER LIOENssE GRANTED in disputed Territory and applications

not granted' (Mr. Charlton) 209 (i).

TIMBER LICENSES IN B. C., Applications for* (Mr. Charlton) 210(i).
TIîMBER LICENEEs OR PERMITS in N. W. (Mr. Charlton) 121 (i).

TIMBER LioENEEs OR PERMITS (Mr. Charlton) 30 (i).
TIMBER LICENSEs OR PERMITS to cUt in new Territory of Ont.* (Mr.

Mills) 124 (i).
TIMEER PERMITs to cut in disputed Territory* (Mr. Mill8) 210 (i).

TOLLs ON CERTAIN RAILWAY COMPANIES (Mr. Mulock) 54 (i).
TRAoADiE BREAKWATER, Expenditure for Repairs* (Mr. Jlcsaac)

147 (i).
TRADE WITE THE AUSTRALIAN COLONIES (Mr. Mitchell) 36.
TRAFALGAR, TOwNsSP, Indian Lands in* (Mr. McCraney) 533 (i).
TREATY BETWEEN U. 8. AND SPAIN (Mr. Vail) 219 (i).

TRENT VALLEY CANAL, Goodwin's Contract (Mr. Blake) 823(ii).
TRENT VALLEY CANAL (Mr. Cockburn) 202 (i).
TRENT YALLEY CANAL, Rent, &c., of building occupied by Engineer*

(Mr. Cockburn) 56 (i).
TRENT VALLEY CANAL, Reps. to Counil, Ac. (Mr. Blake) 144 (i).

TUE-BARGEs, Dredge, Ac., on Red River" (Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).

U.S. AND CAN., Reciprocal Trade Relations* (Mr. Charlton) 1444 (ii).
YVuoî Ex1T's Ru. or SuaVY (Mr. Lwage) 294 (i).

RETURNS, STATEMFNTS, &o.-Continued.
VIcTORIA, B.C., Postal Revenue for eight monthe* (Mr. Baker,

Vctoria) 1442 (ii).
VIGER INDIAN AGENCY, Lande sold* (Mr. De St. Georges) 1443 (il).
VOLUNTEER COMPANIES DISBANDED in Mil. Dist No. 9* (Mr. Camp-

bell, Victoria) 1443 (ii).
VOLUNTEERS oF 1837-38 (Mr. Hickey) 37 (i).

VOTAuIURS TO EGYPT, Nanes, &c.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 210 (1).
WEIGIr AND MEA SUREMENT oF ROOTS (Mr. »cDonald, King's) 201 ().
WEIs EIN THE CO. OP CHARLOTTE* (Mr. Gillnor) 1444 (ii).
WELLEIR'S BAY, Ont., "'Range Lights "* (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).

WIIEAT AND F LOUR DUTIES, Mernorials, &c.* (Mr. Paterson, Brant)
532 (i).

WHEAT AND FLOUE, Importa and Exports (Mr. Paterson, Brant)
138 (i).

WHEAT, FLOUR, CORNMEAL AND CORN, Duties collected' (Ur. Vail)
533 (i).

WHITE HAVEN BOAT CANAL, Rep. of Engineer* (Mr. Kirk) 147 (1).
WILKINSON, J. A., Moneys paid to' (Mr. McMullen) 147 (i).
WINDsoIR BRANcI Rr., Pleadings and Verdicts* (Mr. Kinneyj) 532 (1).
WINNIPEo, CUSTOMS EIZUREs AT' (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 1443 (ii).
WINTER OOssING FROU P.E. I. (Mr. cDonald, King's) 62 (i).
WIRE FENoEs, I. C. R, Contracta made by Govt.' (Ur. W.ldon)

532 (i).
WOoD, A. F., Moneys paid to* (Mr. McMullen) 147 ().
WooD, SUPPLYING oP, to Lower Traverse Lightship*'(Mr. Casgrain)

30 (i).

RICE, 1NCREASED DUTY ON : QuOs. (Mr. Shakespeare) 695 (i).

Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr.
Dejardin-s'). 1°*, 188; 2°*, 246 (i); Notice of an Amt.,
1210; in Com., 1347; 31, 1352 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 91.)

RICHELIEU CO. LANDS. Sée 4"DOMINION LANDS."
RICHELIEU RIVER PLOODS, MEMORIAL FROM RIPARiAN

OWNERS-: Ques. (Mr. Bechard) 606 (i).
RICHIBUCTO AND KINGSTON PORTS, CUSTOMS BUSINESS: M.

for Rot.15 (Mr. Landry, Kent) 1412 (ii).

RiCHIBUCTO HARBOR. See "CUsTOMs."

[hîDEAU CANAL, INCRESBE OF WATERt SUPPLY : in ,Com. Of

Sýup , 33!3 (iv).
RIDGETOWN AS A PORT or ENTRY, PETS., &o.: M. for

copies* (Mr. Casey) 532 (i).
RIEL, CAPTURE or, TEL. FROM GENL. MIDDLETON, 1895 (iii).
RIEL, EMPLOYMENT OF, BY GovT. : Quos. (Mr. Oa8ey)

743 (i).
RIEL's PROPOSAL TO ACCEPT MONEY: Quos. (Mr. Blake)

3426 (iv).

RIEL, TREATMENT OF IN PRISON: Romarks (Mr. Laurier)
2357 (iii).

RIEL, TRIAL OF : Ques. (Mr. Lister) 2358 (iii).

RIFLE ASSOCIATIONS, MEADQUARTERS, ANNUAL GRANT, &C.

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Bergin) 46 (i).
" RMOUsKIa" STEAMER, SUBSIDY TO: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 114 (i).

RITES OF RELIGION REFUSED PRISONERS IN Tu N.W.
Remarks (Mr. Blake) 2998 (iv).

RIVER LOTS, N.W., SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS, MR. PEAROE'S
LETTEIR RESPECTING : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv.)

RIvERs AND STREAMS, RENTAL OF, SUMS RECEIVED BY DEPT.

or FISHERIEs: M. for Rot. (Mr. ]VcMullen) 448 (i);

Ques., 2359 (iii).
RivItai DU Lour BRANcu, SALE OFr: 8Que. (Mr. NcMullet)

1039 (ii).
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River St. Clair Ry. See "ST. CLAIR."

ROACHE, MATTHEw, AND PILOTAGE COMMISSION: Ques. (Mr.
Blake) 3427 (iv).

ROBERTSON, JOHN D., COMPENSATION TO, FOR PREMISES AND

LAND TAKEN FOR I.C.R. : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Mills)
1443 (ii).

ROBINSON AND QUEEN. &6e " INLAND FISHERIES."

Rock Lake, Brandon and Souris Ry. Co.'s in-
corp. B. No. 100 (Mr. McDougald, Pictou). 1°*,
742 (i); 2°*, 873 (ii).

ROGERS, W. H., FISHERY INSPECTOR FOR N.S., BREACH OF
SAWDUST Lâw: M. for Ret,* (hîr. Forbes) 147 (i).

ROGERS' FISH LADDERS, PURCHASE AND USE OF : Ques. (Mr.
Forbes) 3073 (iv).

ROGERS' PATENT FIsH LADDER, COR. AND REPS.: M. for
copies (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 870 (ii).

ROLLING STOCK ON EASTERN SECTION, C.P.R.: M. for Rot.
(Mr. Edgar) 302 (1).

ROLLING STOCK ON C.P.R., PAYMENT oF DUTIES ON, BY Co.

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 888 (ii).

ROSS, N. N., OF QUEBEC, NAME AND SALARY OF SUCCESSOR
TO: Ques, (Mr. McMullen) 862 (ii).

ROUNDHOUSE AND BUILDINGS IN MAN. ON PRIVATE PROPERTY:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2030, 2171 (iii).
ROYAL ABSENT TO BILLs, 1516 (ii), 3175 (iv).

Royal Canadian Insurance Co 's B. No. 43 (Mr.
Curran). 1°*, 125 ; 2*, 188 (i); in Com. and 30*,
791 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 28.)

ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE. See " MILITIA."

Rush Lake and Saskatchewan Ry. and Nav. Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 79 (Mr. Tupper). 1°*, 313; 2°*,
490 (i); in Com. and 30*, 1180 (ii). (48-49 Tic., c.

90.)
RUSSELL, A. (DEPT. OF INTERIOR) SUPERANNUATION OF:

Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 2530 ; RU:ISELL, L., 2531 (iii).

SABLE ISLAND, TELEGR&PHIC COMMUNICATION WITH : QueS.
(Mr. Daly) 57 (i).

ST. ANNE LA POCATIÈRE PORPOISE FISHERY. See "POR.

POISE."

ST. CROIX COTTON MILLS, PAYMENT OF DUTIES: Ques. (Mr.
Edgar) 632 (i).

ST. CLAIR RANCHE CO., RENT PAID, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Edgar)
2240 (iii).

St. Clair Riv. Ry. Bridge and Tunnel (Jo.'s B.
No. 8 (Mr. Bergin). le*, 40 ; 2°*, 57 ; in Com. and
30*, 245 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 25.)

ST. GEORGE'S DAY, ADJT. FOR: M. (Mr. Shakespeare) 1305
(ii).

ST. JOHN AND PORTLAND, MILL ST. RY. CROSSING. See
"I .C. R."

ST. JOHN BRIDGE AND Ry. EXTENSION CO.: Ques. (Mr.
Weldon) 569 (i).

ST. JOHN, N.B., CITY AND COUNTY, ISSUE OF WRIT FOR ELEC-

TION: Ques. (Mr. Weldon) 3427 (iv).

ST. JoHN, N. B., MILITARY PROPERTIES: M. for Rot. (Mr.

Weldon) 606 (i).

ST. LAURENT, LAND AND SURVEYS OF: Ques. (Mr. Blake)
3424 (iv).

ST. LAWRENCE CANAL S. Sée " SUPPLY," &C.

St. Lawrence River Nav. B. No. 159 (Mr. McLelan).
1°*, 3293; Order for 2° read, 3436; 2° m., Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 6 m. h., neg., 3470; 2°*, in Com.
and 3°*, 3470 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 77.)

ST. LAWRENCE RY., BONUSES TO: M. for Ret. (Mr. Landerkin)
86 (i).

ST. LOUIS DE LANGEVIN, PETITION FROM SETTLERS: QueS.

(Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
ST. LAWRENCE RIVER, ISLANDS LEASED IN: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Wood, Brockville) 147 (i).
ST. MARTIN'S JUNCTION TO QUEBEC: M. for copies of Cor.

(Mr. Laurier) 533 (i).
ST. PATRICK'S DAY: M. for adjmt. (Mr. Curran) 593 (i).

ST. PETER AND ST. PAUL: M. for adjmt. (Sir Hector Lange-
vin) 2889 (iv).

ST. ROCHî DES AULNETS, ENQUIRY re CAPT. DE CHENE: M.
for copy (Mr. Casgrain) 30 (i).

ST. ROMUALD D'ETCIEMIN, STATION AT: Ques. (Mr. Guay)
1567 (ii).

ST. STEPIIEN'S, N. B., POST OFFICE, RECEIPTS, &C. : M. for
Stmnt.* (Mr. Burpee) 100 (i).

ST. STEPHEN'S, N.B., PUBLIC BUILDINGS, CONSTRUCTION OF:

Qacs. (Mr. Gillmorì 148 (i).
ST. TIIOMAS, PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT, AMOUNT EXPENDED ON:

M. for Rot. (Mr. Wilson) 79 (i).
ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENITENTIARY : in Com. of Sup.,

986 (ii).
SALARIES OF MINISTERS : Ques. (Mr. Somerville, Brant)

3073 (iv).

Sale of Ry. Passenger Tickets Act Amt. B. No.
86 (Mr. McCarthy). 10, 362 (i).

Sale of Ry. Passenger Tickets. Acts Amt. B. No.
121 (Mr. Patterson, Essex). 1°*, 927 (ii).

SALES AND RECEIPTS ON ACCOUNT oF DOMINION LANDS:

Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 2854; Sales for 1884-85,
2997 (iv).

SALMON FISHING IN BATHURST HARBOR, REGULATIONS, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2359 (iii).
SALMON POINT BREAKWATER, CONSTRUCTION OF: M. for Cor.,

&c. (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).
SALT CAKE: in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).

SASKATCHEWAN RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. See "N.W.T."
SATUMA ISLAND, B.C., LIGHTHOUSE : Ques. (Mr. Baker, Vic.

toria) 479 (i).

Sault St. Marie Bridge Co.'s B. No. 52 (Mr. Dawson).
l0*,170; 2°*, 245; in Com. and 3°*, 490 (i). (48-49

Vic., c. 24.)
SAUNDERS AND WOOD, TRIAL OF, FOR CRIMINAL LIBEL IN N.

W.T.: M. for eopies* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).

SAVINGS BANKS, POST OFFICE, IN THE MAR. PROVS.: Ques.
(Mr. Stairs) 118 (i); in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).

SAVINGS BANKS, POST OFFICE, DEPOSITORS IN: M. for Rot.
(Mr. Fairbank) 819, 823 (ii).
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SAVINGs BANKS, POST OFFICE, DEPoSITS: QQes. (Mr. Charlton)

2359, 2465, 2559 (iii)à
SAVINGS BANKS (PosT OFFICE OR oTHERWISE) DEPOSITORS IN:

M. for Ret.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 533 (i).
SAWDUST IN LA HAVE RIVER, N.S.: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 2239

(iii).
SCHMIDT, Louis, AND OTHERS, 0F PRINCE ALBERT DISTRICT,

EMPLOYMENT OF BY GOvT.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1915 (iii);
ANSWER To LETTER OF, 3424 (iv).

SCHOoL BooKs, CONSIGNMENT OF BY NELSON & SONS: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Wallace, York) 1443 (ii). See "uSToMS."
SCHOL oF CAVALtY AT QUEBEC: M. for copies of papers,

&c. (Mr. Langelier) 88 (i).
SCHooL OF NAVIGATION AT QUEBEC: Ques. (Mr. Amyot)

743 (i).
SCOTT AOT PETS.: M. to Erase name (Mr. Foster) 2320 (iii).
SCOTT ACT, PROSECUTIONS UNDER: Ques. (Mr. Tupper)

41 (i).
SEA LOTS OF P.E.I., DEPTL. INSTRUCTIONS, &0.: M. for

copies (Mr. Blake) 61 (i).

Secretary of State, Dept. of, Acts Amt. B. No.
102 (Mr. Chapleau). 10, 629 (i); 20 and in Com.,
89 1; 3°*, 895 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 2.)

SEC. OF STATE'S REPORT: presented (Mr. Chapleau) 127 (i).
SECTION B. See "C. P. R."

Seduction, &c., Punishment B. No. 27 (Mr.
Charlton). 1°*, 76; 2c, 619 (i). See B. 123.

SEIZURES. See "CUSTOMS."

SEIZURES Y CUSTOMS DEPT. AT MONTREAL: Ques. (Mr.

Langelier) 1387 (ii).
SESSIONAL CLERKS, EXTRA: in Com. of Sup., 2796,3448 (iv).
SETTLEMENT OF SETTLERS' CLAIMS AT PRINCE ALBERT, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2358 (iii).
SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS OF MAN. IIALF-BRUED MINORS:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1743 (iii). See " HALF BREEDS."

SETTLEUS' CLAIMS, PRINCE ALBERT DISTRICT: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 1567 (ii).
SETTLERS IN MAN. AND N. W. T.: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart.

wright) 113 (i).
SETTLERS IN THE DOM. DURING CALENDAR YEAR 1884: Ques.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 113 (i).
SETTLERS IN THE MAR. PROVS.: Ques. (Mr. Gillmor) 148 (i).

SHAREHOLDERS. See " C. P. R." and " G. T. R."

SHEET IRON HOLLoWWARE: in Com. on Ways and Means,
857 (ii).

SHINGLE SHAVINGS IN THE MERSEY RIV.: Ques. (Mr. Forbes)
1039 (ii).

SHIPBUILDING MATERIALS, DRAWBACK ON: M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Burpee) 100 (i).

SHORT LINE RY.: Deb. on Res. (Mr. Laurier) 189; (Sir
Hector Langevin and Mr. Langelier) 193; (Mr. De St.
Georges) 195; (Messrs. Casgrain and Blake) 198; (Sir
John A. Macdonald) 199;: (Mr. Mills) 200 (i).

SHORT LINE RY.: prop. Res. (Sir Hector Langevin) 2531; M.
for Com., 2971; in Com., 2975; Deb. on 2nd Res. (Sir

John A. Macdonald and Messrs. Dodd, Vail and Blake)

2977; (Messrs. Gillmor and Landry) 2978; (Mr. Hall)
2979; (Mr. Langelier) 2982; (Mr. Colby) 2982, 2987;

18

(Mr. Burpee) 2986; (Mr. Laurier) 2987; (Mr. Blake)

2988; (Sir Hector Langevin) 2989, 3250; (Mr. Stairs)
2990; (Mr. Lesage) 2992; (Mr. Desaulniers, Maskin-
ongé) 2995; on M. to conc. in Res. (Mr. Laurier) 3250;
Amt., 3257; (Sir Hector Langevin) 3257; (Mr. Lan.
gelier) 3259; Amt. to Amt., 3.65; (Mr. Shanly) 3266;
(Mr. Weldon) 3266; (Mr. Girouard) 3267; (Mr. Tas-
chereau) 3268; (Mr. Wood, Westmoreland) 3269; (Mr.
Temple) 3271; (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) 3273; (Messrs.
Hall and Foster) 3274; (Mr. Landry, Kent) 3276; (Mr.
Colby) 3277; (Mr. Gillmor) 3281; (Mr. Bossé) 3282;
(Mr. Fïisher) 3284; (Mr. Mitchell) 3287; Amt. to Amt.
neg. (Y. 39, N. 107) 3289; Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Lesage)
3289; neg. (Y. 36, N. 101) 3292; Amt. neg. (Y. 35,
N. 101) 3292 (iv).

SHoRT LINE RY.: M. for copies of 0. C., instructions
given, Reports, &c., of Engineers (Mr. Landry, Mont.
magny) 33 (i); SURVEY FROM ST. CHARLES : Ques, 350;
SECOND REP. oP MU. LIGHT: Ques., 1744 (iii).

SHORT LINE RY. PROM MONTREAL TO THE ATLANTIC : M. for

copies of Reps. of Govt. E ngineers, &c. (Mr. Lesage)

38 (i); REPORT OF MR. WICKSTEED : Ques., 1744 (iii).
SHORT LINE Ry., PLANS AND REPS.: Ques. (Mr. Casey)

567 (i).
SHoRT LINE RT. TO THE MAR. PROVS Ques. (Mr. Edgar)

2239 (iii).
SILVER AND GERMAN SILVER : in Com. on Ways and Means,

808 (ii).
SIMARD, JOSEPH, REP. RECOMMENDING PAYMENT To GEoRGE

LAvoIE-: M. for copies* (Mr. pangelier) 1443 (ii).

SIMPSON, G. A., GOTT. LAND AGENT: Ques (Mr. Blake)

57 (i).
SINKING FUND, FIVE PEU CENT. LoAN: Ques. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 2465 (iii).
"SIR JAMES DOUGLAS," STEAMER, REPAIRS TO, &C. : M. for

copies of Cor. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 831 (ii).

Sisters of Charity of the N.W. incorp. Act
Amt. B. No. 115 (Mr. Desjardins). 1°*, 832; 2°*,
873 ; in Com. and 30*, 1007 (iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 35.)

SKIRMIsI WITH POUNDMAKER: Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 1646 (ii).

SMALL SAVINGS. See "PosT OFFICE."

SMITH, VERNON. See "SHORT LINE RY."
SOMERVILLE, N.S., BREAKWATER, REPAIR 0F': Ques. (Mr.

Forbes) 57 (i).
SOULANGES ELECTION, JUDGMENT OF SUPREME COURT, 1 (i).
SOUNDINGS TAKEN IN BURLINGTON BAY CANAL, REr. 0F

SUPT. : M. for copies* (Mr. Robertson, Hamilton)
533 (i).

SouTH GRENVILLE ELECTION: Return of Mr. Shanly,

3072 (iv).
South Saskatchewan Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. No.

37 (Mr. Robertson, Hamilton). 1*, 125; 20*, 179; in
Com. and 3°*, 672 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 17.)

Speaker, Deputy, and Chairman of Committees
B. No. 26 (Sir John A. Macdonald). Res. prop., 67;
Amt. (Mr. Blake) to refer to Sel. Com., 70; nog. (Y.
59, N. 121) 72; 10* of B., 74; 2°* and in Com., 175;
M. for 30 agreed to on a div. and 3°*, 212 (i). (48-49
Vic., c. 1.)
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cxxxviii INDEX
SPEECHES FRO1 THE THRoNE: Opening of Parlt., 2 (i);

Prorogation, 3476 (iv).
SPIRITs AND ToBAO0: in Com. on Ways and Means, 3212

(iv).
SPIBITs TAKEN OUT oF BoND : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3371;

Stmnt. (5fr. Costigan) 3395 (iv).

Spirituous Liquors Prohibition B. No. 125 (Mr.
Beaty). Res. prop., 1040; 10* of B., 1063 (ii).

SPRING HILL MINES. See "CoAL."

SQUATTERS OR OCUPANTS, &o.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Cameron,
Huron) 231 (i).

SQUATTERS, QU'APPELLE VALLEY, ARBITRATION: M. for Ret.
(Mr. Lister) 205 (i).

STAFF oF THE MELoUSE, RES. AND SOHEDULES ADOPTED BY
CoMInssIoNERs, 2497 (iii).

STAMP DUTY, CoMMUTATIoN 0F: in Com. of Sup., 897 (i).
STANDING COMMITTEEB, NoN MEETING OF, oR ORGAUIZATION:

Remarks (Mr. Blake) 57, 67 (i).
STANDING oM. ON COLONIZATION AND IMMIGRATION: M. tO

add Messrs. Baker, Vie., and Jackson, to Com. (Sir John
A. Macdonald) 299 (i).

STANDING COM. ON RAILWAYS, CANALS AND TELEGRAPH
LINEs: M. to add namO Of Mr. Bain (Sir Hector
Langevin) 125 (i).

STARE, J. R., FIsHERTY OVERESER OF PORT WILLIAMS, N.S.,
BEMOVAL OF: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).

STATIONERY USED IN I. OF C., EXPENsE 0Fo: 'Ques. (Mr.
Casgrain) 290 (i).

STATISTIOS RELATING TO THE PUBLIo SERVICE: Ques. (Mr.
TassE) 2531 (iii), 2854 (iv).

STATUTEs, DIsTRIBUTIoN 0F: Ques. (Mr. Trou,) 568 (i).
Statutes of Canada Consolidation B. No. 96

(Sir John A. Macdonald). Not introduced. See B. 130.

Statutes of Canada, Revised, B. No. 130 (Sir John
A. Mcadonald). 1°, 126 (ii); Order for 2e dschgd.
and B. wthdn., 2402 (iii).

Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. No.
133 (Mr. .McLelan). Res. prop., 1279; in Com. and
1°>* of B., 1280 (ài); 2° and in Com., 2399 ; 3°*, 2421
(iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 75.)

STEAM COMMUNIoAT1oN WITH FRANCE: Ques. (Mr. Amyot)
567 (i).

TEAMSHIP SUBVENTIONS:
CAUP19LLTON AND GIAUr-: in Com. of Sup., 2942 (iv).
CANADA AND ANTWUrP: in Com. of Sup., 2912; conc., 2596 (iv).
UAxAnA AxD GERAIr: in Oom. of Sup., 2915 (iv).
FUNEM AND QUEEaC : in Com. of Sup., 2936, 8041 (iv).
LMRPO o oR LoNDON AND ST. Joux, N.B., OR HALIFAx: in Com. of

Sup., 2942 (iv).
N.B. AND P.E.I. TO GREAT BRITAIN: in Com. of SUp., 3457 (iv).
P.E.I. AND GREAT BRrrAIN: in Com. of Sup., 2942 (iv).
PORT MULORÂTI AND EAST BAY, C.B : in Com. of Sp., 2942 (iv>.
U. B. AND VICTORI&, B.O. : in Oom. Of Sup., 2936 ; conc., 2958 (iv).

STEEL: iin Com. on Ways and Means, 805 (ii).
STIPENDIARY MAGIsTRATE IN N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup.,

3448 (iv).
STONET INMDAN RIING, URTER INFORMATION ASKED, 863;

Stmnt. (Sir Bector Langevin) 886 (ii).

Subuidies, Purther, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Rector L.
Langevin). Res. prop., 2531 (iii); M. for Com. on Res.,
2971; in Com., 2?74; M. to conc. in Res., 3250; 1°* of
B., 3293; 20 m., 3380; in Com., 3380; on M. to
cono. in Amts., Amt. (Mr. Kirk) 3401; neg. (Y. 40,
N, 83) 3403; Amt. (hÎr. Blake) neg. (Y. 43, N. 79)
3404; 30*, 3404; Amt. (Kr. Laurier) 3057; Amts. to
Amt. (Mr. Langelier) 3266; neg. (Y. 39, N. 101) 3292;
(Mr. Lesage) 3292; neg. (Y. 36, N. 101) 3292; Amt.
(Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. 35, N. 101) 3292 (iv). (48-49
Vie., C. 58.)

Subsidies to Rys. B. No. 164 (Mr. Pope). Res. prop.,
3457; M. for Com., 3470 ; in Com., 3472; 19*, 20*, in
Com. and 3°*, 3473 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 59.)

Subsidies to Rys. See "LAND GRANTs.
SUBSIDIES:

CANADIAN PAOcIFo rB.: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 1677 (ii); in Com. of

Sup 3295.
FUaTME, TO RNS. See B. 158.
LAND GRANTS TO RYs. See B. 147.
MANIToA: prop. Res. (Mr. Bowell) 2889. (iv).
NEw BRUNSWICK AND P.E I. RY. Co.'s SUBsIDY: prop. Res. (Mr.

Pope) 3457 ; in Com., 3472 (iv).
NORTH BSoER RY.: K. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Laurier) 41 (i).
N.B. INoRAseiD: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 189, 567 (i).

PROVINCIAL: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Amyot) 303 (i).
QUEUe, ADVANoEs TO, ON ACCOUNT: Ques. (ir. Langelter) 235 (i).

Rys. : Remarks (Mr. Blake) and others, on M. for Com. of Sup.,
3442 (iv). See Bs. 147, 158 and 164.

Rimouski, BTaIMeAB: Ques. (Ur. Kirk) 114 (i).
Rys. in N.B. ND CAPE BRETON: M. for Stmat. (Mr. McDougail)

140 (i).
Ry. Co.'s, Nms 0F OWFICERU, &a.: M. for Ret." (Mr. Cameron,

Middlesez) 312 ().
SUGARS, IMPORTATION OF, AT HALIFAX, FRoM JAMAIOA : M. for

Ret. (Mr. Vait) 40 (i).
SUGAR: in Com. on Ways and Means, 3219 (iv).

SUGARE: POLARIBCoPIc TEST : Ques. (Ur. Vail) 479 (i).

Summary Convictions. See "GRtMINAL LAw."
SUis PAID oR ADVANCED TO C. P. R. AS INTEREST OR SUB.

srDY: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 1677 (ii).
Sunday Excursions Prohibition B. No. 19 (Ur.

Charlton). 1°*, 46; 2° m., 256; neg. on a div., 266 (i).
SUPERIoR COURT OF QU7EBEo, CIEF JUSTICE OF THE: Ques.

(Mr. Casgrain) 429 (i).
SUPERIOR COURT OF QUEBECO: prop. Res. (Sir Hector

Langevin) 3293 (iv).
SUPERANNUATION FUND, NUMBER ON LIsT, &C.: M. for Rot.

(Mr. McMullen) 56 (i).
SUPERVISoR OF' CULLERS, AMOUNTs DUE TO: U. for Ret.*

(Mr. De St. Georges) 1443 (ii).
SUPPLIES FOR THE HUDSoN's BAY STR. " NEPTUNE": M. for

copies of Acets., &c. (hîr. Vail) 229 (i).
Supply B. No. 163 (Mr. Bowell). 1°*, 2°, 3°*, 3170

(iv). (48-49 Tic., c. 41.)
SUPPLY:

[Only subjects which caused remark or discussion noted
under this head.]

Amts. to Ms. for Com.: Washington Treaty and
Reciprocity (gr. Davies) 995; Public Expenditure
(8ir Richard Cartwright) 2868; Representation of
the N. W. Territories (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 3404.



INDEX
SUPPLY-Continued.

Mess. from Ris Ex., transmitting Eétimates for 1885-86,
289; Mess. from Ris Ex., tranemitting Suppl. Esti-
mates for 1884-85, 2820; Mess. from His Ex., trans-
mitting Suppl. Estimates for 1885-86, 3359; Mess.
from His Ex., transmitting further Suppl. Estimates
for 1885-86, 3415.

Res. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com., 27; in Com., 895,
968, 1023, 1304, 2795, 2830, 2889, 2903, 2936, 3041,
3232, 3295,3339, 3383, 3408.

COMMITTEE:

Administration of Justice:
General Vote, 985.
N. W. T. (re Trials in connection with Rebellion)

3411; conc., 3433; (Fourth Stipendiary Magis-
trate) 3448.

Adulteration of Food. See "Collection of Revenues."
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics:

Archives, Care of, 1023.
Antwerp and Colonial Exhibition, 1032; conc.,

2766.
Agricultural, Industrial, and other StatisticS in

Man. and N. W. T., 1035,
Criminal Statistics, Preparation of, 1026.
Dominion Exhibition, 1026.
Health Statistics: conc., 2766.
Indian and Colonial Exhibition, 3452.
Mortuary Statistics, 2027.

Canals. See "Railways and Canals."
Charges of Management :

Assistant Receivers General's Offices, Montreal, St.
John, Winnipeg, 895.

Brokerage, Commission, &c., on Loans, 1874 to
1879, inclusive, 896.

Brokerage, Commission, &c., on Loan of 1884, 896.
Co .nty Savings Banks, N.B., N.S., and B.C., 896.
Country Savings Banks: printing, &c., 897.
Dominion Notes: issue and redemption, 897.
Dominion Notes, printing, &c., 897.
Financial Inspector, 895.
Financial Commissioner in England, 896 ; conc.,

2763.
Civil Government:

Agriculture, Dept. of, 904; contingencies, 921.
Auditor General's Office, 901.
Civil Service Board of Examiners, 973.
Contingencies, Departmental:

High Commissioner, 925.
Post Office and Finance Depts., 927.
Travelling Expenses, 923.

Customs, Dept. of, 901; contingencies, 916.
Finance, Dept. of, and Treasury Board, 891; suppl.,

3411 ; contingencies, 915à
Fisheries, Dept. of, 910.
Governor General's Secretary's Office, 832, 898.
Indian Affairs, Dept, of, 901; suppl. (increase and

arrears of salaries) 3410,3411.

SUPPLY-Coninued.
ComEi-Continue&

Civil Government-Continued.
Inland Revenue, Dept. of, 901 ; oontifgencies, 916.
Interior, Dept. of, 968, contingenoies, 915; suppI.

(Geological Survey Branch) 3408; cono., 2764,
3433 (iv).

Justice, Dept. of, 898.
Penitentiaries Branch, 914.

Marine, Dept. of, 906; contingencies, 922; suppl.
3411.

Militia and Defence, Dept. of, 898; continkencies,
914.

Postmaster-General's Dept., 902; suppl., 3411;
cono., 2764.

Privy Council Office, 899; contingencies, 914.
Public Works, Dept. of, 911 ; suppl., 3448 ; con-

tingencies, 921.
Railways and Canals, Dept of, 973; contingenoies,

923.
Secretary of State, Dept. of, 900 ; suppl., 3350,

3411.
Stationery Office: contingencies, 914.

Collection of Revenues :
Adulteration of Food, 3242.
Culling Timber, 3241.
Customs, 3232; suppl. (Extra for miscellaneous

Services), 3393.
Excise, 3241.
Inspection of Staples, 3241.
Liquor License Act, conc., 3398; suppl., 8421.
Post Office, 3308; suppl. (Assistant Postmaster,

Ottawa) 3393; conc., 3397.
Public Works-Repairs and Working Expenses:

Agent and Contingencies, B.C., 3308.
Harbors and Slides, Repairs, 3307.
Telegraph and Signal Service generally, 3307.
Telegraph Lines, P.E.I., and Mainland, 3307.

Railways-Repairs and Working Expenses:
Eastern Extension Railway, 3300.
Intercolonial, 3299.
Prince Edward Island Railway, 3301.
Windsor Branch Railway, 3301.

Weights and Measures and Gao, 3241.
Kinnee, Daniel (inerease of Salary) 3457.

Culling Timber. &Iee "Collection of Revenues."
Customs. BIee "Collection of Revenues."
Dominion Lande-Capital :

Surveys, Examination of Survey Returns, &o.,3344.
Dominio Lands-Income:

Agencies, 3346.
Land Board at Winnipeg, 3344.

Dominion Police:
General Vote, 985; suppl., 3350.

Dominion Steamers. Bee "Ocean and River Service."
Excise. Bee "Collection of Revenues."

oxx~fr



INDEX.
SUPPLY-Continued.

CommITTmE-Continued.

Fisheries :
Canadian Fisheries Exhibit, 2956.
Fishing Bounty, expenses in connection with dis-

tribution, 2956; suppl., 3387.
Protection Steamers and Vessels, maintenance and

repairs, 2955; conc., 2958.
Geological Survey :

General Vote, 3346; suppl., 3408; conc., 3433.
Government Steamers. See "Ocean and River Service."
Immigration :

General Vote, 2809, 2830.
Indians :

Assistance to Institutions, 3392.
Grant to supplement Indian Fund, 3242.

-- British Columbia generally, 3313.
Manitoba and N. W. T., 3314, 3339 ; suppl.,

3393 ; conc., 3373.
- - New Brunswick, 3243.

-- Nova Scotia generally, 3243.
Industrial Schools at Qu'Appelle and lHigh River:

cone., 2922.
Oka Indians, Removal of, 3457.

Inspection of Staples. See " Collection of Revenues."
Insurance, Superintendence of :

Expenses in connection with service, 2957; conc.,
2958.

Justice, Administration of, 985.
Legislation :

House of Commons:
Contingencies, 2796.
Debates, publishing of, 991; conc., 2765, 3371.
Expenses of Committees, Extra Sessional Clerks,

&c., 2795.
Hachè, Jacques, Gratuity to, 3450.
Internal Economy, Commissioners' Report, in-

creased expenditure under, 3449; conc., 3470.
Printing, paper and bookbinding, 992, 2798.
Salaries, &c., 991.

Miscellaneous :
Deputy Speaker's Salary, 3351.
Election expenses, Returning Officers, Montreal,

3451.
Library-Salaries, &o., 2796.
Morgan's "Annual Register," 3351.
Sessional Indemnity, Increased, 3450.

Senate:
Extra Expenses, including Debates and Short.

hand Writers, 3448.
Salaries and Contingent Expenses, 990; conc.,

2765.
Lighthouse and Coast Service:

Agencies, rents and contingencies, 2951.
Cape Race Light, 2952.
Fog-Whistles, Buoys and Beacons, maintenance

and repairs, 2951.

SUPPLY-Continued.
ComaTTEE-Çontinued.

Lgithouse and Coast Service-Continued.
Lighthouse and Fog-Alarms, 2952.
Lighthouse Keepers, Salaries, &c., 2950.

Liguor License Act. See "lCollection of Revenues."
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions:

Campbellton and Gaspé, 2942.
Canada and Antwerp, 2942 ; conc., 2958.
Canada and Germany, 2945.
France and Quebec, 2936, 3041.
Liverpool or London and St. John, N. B., or

Halifax, N.S., 2942.
N.B. and P.E.I. to Great Britain and continental

ports, 3457.
Port Mulgrave and East Bay, C.B., 2942.
Prince Edward Island and Great Britain, 2942.
United States and Victoria, B.C., 2936; conc., 2958.

Marine Hospitals :
General Vote, 2957.

Militia :
A, B and C Batteries, Pay and maintenance, 2914.
Ammunition, 2903.
Barrack fluts, B.C., 3412.
Barracks at London, 3412.
Brigade Majors' Salaries, transport, &c,, 2903.
Cavalry and Infantry Schools, Pay and mainten-

ance, 2915.
Clothing and Great Coats, 2906.
Contingencies, 2913.
Dominion Artillery Association, 2913.
Dominion Rifle Association, 2913.
Drill Pay, &c., 2910.
Drill Sheds and Rifle Ranges, 2915.
Middleton, General, Grant to, 3470.
Military Branch and District Staff, Salaries, 2889,

2903.
Military Properties, Care and maintenance, 2916.
Mounted Infantry at Winnipeg, 3411.
New Militia Pensions,i conc., 2765.
Ordnance, Improved Rifled, 2915.
Pay and transport, &o., of Force aiding civil

power at Lingan Mines, C.B., 3452.
Publie Armories, Care of Arms, &c., 2910.
Royal Military College, 2913 ; cone., 2922.
Veterans of War of 1812, Pensions, cono., 2765.

Miscellaneous:
American Institute of Mining Engineers' visit to

N.S., 3456.
Bank Imposts, Refund of, 3387; conc., 3396.
Canada Temperance Act, Expenses of Elections

under, 3387.
Chinese Commission, Expenses, &c., 3387; conc.,

3396.
Chinese Commissioners' Report, Printing, &c.,

3421.
Commercial Agenciea,à3245.

cxl
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8UPPLY-ontinued.

CoMUTTE-Continued.
.Mscellaneous-Continued.

District of Keewatin, Expenses of Govt., 3244.
Doutre, j., Settlement of Claim against Govt. re

Fishery Commission, 3392.
Fabre, Mr., Salary and contingencies of office, 4244.
Halifax Fishery Commission, Settlement of Legal

Claims, 3388, 3392; conc., 3396.
"Histoire Généalogique des Familles Françaises,"

3455.
Hudson Bay Expedition Expenses, 3245.
Intoxicating Liquors, Patting in force Act respect-

ing, 3244.
Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, 3456.
Middleton, General, Grant to, 3470.
Model Farm, Establishment of, 3453.
Mounted Police Barracks, Erection of, 3244; suppl.

3387.
North-West Council, Salaries of Members for 1881

and 1883, 3392; conc., 3397.
North-West Disturbance, Expenses and losses,

arising out of, 3454.
North-West Territories, Expenses of Govt., &c.,

3243.
Printing Commission, Expenses, 3392.
Provincial Legislation, Compilation, &c., corres-

pondence, petitions, reports and O.C.'s respect-
ing, 3421; conc., 3434.

Purcell & Ryan, claim for transportation of sup-
plies, &c., furnished Marquis of Lorne, 3452.

Rand's Micmac Indian Dictionary, 3420.
Refund of Duties to Merchants in P.E.I., 3455;

conc., 3470.
Returns, Preparation of, Payment of Extra Clerks,

3245; suppl., 3388.
Surveys, Lakes Superior and Huron, 3244.

North- West .Mounted Police:
Equipment, pay and maintenance of additional

men, 3421
General Vote, 3243; suppl., 3392.

Ocean and River Service:
Canadian Registration of Shipping, 2950.
Government Steamers, maintenance, &c., 2945;

conc., 3396.
Life-boats, Stations and Life-preservers, &o., 2946.
Obstruction in Navigable Waters, Removal of 2950.
Water and River Police, Montreal and Quebec,

2950.
Wrecks and Casualties, investigation of; &o., 2950.

Penitentiaries:
British Columbia, 990.
Dorchester, 989.
Kingston, 985; suppl. (McManus' gratuity) 3350;

conc., 3374.
Manitoba, 989; suppl. (Sutherland, services) 3350.
Removal of Prisoners, 3411.

SUPPLY-Continued.
CoMmuTTmE-Continued.

Penitentiaries-Continued.
St. Vincent de Paul, 986; suppl. (Baillairgé,

vices) 3350.
Pensions:

New Militia, conc., 2765.
Veterans of War of 1812, 992; conc., 2765.

Post Ofice. Bee " Collection of Revenues."
Public Works*-Capital:

Public Buildings:
Additional Public Buildings, Ottawa, 2916.

Public Works:
Cape Tormentine Harbor, 2917.
Esquimalt Graving Dock, 2916.
Port Arthur and Kaministiquia Rivor, 2916>

Public Works-Consolidated Fund:
Harbors and Rivers:

Manitoba (River Saskatchewan) 3420.
Nova Scotia, 3419.
Ontario, 3386.
Quebec (River Yamaska) 3419.

Miscellaneous:
House and Furniture for High Commissio

balance, 3386.
Roads and Bridges (iron bridge across Ri

River) 3420.
Public Buildings:

Armories, Montreal, 3385; suppl., 3419.
British Columbia, 3386.
Examining Warehouse, Toronto, 3385.
Newcastle, N.B., Post Office, 3385.

ser-

ner,

leau

Telegraphs:
Amherst Island and Mainland, 3420.
Sub-marine Cable between B.C. and Washington

Territory, 3386.
Public Works-Income :

Dredging, 2921; cone., 2923.
Harbors and Rivers:

Manitoba, 2921.
Maritime Provinces-Repairs and Improvements

generally, 2920; conc., 2922.
New Brunswick, 2920.
Ontario, 2920.
Prince Edward Island, 2919.

Public Buildings:
Manitoba, 2919.
New Brunswick, 2918.
North-West Territories, 2919.
N. W. T. (Prince Albert Court House and Gaol)

3452.
Ontario, 2918.
Prince Edward Island, 2918.
Quebec, 2918.
Repairs, Furniture, Heating, &c., 2919.

Telegraphs, 2922.

'For Repaire and Working Expenses, m "l Oollection of Revenues."

eoli
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SUPPLY-ontinued.

CoMrrrEE-Continued.
Quarantine:

General Vote, 2853.
Immigrant Patients, Winnipeg and St. Boniface

Hospitals, 3358.,
Sheep Scab in Quebec, extirpating disease, 3358;

suppl., 3411.
Railways* and Canals-Capital:

Canals :
Cornwall, 3301.
Fort Francis, Hugh Sutherland's Claim, 3385.
Lachine, 3301.
Murray 3303.
St. Peter's, 3312.
Trent River Nav. and Locks, 3311.
Welland, 3301, 3311.
Williamsburg, 3301.

Railways:
Canadian Pacifie Railway-

Inspecting Engineers' Expenses, 3417.
Pembina Branch (Award of Arbitrators) 3417.
Section B., 3383.
Subsidy, 3295 :

Carleton Branch Railway:
To purchase, with harbor frontage, town lots,

&c., 3415.
Eastern Extension Railway:

Steamer Norweqian, Repairs, 3384.
Intercolonial Railway :

Air Brakes to 100 engines, 3299.
Miscellaneous Works, 3296 ; suppl., 3383; cone.,

3395.
Sleeping Cars, Purchase of, 3417.

Short Lino Railway, N.S.:
Settling unpaid Claims, &c., 3413.

Railways and Canals-Income:
Canals :

Grenville (J. Simard, for services) 3418.
Miscellaneous (Repairs to Road Dyke, Lake St.

Franois) 3418.
Rideau, 3312; (Land Damages, Township of

Pittsburg) 3418.
Welland (Land and Damages, Grand River, &c.)

3418; cono., 3433.
Railways:

Surveys and Inspections, 3313.
Surveys of Cape Breton and other Railways, 3418.

Scientific Institutions:
Meteorological Observations, instruments &c., 2956.

Steamship Subventions. See " Mail Subsidies."
Weights and Measures and Gas. See " Collection of

Revenues."
CONCURRENCE :

Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. (Trials in
connection with Rebellion) 3433.

*For Repaire and Working Expenses, #e " Collection of Revenues."

SUPPLY-Continued.
CONcURZNOE-Continued.

Antwerp and Colonial Exhibition, Expenses, 2766.
Assistant Postmaster, Ottawa, Allowance to, 3397.
Bank Imposte, Refund of, 3396.
Canada and Antwerp, Steam communication, 2958.
Charges of Management, 2763.
Chinese Commission, Expenses, 3396.
Debates, House of Commons, 2765, 337 1.
Dominion Steamers, 3396.
Dredging, 2923.
Fishery Protection Steamers and Vessels, 2958.
Halifax Fishery Commission, Legal Claims, 3396.
Harbors and Rivers, Maritime Provinces, Repairs, &c.,

2922.
Health Statistics, Expenses in connection with, 2766.
Indian Industrial Schools at Qu'Appelle and High

River, 2922.
Indians of Manitoba and the N. W, T., 3373.
Insurance, Superintendence of, 2958.
Intercolonial Railway (Capital) 3395.
Interior, Dept. of, 2764.
Internal Economy Commissioners' Report, Increased

Expenditure under, 3470.
Liquor License Act, Commissioners, Inspectors, &c.,

3398.
MeManus, C., Gratuity to Widow of, 3374.
Mining Geologists, 3433.
North-West Council, Salaries of Members, &c., 3396.
Pensions, New Militia, 2765.
Postmaster General's Office, 2764.
Provincial Legislation, Compilation, &c., of Documents

respecting, 3434.
Refund of Duties to Merchants in P. E.1., 3410.
Royal Military College of Canada, 2922.
Senate, Salaries and Contingencies, 2765.
U.S. and Victoria, B.C., Steam communication, 2058.
Veterans of War of 1812, Pensions, 2765.
Welland Canal (Land Damages, &c.) 3433.

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction Limita-
tion B. No. 3 (Mr. Landry, Montmagny). 1°, 28;
Order for 2° read, 102; 2° m., 151; Amt. (Mr. Ouimet)
165; neg., 167; 20 neg. (Y. 34, N. 125) 169 (i). See
B. 68.

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction Limita-
tion B. No. 68 (Mr. Landry, Montmagny). 1°, 270
(i). See B. 3.

SUPREM COURT, CONTEsTED CASES BEFORE, AND JUDGMENTS:
M. for Ret. (Mr. Curran) 210 (i).

SUPREME COURT: Deb. on M. for 20 of B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) 151, 167; (Mr. Tupper) 156; (Messrs.
Girouard, Beaty and Blahe) 157; (Mr. Macmaster) 160;
(Mr. Curran) 161; (Mr. Davies) 162; (Sir John A.
Macdonald) 163; (Mr. Ouimet) 164; on Amt. (Mr.
Foste) 165; (Mr. Amyot) 166; (Mr. Laurier) 167;
(Mesers. Royal and Belleau) 168; (Mr. Coursol) 169 (i).

d*ii



INDEX.
SUPREME COURT : Judgments on Controverted Elections,

1, 593 (i).
SUPREME COURT, JUDOMENTS RENDERED SINCE ESTABLISH-

MENT : M. for copies* (Mr. Landry, Montmagny)
533 (i).

SUPREME COURT OF N.B., CAUSES ENTERED FOR &RGUMENT
M. for Number, &c. (Mr. Foster) 294 (i).

SURVESY AND EXAMINATIONS OF SURVEY RETS.: in Com. of
Sup, 3344 (iv).

SURVEYS AND PLANS OP BATTLEFORD AND EDMONTON: QueS.

(Mr. Blake) 2357 (iii).
SURvEYS OF RIVER LOTS AT ST. ALBERT, &o.: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 3424; Mode of: Ques., 3424 (iv).
SUTHERLAND, DR,, PAYMENT TO: in Com. of Sup., 3351 (iv).
SMALL SAVINGS, ENCOURAGEMENT OP: M. for copies of Cor.,

&c. (Mr. Blake) 90 (i).
SQUATTERS IN THE QU'APPELLE VALLEY: M. for Rot. (Mr.

Lister) 205 (i).
SQUATTERS IN TOWNSHIP 3, RANGES 23 AND 24, WEST: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 231 (i).
Synod of the Diocese of Qu'Appelle incorp. B.

No. 39 (Mr. Mulock). 1°*, 125; 2°*, 180; in Com.
and 3°*, 490 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 33.)

Synod of Evangelical Lutheran Church of Can-
ada incorp. B. No. 60 (Mr. McCarthy). 10*, 180;
20*, 246; in Com., 693 (i) ; 3°*, 791 (ii). (48-49 Vc.,
c. 32.)

TaACADIE BREAKWATER, N.S., EXPENDITURE ON: M. for

Stmnt.* (Mr. McIsaac) 147 (i).
TACHÉ, ARCHBISHOP, COMMUNICATION FROM, re HALF-BREEDS:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
TAGGING METAL: in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).
TANGENTS AND CURVES ON C.P.R., NUMBER AND AGGREGATE

LENGTH : Ques.:. (Mr. Blake) 744 (i). See " C.P.R."
TARIFF, NOTICE Or CHANGES: Remarks (Mr. Blake) 714 (i).
TARIFF, THE. See 'WAYS AND MEANS."

TAR, PINE: in Com. on Ways and Means, 810 (ii).
TASCHEREAU, MR. T. L.: Certificate of Election and Return

of, 1 (i).
TELEGRAPH AND SIGNAL SERVICE IN B.C. : Ques. (Mr. Baher,

Victoria) 743 (i).
TELEGRAPH CABLE ACROSS JUAN DE FUCA STRAITS, COST OF:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 1443 (ii).

TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WEST OF WINNIPEG: Remarkl8
(Mr. Blake) 839 (ii).

TELEGRAPIIS: in Com. of Sup., 3420 (iv).
TELEGRAPH SYSTEM IN CAPE BRETON, EXTENSION or: Ques.

(Mi. Caneron, lnverness) 78 (i).
TEMPORARY LOANS To GOVERNMENT BY BANxs: Ques. (Mr.

Charlton) 350 (i), 2530 (iii).
TERRY, CHARLES M1UNTER, GRATUITY TO: Ques. (Mr. Mc

Mullen) 632 (i).
Terry, Fairy Emily Jane, Relief of, B. No. 97

(Mr. Taylor). 1" on a div., 605; 2° on a div., 672 (i);

TÉTE DU PONT BARRAOKS, LEAE or : M. for opies of 0.0.,
&c, (1fr. Platt) 210 (i).

THANKS o QUEEN FOR CONDOLENCE ON DEATH OF DUKE oF
ALBANY : Mess. from Ris Ex. (Sir JoAn A. Mac.
donald) 32 (i).

THANKS OF PARLT. TO VOLUNTEERS. See "VOTE."

Three Rivers. See " HARBOR COMMISSIONERS."
THUNDER BAT COLONISATION RY. 00.'S SUBSIDY: prop Boa.

(Ur. Pope) 3458; in Com., 3473 (iv).
TILTON, MR., AND STAFF COMMANDER BOLTON, DISPUTE

BETWEEN : M. for Ret.* (Mr. McMullen) 312 (i).
TIMBER DUES TO GOVT. zy C.P.R. Co.: Ques. (Mr. Casy)

479 (i).
TIMBER LICENsEs AND PERMITS GRANTED ON LANDS OUTSIDE

OP DISPUTED TERRITORY : M. for Rets.* (Mr. C7arlton)
209 (i).

TIMBER LICENSES AND PERMITS IN T4E N.W.: M. for Rot.
(Mr. Charlton) 121 (i).

TIMBER LICENSES ISSUED SINCE JAN., 1882, IN N.W.T., &o.:
Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 863 (ii).

TIMBER LICENSES OR BERTHS IN B.C., TOTAL APPLICATIONS,
DATE, NAMES AND ADDRESSES &o., &.: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Charlton) 210 (i).

TIMBER ON INDIAN LANDS, NON-PRINTING OF RETS., AS
ORDERED BY HOUsE : Remarks (Mr. Blake) 56 (i).

TIMBER PERMITS GRANTED IN TERRITORY AWARDED ONT.:
Ques6 (hîr. Mills) 114, 115; M. for Ret., 115; M. for
copies, &c.,* 124, 210 (i).

Tis8ui PAPER : in Com. on Ways and Means, 849 (ii).

TOLLS ON CERTAIN RAILWAY COMPANIES: M. for Stmnt.,
&o. (Mr. Mulock) 54 (i).

BOOTS FOR THE TORONTO MILITIA CORPS: Ques.(Mr. Cameron,
Huron) 1744 (iii).

TOWELS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (ii).

TOWNSHEND, MR. C. J.: Certificate of Election and Rot. of, 1.
C. P. R. TowN SITES, SALES OF, TRANSAcTION ON JOINT

ACCOUNT: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Blake) 67 (i).
TRADE AND NAVIGATION RETS: presented (Mr. Bowell)

28 (i).
TRADE RELATIONS BETWEEN CANADA AND THE U. S.: Ques.

(Mr. Davies) 1387 (ii) ; (Sir Richard Cartwright)
3163 (iv).

TRADE RELATION8 WITH AUSTRALIAN COLONIES : M. for Rot.
(Mr.Mitchell) 36; WITII FOREIGN COUNTRIES: QueS. (Kr.

Burpee) 78; WITE JAMAICA, 429; WITH MEx0O: Ques.

(Mr. Paterson, Brant) 632 (i).

Trading Corporations. 8ee " INOLVENT BANKS."

TRANSFER Or BATTERIES: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
235 (i).

TRAN'SLATION OF Hansard AND V OTES AND PROCEEDINGS:

Remarks (Mr. Casgrain) 594 (1),
TRANSPORTATION CHARGES: in Com. on Ways and Neans,

3224 (iv).

Treasury Board, Constitution of, Act Amt B.
No. 104 (Sir Leonard Tilley). 1°, 630 (i); 2°, in Comu
and 30* 1670 (ii). (48-49 Tic. c. 47.)

01ei

in Com. and 30 on a div., 873 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 36.)



INDEX.
TREATIES:

FLAG TBEATY BETWUEN U. S. AND SPAIN M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.
Vail) 219 (i).

NUGOTIATIONS Y SIR AMEROSE SHUA: Ques. (Mr. Daviea) 1887 (i).
COMMUnOIAL TumuTy wi .IT JAIA:A . Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 2854 (iv).
WABINGTON TaiATY, TERMINATION OF FISIBRY CLAUSEs: Remarks

(Mr. Mitchell) 2559, 2773, 2890; on M. for Com. ot Sup. (Mr.
Davies) 2897; Reinarks (Mr. Vail) 3074; Cor. and Papers:

presented (Sir John A. Macdonald) 3232; Ques. (Mr. Weidon)
3249; Transport Regulations: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3249; Deb.
on M. for Oom. of Sup. (.Mr. Weldon) 3322; (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) 3330; (Mr. Mila) 3333; (Mesors. McLeian and Mitchell)
3336; (Mr. Vail) 3338 (iv).

TRENT VALLEY CANAL, PLANS AND ESTIMATES OF COST, &.:
M. for copies of Cor., &c. (Mr. Blake) 144 (i); CON.
TRACTS: If. for Copies, 823 (ii).

TRENT RIVER NAV. : in COm. of Sup., 3311 (iv).
TRETLEs AND BRIDGES, C.P.R., NUMBER OF: M. for Stmnt!

(Mr. Edgar) 100 (i).
TRoeps, TRANSPORT OF : Remarks (Mr. Dawson) 887 (ii).
TROUBLES AT PRINOE ALEERT: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 693 (i).

Truro Bank incorp. B. No. 78 (Mr. Tupper). 1°*,
313 ; 2°*, 405 (i).

TRUTcH, J. W., EMPLOYMENT OF, BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Lan-
derkin) 744 (i).

TUG-BARGES, REDGE AN) MACHINERY ON RED RIVER: M.
for Ret.* (Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).

TURKISH PAUPER IMMIGRANTS: Remarks (M. Trow) 3475

(iv).
UMBRELLA OR PARASOL RIBS, &o.: in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (ii).
U. S. AND VICTORIA, B.C., MAHM SUBSIDY : in Com. of Sup.,

2936 (iv).
VAOANCIES IN THE REPRESENTATION, 1, 593 (i).

VACANCY IN A JUDICIAL DISTRICT, N.S.: Ques. (Mr. Keirk)
2750 (iv).

VEGREVILLE, FATHER, COR. WITH MR. DEVILLE : QueS.
(Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).

VETEBANS Or 1812, WIDOWS OF, EXTENSION OF PENSIONS:

Ques. (Mr. Robertson, Hastings) 36 (i).
VETERANS OF WAR OF 1812: in Com. of Sup., 992 (i).
VICTORIA RIFLES. &e " MILITIA."
VIOLATION OF CUSTOmS LAW IN N. S., BY JOHN LEANDER

MACKENZIE : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Moffat) 1442 (ii).
VOLUNTEER CORPS ORGANIZED IN THE N.W. IN 1879:

Remarks (Mr. Watson) 816; Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1474
(ii).

VOLUNTEERS DISBANDED IN MILITARY DISTRICT No. 9 : M.
for Ret.* (Mr. Campbell, Victcria) 1443 (ii).

VOLUNTEERS IN THE N.W., AND INTOXICATING LIQUORS:
Ques. (Mr. Poster) 1131 (ii).

VOLUNTEERS IN THE N.W., RECOGNITION OF SERVICES:
Ques. (Mr. Small) 1566 (ii); (Mr. Blake) 2029 (iii);
prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 3321 ; in Com. on
Res., 3370. See B. 160.

VOLUNTEERS OF 1837-38: Res. recognising services (Mr.
Hickey) 37 (i).

VOLUNTEERS ON ACTIVE SERVICE, INCREASE OF PAY: Ques.
(Ur. Blake) 2170 (iii).

VOTE FOR RELIEF OF SETTLERS IN TUE N.W. : Ques. (Mr.
Watson) 1744 (iii).

VOTE OF $1,000,000 FOR TUE N.W. TROUBLES: in Com. of
Sup., 2234 (iii).

VOTE oF THANKs OF PARLT. TO GENL. MIDDLET)N AND

VOLUNTEERS: prop. Res. (Mr. Caron) 3459; (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 3463 ; (Mr. Tass) 3465 ; (Mr. Wright)
3466; (Mr. Woodworth) 3467; (Mr. Macmillan) 3468 (iv).

VOTE TO GENL. MIDDLETON: notice (Sir John A. Maecdonald)
3457 ; Mes. from His Ex., 3470 (iv).

VOYAGEURS TO EGYPT, NUMBER, NAMEs, RESIDENCE, &C., OF

OFFICERS AÑD MEN: M. for Ret.* (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 210 (i).

WARRANTS ISSUED FOR NEW ELECTIONS, 1, 593 (i).
WAR SUPPLIES, CARRIAGE OF, BY AMERICAN Rys.: Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 838 (ii).
WASHINGTON TREATY. See "TREATIES."

WATER AND RIVER POLICE: in COm. Of Sup., 2950 (iv).
WATER LOTS IN N.S., APPLICATION FOR: Ques. (Mr. Tupper)

429 (i).
WATER LOTS ON RIVERS, GOVT. RIGHTS: Ques. (Mr. Van-

asse) 2238 (iii).
WATERPROOF BLANKETS FOR VOLUNTEERS, PURCHASE OF:

Ques. (Mr. <Catudal) 2171 (iii).
WATSON, EBENEZERe, OF SARNI, OFFICE OF; Ques. (Mr.

Lister) 188 (i).
WAYS AND MEANS : Res. for Com. (Sir Leonard Tilley)

27; on M. for Com., the Budget Speech, 313; reply (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 333 ; Deb. adjd., 348 ; resmd. (Mr.
White, Cardwell) 394; (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 412 ; (Mr.
Tupper) 455; (Mr. Charlton) 463; (Mr. McLelan) 505;
(Mr. .Mills) 512; (Mr. Ourran) 521; (Mr. Rinfret) 527;
(Mr. Poster) 535; (Mr. Davies) 545; (Mr. Woodworth)
555; (gr. King) 561; (Mr. Burns) 595; (Mr. Casey)
599, 633; (Mr. Stairs) 641; (Mr. Gillmor) 648; (Mr.
Wood, Brockville) 656; (Mr. Jackson) 66 2; (Mr. Tail)

666; (Mr. Allison) 676; (Mr. Tassé) 677; (Mr. fackett)
687; (Mr. Cockburn) 715; (Mr. Robertson, Hamilton)
719; (1Er. McMullen) 722; (Mr. Dickinson) 729; (Mr.
Sproule) 733; (Mr. Béchard) 739; (Mr -esson) 747;
Res. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance in the N.W., 756;
neg. (Y. 57, N. 129), and in Com., 771 (i) ; in Com.,

783, 791, 840 (ii); Res. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance in
the N. W. (Resume of Events) 3075; neg. (Y. 49, N.
105) 3213; in Com., 3214,3294; Res. cono. in, 3322 (iv).

WEIGHT AND MEASUREMENT oF IRoOTS: M. for copies of

Cor.* (Mr. Macdonald, King's) 201 (i).
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. No. 118 (Mr.

Costigan). Res. prop., 832; in Com. and 1°* of B.
837; 2° and in Com., 1672; 3°*, 1680 (ii). (48-49
Vic., c. 64.)

WEIRS IN TUE COUNTY Or CH&RLOTTE, N. B., LICENSES, &.:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Gillmor) 1444 (ii).
WELLER'S BAY, " RANGE LIGHTS " AT: M. for Qor., &o. tMr.

Platt) 210 (i).
Western Ont. Pacific Ry. Co.'s B. No. 94 (Mr.

.McCallum). 1Q*, 534; 2°*, 616 (i); in Com. and 3°*,
1288 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 87.)

cxliv
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WESTERN TERMINUS 0.P. R., ROUTE OR ROUTES PROM PORT

MoODY To ENGLISH BAY: M. for Plan, &c. (Mr. Blake)
145 (i).

WEST MIDDLESEX CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judge's Rep., 1.
WEST ONTARIo ELECTION: Return of Member to repre-

sent, 1 (i).
WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS. See " MARINE."

Wharves, Docks and Piers in Nav. Waters B.
No. 18 (Mr. Tupper). 1°, 46; 2° m., 215; 2'* and
ref. to Sel. Com., 218 (i).

WHARVEs ON P.E.I., GRANT FOR CONSTRUCTION: Ques. (Mr.

Davies) 351 (i).
WHEAT, FLOUR, CORNMEAL AND CORN, DUTY COLLECTED ON,

IN N. S.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Vail) 533 (i).
WHEAT AND FLoUR DUTIES, ALTERATION OF: Ques. (5fr.

Bergeron) 148 (i).
WHEAT AND FLoUR, DUTIES ON, MEMORLIALS, &C.: M. for

copies* (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 532 (i).
WHEAT AND FLOUR IMPORTS AND EXPORTS: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Paterson, Brant) 138 (i).
WHIsKEY: in Com. on Ways and Means, 3225 (iv).
WHITE POINT, N. S., BREAKWATER, REPAIR OF: QtIes. (5fr.

Forbes) 52 (i).
WHITE SIIELLAC: in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).
WILKINSON, J. A., SUMS PAID TO, AND FOR WHAT SERVICES:

Ques. (Mr. Mc.Mullen) 51(i).
I19

WINDSOR BANCR Ry., 0.0., AGREEMENTS, &C., RESPECTING:
M. for copie,* (%{r. Kinney) 533 (i).

Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp-
B. No. 82 (àir. Caneron, Victoria). l>*, 349; 2"
m., 428; Order dschgd and B. wLhdo, 428 (i).

Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp.
B. No. 91 (Mr. Cameron, Victoria). l*, 438; z',
567 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 1180 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 89.)

WINTER CROSSING FROM P. E. I.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.
Macdonald, King's) 62 (i).

WOOD AND WILKINSON, SUMS PAID TO, AND SERVICES REN-
DERED: M. for Ret.* (Mr. McMullen) 147 (i).

Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s Acts
Amt. B. No. 23 (Mr. Willians). 1°*, 67; 2°*, 113;
in Com. and 3°*, 490 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 16.)

WOODSTOCK, N. B., PUBLIC BUILDINGS, INSPECTOR F: QuOS.
(Mr. Irvine) 606 (i).

WoOD SUPPLIES FOR GOVT BUILDINGS, OTTAWA: Ques. (Mr.
McCraney) 429 (i); (Sir. Bain, Wentworth) 1387 (ii).

WOOLLEN FABRICS: in Com. on Ways and Mieans, 800, 84û
(ii).

WOOLLEN RAGS: in Com. of Ways and Means, 783; legiela-
tion respecting: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567 (ii).

WRIT pOR LÉvis COUNTY: Ques. (31r. Blake) 633; Remarks
661 (i).
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